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Resumen

La infancia temprana es un periodo de gran relevancia en el desarrollo socioemocional infantil; de hecho, es donde se sientan 
las bases del desarrollo futuro. En este sentido, las adquisiciones durante el primer año de vida son predictores importantes 
de las habilidades sociales y emocionales futuras, de modo que la sensibilidad materna, según evidencia respecto a sus efec-
tos en el desarrollo socioemocional del niño, ha demostrado ser un aspecto fundamental durante este periodo. Teniendo esto 
en cuenta, y considerando la relevancia de dicha competencia, así como el alza mundial y nacional en las tasas de cesárea 
y los posibles riesgos asociados al tipo de parto vivenciado, el presente estudio tuvo como objetivo analizar la influencia de 
la sensibilidad materna y del tipo de parto en el desarrollo socioemocional infantil al año de edad. Para ello, se estudió una 
muestra no probabilística intencionada de 91 madres con sus respectivos hijos o hijas de distinto nivel socioeconómico 
que asistían a salas cuna públicas o privadas en la ciudad de Santiago, Chile, por medio de dos instrumentos: la escala de 
sensibilidad del adulto (ESA) y la functional emotional assessment scale (FEAS). En general, los resultados no mostraron 
diferencias en el desarrollo socioemocional de los niños según el tipo de parto, aunque sí se pudo apreciar una relación entre 
una mayor sensibilidad materna y un mayor desarrollo socioemocional de los niños al año de edad. Al final se discuten las 
implicaciones de promover la sensibilidad materna con el fin de apoyar un óptimo desarrollo socioemocional en los infantes.
Palabras clave: tipo de parto, sensibilidad materna, desarrollo socioemocional, infancia temprana.
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Introduction

Socioemotional development is understood as the social 
and emotional functioning of the human being, which inclu-
des the capacities of self-regulation, attachment, emotional 
cues, and signaling, among others (Greenspan, DeGandi, & 
Wieder, 2001). It requires the child to develop the ability 
to experience, regulate and express emotions in an appro-
priate way through safe experiences with their caregiver 
(Palmer et al., 2013). Among the most relevant milestones 
of socioemotional development around one year of age are 
the incorporation of desires and purpose into behavior, the 
integration of different senses and the preverbal recognition 
of gestures intimately related to emotions; a deficit of the 
latter is associated with psychological problems and delays 
in early learning (Greenspan et al., 2001).

Socioemotional development during the first year of life 
is an important predictor of later socioemotional develop-
ment. At the same time, studies have shown that children 
have adequate socioemotional development upon entering 
school have better academic skills, are better adjusted and 
have a decreased risk of problems and involvement in vio-
lence at school (Berger et al., 2009; Domitrovich, Durlak, 
Staley, & Weissberg, 2017). Therefore, the achievement 
of adequate early socio-emotional skills represents a basic 
aspect of both human development and preparation for life 
(De Andrés, 2005).

Given the relevance of early socioemotional skills, the 
study of factors that predict the development of these skills 
in early childhood provides information about important 

aspects to promote at this life stage and informs the deve-
lopment of public policies. Among the factors that predict 
socioemotional development in children, the characteristics 
of parents, such as their self-regulation, temperament and 
health status, and the relationships between parents and 
children, parenting behaviors and the family environment 
together contribute to the development of self-regulation 
in the child and are of great importance in early childhood 
(Kiss, Fechete, Pop, & Susa, 2014). Among these factors, 
the quality of the maternal affective bond with the child 
stands out, fulfilling an essential function at 12 months of 
age (Simó & D'Ocon, 2014). This bond is established during 
the first year of life and contributes to the development of 
self-regulatory skills in the child (Farkas, Vallotton, Strasser, 
Santelices, & Himmel, 2017).

In the Chilean context, parental skills such as sensitivity 
and mentalization, together with the family socioeconomic 
level and the sex of the child, have also proven to be relevant 
predictors (Farkas et al., 2017). However, in Chile, there is 
a lack of studies that address the relationship between early 
promotion of and intervention in parenting skills, such as 
maternal sensitivity, and the socioemotional development 
of the child.

Maternal Sensitivity
Maternal sensitivity is understood as the ability of a 

mother to adequately detect her child’s signals and commu-
nications and to respond to them promptly and effectively 
(Ainsworth, Blehar, Waters, & Wall, 1978; Santelices et 
al., 2012). This is consistent with Bowlby’s attachment 

Mode of Delivery and Maternal Sensitivity: Effects on the 
Socioemotional Development of Children at One Year of Age

Abstract

Early childhood is a period of high relevance in children’s socioemotional development, establishing the basis for future de-
velopment. Acquisitions during the first year of life are significant predictors of future social and emotional skills. During this 
period, maternal sensitivity is also essential, and there is evidence regarding its effects on the socioemotional development 
of the child. Considering the relevance of this competence, together with the global and national increase in cesarean rates 
and the possible risks associated with the type of delivery experienced, the influence of the type of delivery and the maternal 
sensitivity in child’s socioemotional development at one year of age was analyzed. For this, an intentional non-probabilistic 
sample of 91 mothers with their respective children of different socioeconomic levels, who attended public or private nurseries 
in the city of Santiago, Chile, was studied. The instruments used were the Adult Sensitivity Scale (ESA) and the Functional 
Emotional Assessment Scale (FEAS). The results showed no differences in the children’s socioemotional development accord-
ing to the type of delivery. However, it was possible to observe an association between a higher maternal sensitivity and a more 
significant socioemotional development on children at one year of age. The implications of promoting maternal sensitivity are 
discussed to support optimal socioemotional development in infants.
Keywords: type of delivery, maternal sensitivity, socioemotional development, early infancy.



Delivery, Maternal Sensitivity and Children's Socioemotional Development

256
theory (1969), in which the central factor in development 
is that the caregiver responds to the infant’s needs and 
behavior so that the child can regulate his or her emotions 
and feel secure (Morera, Santelices, & Farkas, 2012); this 
contributes to the child’s adaptation (Bornstein & Putnick, 
2012) as well as his or her social, cognitive, and emotional 
development (Bordoni, 2018).

The affective quality of early mother-child interactions 
is of utmost importance for the child’s cognitive and socioe-
motional development and can predict indices of cognitive, 
psychomotor, linguistic, academic and socioemotional 
development (Kopystynska, Spinrad, Seay, & Eisenberg, 
2016; Moed, Dix, Anderson, & Greene, 2017; Simó & 
D’Ocon, 2014). In addition, the development of socioemo-
tional skills during the first year of life allows the child to 
organize and build an internal working model to represent 
the reality of the relationship and to generate expectations 
of how to behave in interactions with the adult and thus 
secure a higher level of protection (Atkinson et al., 2000).

Maternal sensitivity is a skill that is strongly related to 
contextual variables, such as family socioeconomic status 
(SES) (Bornstein, Hendricks, Haynes, & Painter, 2007) and 
family income (Pelchat, Bisson, Bois, & Saucier, 2003). 
In addition, the mother’s educational level is an important 
predictor of this skill (Doesum, Hosman, Riksen-Walraven, 
& Hoefnagles, 2007; Pelchat et al., 2003).

In Chile, it has been found that higher socioeconomic, 
educational and occupational levels are associated with a 
higher probability that the mother will have higher sensitivity 
to the child when the child is one year old (Santelices et 
al., 2015). On the other hand, mothers with low SES show 
less sensitive behavior in terms of their availability and 
the quality of their responses to the child's needs (Gálvez 
& Farkas, 2017). Considering 20.7% of the population in 
Chile in 2017 lived in multidimensional poverty (Ministerio 
de Desarrollo Social, 2018), it is relevant to analyze the 
relationship between maternal sensitivity and the socioe-
motional development of their children at an early age due 
to its implications for the development of public policies.

Unlike the contextual aspects described above, whether 
aspects related to pregnancy and childbirth could affect 
maternal sensitivity and therefore the socioemotional de-
velopment of children have been addressed in few studies 
(studies of pre- and postpartum depression are an exception; 
see, for example, Field, 2010; Kemppinen, Kumpulainen, 
Moilanen, & Ebeling, 2006). The few studies available on 
this topic have observed that mothers who did not experien-
ce health problems during their pregnancies, those whose 
pregnancies were of longer duration, those who had vaginal 
deliveries and those whose children had a greater weight 
or gestational age at birth later manifested greater maternal 

sensitivity toward their children (Bernier, Jarry-Boileau, 
Tarabulsy, & Miljkovitch, 2010; Shin, Park, & Kim, 2006). 
Among these variables, the mode of delivery is notable due 
to the alarming increase in the rate of caesarean sections in 
recent years in Chile. Therefore, it was determined that it 
was also relevant to investigate whether the mode of deli-
very had an impact on child socioemotional development.

Mode of Delivery, Maternal Sensitivity, and Child 
Socioemotional Development

In recent decades, the rapid increase in the rate of deli-
very by caesarean section has become a pressing concern 
worldwide (Lee & Kirkham, 2008). The cesarean section 
rate has reached 76% in the private health care system in 
Chile and 37% in the public system in 2010, progressing 
to 40.5% in the public system in 2013 (Ministry of Health, 
2015); this increase has been accompanied by a consequent 
decrease in births by vaginal delivery (Salinas, Naranjo, 
Pastén, & Retamales, 2007). Worldwide, it has been observed 
that 15% of deliveries worldwide are cesarean (Betrán et 
al., 2007), and the WHO recommends that the cesarean rate 
should not exceed 10-15% (WHO, 1985 cited by Salinas et 
al., 2007). These results places Chile among the countries 
with the highest number of caesareans worldwide.

Childbirth is often a life event in which feelings of fear 
predominate, given that historically, the moment of birth 
has been characterized “as a dangerous and risky event” 
(i Font, 2015). At the same time, it has been found that 
women’s experience and expectations of delivery have a 
strong impact on them, and there are differences between 
those who experience vaginal deliveries and those who 
have scheduled and unplanned caesarean. For example, 
women who have an unscheduled caesarean section have 
significantly higher anxiety than those who undergo a 
vaginal delivery (Ryding et al., 1998), and they perceive 
a negative impact on their maternal skills and their initial 
bonding with their children (Van Reenen & Van Rensburg, 
2013). At the same time, greater anxiety during pregnancy 
has been shown to negatively affect gestational health, 
increase obstetric risk, and hinder normal adaptation to 
motherhood (Osório, González, & Trujillo, 2018).

The different modes of deliveries affect mothers’ percep-
tions regarding the newborn and their own parental behaviors 
(Lobel & DeLuca, 2007). Women who deliver by cesarean 
present a more depressive mood, view their children in a less 
favorable way and provide less stimulation, care and play 
in the first five months postpartum than women who deliver 
vaginally (Lobel & DeLuca, 2007). Studies show a higher 
rate of postpartum depression in women who delivered by 
Caesarean than in those who had a vaginal delivery (Xie 



257

Ramos, R., Yávar, V., Del Río, A., Schettino, J., Bresciani, V., Gómez, D., Álvarez, C., & Farkas, Ch.

et al., 2011), and across cultures, delivery by Caesarean 
has been associated with greater postnatal depression (see, 
for example, Goker et al., 2012; Sword, 2011). Along the 
same lines, Uriarte (2006) identified cesarean delivery as 
a risk factor for postpartum depression, a condition that in 
turn can permanently affect the development of attachment 
bonds given that the mother may view her ability to bond 
emotionally with the newborn as impaired. Similarly, a 
significant association has been found between vaginal 
delivery and a better quality of mother-child attachment 
(Lecannelier, Kimelman, González, Nuñez, & Hoffmann, 
2008), which can in turn promote better socioemotional 
development in the child.

Considering the different repercussions of each mode 
of delivery (Lobel & DeLuca, 2007; Peters et al., 2018; 
Ryding, Wijma, & Wijma, 1998) and the implications of 
caesarean delivery for the health of both the mother and 
the child (increased problems related to lung function, me-
tabolic and blood pressure disorders, among other issues) 
(Peters et al., 2018), studies that incorporate this variable 
and its possible effects on child development are therefore 
necessary. It is noteworthy that there is no literature that 
explains the relationship between mode of delivery and 
the socioemotional development of the infant, but some 
studies do show a relationship between the mode of deli-
very and maternal sensitivity. Thus, mothers who delivered 
via cesarean section were less sensitive to their babies 
than those who delivered vaginally (Bernier et al., 2010; 
Swain et al., 2008). This effect was especially marked in 
the case of unscheduled Caesareans, which had a greater 
negative impact on mother-child bond (Van Reenen & Van 
Rensburg, 2013). Such conditions could indirectly impact 
the socioemotional development of children.

The Present Study
Considering this background, this study aimed to analyze 

the influence of the mode of delivery and maternal sensiti-
vity on the socioemotional development of infants. Early 
socioemotional development contributes to academic skills 
and adequate adjustment and reduces the risk of problems 
and school violence, among other issues (Berger et al., 
2009; Domitrovich et al., 2017); consequently, the study 
of predictors of socioemotional development in early chil-
dhood provides information on important aspects of early 
intervention and informs the development of public policy. 
We expected to observe differences in the socioemotional 
development of children at one year of age according to 
their mode of delivery, namely, infants born by Caesarean 
would have lower levels of socioemotional development 
than children born vaginally. This would be especially 

true in the case of unscheduled caesareans, which existing 
evidence has shown can negatively affect mothers’ care for 
the child during the postpartum period (Lobel & DeLuca, 
2007). In addition, we expected to find that children whose 
mothers showed greater sensitivity had better socioemo-
tional development.

The relevance of this study lies in the impact that it would 
have on the ability to identify whether mode of delivery and 
maternal sensitivity predict greater socioemotional develop-
ment in 12-month-old children, especially in the case of the 
mode of delivery, a factor that is little studied in relation to 
child socioemotional development. The identification of a 
relationship between the studied variables could influence 
public health policies in addition to encouraging the creation 
of programs focused on promoting socioemotional deve-
lopment during the first year of life by informing mothers 
and helping them develop their sensitivity. Various studies 
have demonstrated the effectiveness of such programs for 
positively intervening with maternal sensitivity (see, for 
example, the meta-analysis by Bakermans-Kranenburg, 
Van Ijzendoorn, & Juffer, 2003). The study is novel since 
it addresses a topic that has not been previously studied 
in the country and provides a critical perspective on the 
relationship between mode of delivery, maternal sensitivity 
and socioemotional development in children at 12 months 
of age.

Method

Design
The present study uses a descriptive, comparative, co-

rrelational and cross-sectional design with a quantitative 
methodology. The socioemotional development of the 
children in the study at one year of age is described; the 
socioemotional development of the children is compared 
according to the mode of delivery; and maternal sensitivity 
is correlated with the socioemotional development of the 
children. Finally, the mediation effect of the sensitivity 
variable on the relationship between the mode of delivery 
and the socioemotional development of children is analyzed.

Participants
The purposive non-probabilistic sample consisted of 

91 maternal dyads, which were selected from a larger base 
that is part of project FONDECYT No. 1160110, entitled 
“Mentalization of parents and teachers, and their rela-
tionship with socioemotional and linguistic competences 
of children aged 12 and 30 months who attend nursery”, 
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in which this study was embedded. The mean age of the 
mothers was 27.78 years (SD = 6.7), while the ages of the 
children ranged from 10 to 15 months, with an average of 
12 months (SD = 1.37). Of the children, 44.0% were female, 
and 56.0% were male. All children attended one of 27 state 
and private day care centers in 18 communes in the city of 
Santiago, Chile. A total of 52.74% of the participants had 
a low SES, 24.17% had a medium SES, and 23.07% had a 
high SES. Regarding the mothers’ educational level, 1.8% 
had incomplete basic education, 2.7% had complete basic 
education, 11.8% had incomplete secondary education, and 
27.3% had complete secondary education. A total of 12.7% 
had incomplete technical or university training, 19.1% had 
complete technical or university training, and 7.3% had 
postgraduate training.

The inclusion requirements for this study were that the 
mothers who had infants in the age range from 10 to 15 
months, the mothers lived with their child and the children 
attended nursery or daycare. Cases in which the child or 
their mother had some serious psychopathology were ex-
cluded from this study.

Instruments
Sociodemographic questionnaire. The sociodemogra-

phic questionnaire was developed by the main team of the 
study into which this study was embedded. The instrument 
was designed to characterize the sample and is answered 
by the mother of the child. It includes sociodemographic 
characteristics of the child (for example, age and sex) and 
his or her parents, including the mother’s educational level 
and the SES of the family. In addition, inquiries about the 
mode of delivery (vaginal, cesarean, or unplanned cesarean).

Adult Sensitivity Scale (ESA, for its initials in Spanish). 
The Adult Sensitivity Scale (ESA) (Santelices et al., 2012) 
evaluates the sensitivity exhibited by significant adults in 
their play interactions with children aged 6 to 36 months 
during 5 minutes of free play. The interaction is videotaped 
and then observed and encoded by a team of previously 
trained coders. The ESA comprises 19 items scored bet-
ween 1 and 3 points, with higher scores indicating greater 
sensitivity. The items are organized into 3 subscales: res-
ponsiveness, playful encouragement and warm attunement. 
The scores are averaged to obtain a score from 1 to 3 for 
each subscale and for the total scale. The scale also yields 
sensitivity categories: low, adequate and high (Santelices 
et al., 2012). The instrument presents adequate reliability 
measured through the Cronbach’s alpha coefficient (α = .93) 
and a considerable interrater consistency of .62 (Cohen’s 
kappa) in a sample with characteristics similar to those of 

the sample in the present study (Santelices et al. al., 2012). 
For the sample in this study, the reliability was α = .87.

Functional Emotional Assessment Scale (FEAS) 
(Greenspan et al., 2001). This instrument evaluates emotional 
functioning in children from 5 months to 4 years through 
observations of their behavior. It consists of a videotaped 
free play period lasting 15 to 20 minutes observed by the 
researcher, who subsequently encodes the behaviors of the 
caregiver and of the child. For this study, the scale was 
applied to 5-minute free-play interactions between the 
mother and child, and only those items corresponding to the 
child were encoded. The instrument has several application 
forms based on the age of the child. The forms for children 
aged 10-12 months and for 13-18 months were used for this 
study, and 3 dimensions of emotional development were 
considered: regulation and interest in the world (9 items), 
forming relationships, attachment and engagement (5 items) 
and two-way purposeful communication (4 items). Each 
item is scored between 0 and 2 points, and a higher score 
indicates better performance. The reliability of the scale 
for evaluating the behaviors of the child ranges from α = 
.91 to α = .97, and the interrater agreement ranged between 
.91 and .98 (measured with Cronbach’s alpha) in a sample 
of North American children (Greenspan et al., 2001). This 
instrument has been adapted to the Chile context and presents 
adequate reliability, with Cronbach’s alphas of .85 for the 
10- to 12-month form and.83 for the 13- to 18-month form 
(Gómez, 2019). For the sample in this study, the reliability 
was α = .80, with considerable interrater agreement in the 
range of .68 to .72 (Cohen's kappa).

Procedure
The present study consists of an analysis of secondary 

data from a longitudinal study that aimed to analyze the 
influence of parenting skills and parent characteristics 
on child development between 12 and 30 months of age. 
To obtain the data, contact was established with day care 
centers to obtain authorization to administer the study. 
Subsequently, the mothers of the children were contacted, 
and those who were willing to participate were asked to 
sign an informed consent letter. Next, they were asked to 
answer the sociodemographic questionnaire, and they were 
invited to play with their children using a standard set of 
toys in a room in the nursery equipped for this purpose. 
The first 2 minutes of play were not recorded to allow the 
participants to become familiar with the evaluation. Then, 
5 minutes of free play were recorded. This recording was 
used to encode the mother’s sensitivity and the child’s 
socioemotional development.
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Ethical Considerations
The longitudinal study from which the data were ob-

tained was reviewed and approved by the Scientific Ethics 
Committee of Social Sciences, Arts and Humanities of the 
Pontificia Universidad Católica de Chile (ID 150707003) 
and was carried out according to the ethical standards of 
the Declaration of Helsinki of 1964 and its subsequent 
amendments. The mothers of the children signed an infor-
med consent letter at the beginning of the study, and the 
cases were identified with a folio number to safeguard the 
confidentiality of information.

Data Analysis
The data were analyzed with the R Studio program. 

First, descriptive statistical analyses of the study variables 
were used, and the mode of delivery (vaginal delivery, 
scheduled cesarean section, unscheduled cesarean section 
categories), maternal sensitivity (low, adequate, and high 
maternal sensitivity categories and scores for total sensi-
tivity and the responsiveness, playful encouragement and 
warm attunement subscales) and socioemotional develo-
pment (scores for total scale and the dimensions of regu-
lation, attachment and communication) were considered. 
Subsequently, we verified the assumptions of normality 
(Kolmogorov-Smirnov test) and homoscedasticity of the 
data (Levene’s test). Then, differences in the children’s 
socioemotional development were analyzed according to 
mode of delivery, first with ANOVA and then with ANCOVA, 
controlling for the educational level of the mother (because 
it was correlated with maternal sensitivity, r = .46, p < .001, 
and with socioemotional development, r = .30, p = .004). 
Subsequently, the relationship between maternal sensitivity 

and child socioemotional development was addressed 
through Pearson’s linear correlations and then with partial 
correlations, again controlling for the mother’s educational 
level. Finally, a hierarchical regression was performed with 
the study variables to determine an explanatory model of 
child socioemotional development at one year of age.

Results

Descriptive Analysis of the Study Variables 
Regarding the maternal variables, 59.3% of the mothers 

delivered vaginally, while 40.7% delivered via cesarean 
section (24.2% scheduled, 16.5% unscheduled). Regarding 
maternal sensitivity, 23.1% of the mothers were in the low 
sensitivity category, 59.3% presented adequate sensitivi-
ty, and the remaining 17.6% were in the high sensitivity 
category. The mean of the total scale score was 2.08 (SD 
= 0.39, range 1.37 - 2.79). The descriptive details for the 
specific scales can be found in Table 1.

Regarding child socioemotional development, the mean 
of the total score was 26.28 (SD = 4.56, range 10.6 - 32.0) 
(See Table 1). Despite not having national norms for the 
interpretation of the scores, it is worth mentioning that 
17.6% of the children had scores -1 SD from the group mean.

Comparative Analysis of Child Social Emotional Development 
According to Mode of Delivery

The results of the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test showed no 
significant differences (p > .05), indicating a normal distri-
bution of the socioemotional development of children in the 

Table 1
Descriptive statistics for the maternal sensitivity and child socioemotional development scale scores

Min Max Mean SD
Maternal sensitivity

Responsiveness 1.00 3.00 1.93 0.54
Playful encouragement 1.00 3.00 2.13 0.57
Warm attunement 1.43 3.00 2.22 0.42
Total sensitivity score 1.37 2.79 2.08 0.39

Socioemotional development
Regulation dimension 5.6 14.0 12.22 1.86
Relationships dimension 2.0 10.0 7.98 1.93
Communication dimension 3.0 8.0 6.09 1.49
Total socioemotional score 10.6 32.0 26.28 4.56

N = 91
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the total sensitivity scale were maintained, with moderate 
correlations for the total socioemotional development scale 
(r = .33, p < .001) and the dimension of regulation (r = 
.30, p = .004) and weak correlations for the dimensions 
of relationships (r = .28, p = .007) and communication (r 
= .27, p = .011). In addition, significant correlations were 
observed between the sensitivity warm attunement scale, 
which had moderate correlations with the total scale of 
socioemotional development (r = .40, p <.001) and the 
dimensions of regulation (r = .39, p <.001), relationships 
(r = .30, p = .004), and communication (r = .33, p = .002).

Explanatory Model of Child Social-Emotional Development 
at One Year of Age

To obtain an explanatory model of socioemotional de-
velopment at this age (taking into account the total score 
for this variable), a hierarchical regression was carried out. 
For this, the correlations between child socioemotional 
development and the sex and age of the child and age and 
education of the mother were first analyzed to determine 
which variables to include in the model. Of these analy-
ses, only the age of the child (r = -.27, p = .011) and the 
educational level of the mother (r = .30, p = .004) were 
found to be significant and were used in the analysis. For 
the same reason, the total sensitivity score of the mothers 
was considered, but the mode of delivery was not because 
previous analyses showed that it had no relationship with 
the variable under study. Thus, in the analysis, child age 

three mode of delivery groups. The results of the Levene 
test were also not significant (p > .05), showing equality 
of variance in the studied groups. No differences were ob-
served in the socioemotional development of the children 
according to mode of delivery, either in the initial analyses 
(F (2, 88) = 0.32, p = .728) or when controlling for maternal 
educational level (F (2, 87) = 0.43, p = .655). Nonetheless, a 
non-significant trend was observed in which socioemotional 
development scores decreased according to the mode of 
delivery, with children who were born vaginally tending 
to obtain higher scores than those born via unscheduled 
caesarean (see Figure 1).

Relationship between Maternal Sensitivity and Child Social 
Emotional Development

The analyses showed a significant correlation between 
the total child socioemotional development score and 
maternal sensitivity total score (r = .43, p < .001) and the 
scores on the responsiveness (r = .28, p = .008) and warm 
attunement (r = .48, p < .001) subscales, indicating that the 
more sensitive the mother is, the greater the socioemotional 
development of her child. The same results were observed 
for each of the dimensions of socioemotional development, 
as shown in Table 2. The playful encouragement subscale 
of sensitivity is the only one that did not correlate with 
child socioemotional development.

When the analyses were repeated while controlling for 
maternal educational level, significant correlations with 
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Socioemotional development scores by mode of delivery
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(model 1) and maternal educational level (model 2) were 
introduced as control variables, followed by the total ma-
ternal sensitivity score (model 3) (see Table 3).

In model 1, child age was significant (β = -.27, t = 
-2.59, p = .011); at older ages, socioemotional development 
scores were lower, explaining 7.0% in the variance in the 
construct. This variable remained significant until the final 
model. The educational level of the mother also proved to 
be a significant predictor of socioemotional development 
(β = .34, t = 3.46, p < .001) when the child’s age remained 
fixed (model 2). Thus, a higher maternal educational level 
was related to a higher child socioemotional developments 
core, contributing an additional 11.1% to the explanation of 
the variance of the construct. However, in the final model, 
this variable ceased to be significant.

Finally, total maternal sensitivity was also a significant 
predictor (β = .37, t = 3.46, p < .001) when it was introdu-
ced in model 3 and child age and maternal education were 
controlled. This indicates that, consistent with expectations, 
higher maternal sensitivity was related to a higher child 
socioemotional development scores. Maternal sensitivity 
contributed an additional 10.0% to the explanation of the 

variance in the construct and was the most significant pre-
dictor in the final model, followed by the age of the child. 
The final model (model 3) was found to be significant (F(3, 

87) = 11.31, p <.001), accounting for 28.0% of the total 
variance in socioemotional development.

Regression analyses were then repeated with the different 
sensitivity scales to determine which one was the most sig-
nificant predictor of child socioemotional development. The 
warm attunement scale was the most significant predictor 
(β = .42, t = 3.92, p < .001) (see model 3b), accounting 
for 12.3% of the variance when child age and maternal 
education were controlled. This model was also found to 
be significant (F (3, 87) = 12.69, p <.001), accounting for 
30.4% of the total variance of the construct.

Discussion

Consistent with the hypothesis, the results of the study 
support a relationship between greater maternal sensitivity 
and better socioemotional development of children at one 
year of age; sensitivity (especially the warm attunement 

Table 2
Correlations between maternal sensitivity and child socioemotional development

Socioemotional scale
Sensitivity Total score Regulation Relationships Communication

Total score Corr .43 .34 .40 .35
Sig .000 .001 .000 .001

Responsiveness Corr .28 .20 .29 .23
Sig .008 .063 .006 .029

Playful Encouragement Corr .20 .15 .19 .17
Sig .060 .147 .074 .106

Warm attunement Corr .48 .41 .42 .41
Sig .000 .000 .000 .000

N = 91

Table 3
Predictive model of child socioemotional development

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 3b
Variables B SE β B SE β B SE β B SE β
Constant 36.90 4.12 33.69 4.00 27.57 4.17 25.65 4.24

Children age -0.89 0.34 -.27** -1.03 0.33 -.31** -1.03 0.31 -.31** -0.93 0.30 -.28**
Mother education 1.09 0.32 .34** 0.44 0.35 .14 0.36 0.35 .11

Sensitivity 4.36 1.26 .37**
 Warm attun. scale 4.55 1.16 .42**

r2 .070** .182** .280** .304**
F 6.73 9.76 11.31 12.69

** p < .01
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Goldberg, 2016). In addition, it has been found that high 
levels of maternal anxiety in the early stages of pregnancy 
predicted greater negativity and rejection later as well as 
worse regulation strategies in children before one year of 
age, which in turn was moderated by maternal sensitivity 
(Thomas et al., 2017). Thus, future studies should consider 
maternal mental health during pregnancy or after birth 
and its relationship with the socioemotional development 
of the child.

It should also be considered that these studies have been 
carried out during the first months of the child’s life, so there 
is a lack of studies that address whether the repercussions 
of childbirth would be limited to the short-term or would 
have a long-term effect. As this is a study with a very li-
mited sample, the lack of significant results does not allow 
answering the question, and new studies are necessary. In 
addition, it should be noted that because all children attend 
a daycare, this could be a support factor external to the 
home, thereby homogenizing the level of socioemotional 
development of children. Therefore, future studies should 
include children who do not attend daycare, since only 
29.1% of children between 0 and 3 years of age attend 
daycare in Chile (Ministerio de Desarrollo Social, 2018).

At the same time, some factors have been described 
that would affect how each mother experiences her mode 
of delivery, such as previous beliefs and expectations, and 
the perceived support needed and received by her partners 
or by the midwives who accompany them during the process 
(Ip, Chien, & Chan, 2003). Future studies could include the 
interaction of mode of delivery with other elements that 
consider how this was experienced, where, for example, a 
birthing experience as a traumatic experience and of little 
support could have a greater impact on the bond with the 
child.

It is important to consider the limitations of this study. 
One limitation of this research is the quality of the sample, 
which is nonprobabilistic and small (91 dyads). Likewise, all 
children in the sample attended a public or private daycare, 
so the results cannot be generalized to all children aged 12 
months. Another aspect to consider is that the evaluation 
of children’s socioemotional development was based on 
the observation of 5-minute videos of interactions, so 
the question remains whether longer observations would 
generate different results. Thus, these findings should be 
taken with caution and explored in greater depth in future 
studies. Additionally, as this is a cross-sectional study, it 
only accounts for these variables in children at one year 
of age, so it is important to investigate the relationships 
among these variables in children at other ages and/or with 
a long-term follow-up in future studies.

dimension of this construct) was the most important predic-
tor of socioemotional development among all the studied 
variables. This result is consistent with the findings of other 
studies that have demonstrated the relevance of maternal 
sensitivity to general child development in terms of cogni-
tive, emotional, psychomotor, social and linguistic aspects 
(Simó & D’Ocon, 2014). Although the relationship between 
maternal sensitivity and child socioemotional development 
has already been documented in other countries (Chen, 
2012; Page, Wilhelm, Gamble, & Card, 2010), it has not 
previously been studied in a Chilean sample or with children 
of this age. Thus, this research provides national evidence 
of the role of maternal sensitivity in child socioemotional 
development.

Considering that almost 18% of children showed below-
average socioemotional development for their age group 
and that 23% of the mothers had low sensitivity, it is very 
important to be able to promote adequate sensitivity early 
on in mothers, which in turn will benefit their children’s 
socioemotional development. Although this study had a 
small sample that was not representative of all Chilean 
children, and then the results should be taken with caution, 
it can nonetheless be suggested for example to include 
in well-child doctor visits during the first year of life the 
detection and promotion of appropriate mothering skills, 
which in turn will contribute in part to optimal socioemo-
tional development in children.

Regarding the comparison of the children’s socioemo-
tional development according to the mode of delivery, no 
significant differences were observed. However, there was 
a non-significant tendency for total socioemotional deve-
lopment scores to decrease in cases of cesarean delivery. 
Considering that in almost 41% of cases, delivery was by 
caesarean section (scheduled or unscheduled), a rate well 
above the 10-15% recommended by the WHO (WHO, 1985 
cited by Salinas et al., 2007), it is imperative to perform 
new studies examining the possible impact of the mode of 
delivery on the socioemotional development of children 
in a larger sample and with children in other age ranges.

Previous studies have confirmed the influence of the 
mode of delivery on mothers’ behavior towards their ba-
bies, such as presentations of depressive mood and anxiety 
(Lobel & DeLuca, 2007; Ryding et al., 1998; Uriarte, 2006). 
Such behaviors negatively impact the mother-child bond 
(Van Reenen & Van Rensburg, 2013), which could affect 
the socioemotional development of the child. Thus, some 
studies have shown greater socioemotional and behavioral 
problems in children whose mothers had depressive or 
anxious symptoms before or after delivery (Madigan et 
al., 2018; Raskin, Easterbrooks, Lamoreau, Kotake, & 
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In addition to a larger and more representative sample 
and the inclusion of children of different ages, future studies 
in Chile could investigate whether the mode of delivery has 
repercussions for other aspects of child development, for 
example, cognitive or linguistic development. Additionally, 
other factors that could be examined to determine their 
effect on child socioemotional development include those 
related to the psychological well-being of the mother. For 
example, postpartum depression affects 1 in 8 women and 
has been associated with negative effects not only for the 
mother but also for the physical, cognitive and emotional 
development of the child (Patel et al., 2012). In addition, 
future studies could consider whether maternal sensitivity 
is conditional on the age of the child (as this study showed 
in relation to socioemotional development), controlling 
for the mode of delivery. This would allow an analysis of 
whether maternal sensitivity changes as the child grows and 
whether this trajectory of change is different for children 
born via caesarean or vaginal births. Such studies might 
also consider whether the effects of the mode of delivery 
associated with the maternal sensitivity are present only 
in the first months of the child’s life and then disappear.

Despite these limitations, this study provides evidence 
on the relevance of promoting maternal sensitivity during 
the first year of the infant’s life, an aspect that should be 
considered in the design of early childhood support plans. 
Early detection, promotion and prevention will allow early 
support for the socioemotional development of infants, 
better preparing them for future challenges.

References 

Ainsworth, M., Blehar, M., Waters, E., & Wall, S. (1978). 
Patterns of attachment: a psychological study of the strange 
situation. U.S.A: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Atkinson, L., Niccols, A., Paglia, A., Coolbear, J., Parker, K. C. H, 
Poulton, L., … Sitarenios, G. (2000). A meta-analysis of time 
between maternal sensitivity and attachment assessments: 
implications for internal working models in Infancy/toddler-
hood. Journal of Social and Personal Relationships, 17(6), 
791-810. doi:10.1177/0265407500176005 URL https://
journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0265407500176005 

Bakermans-Kranenburg, M. J., Van Ijzendoorn, M. H., & 
Juffer, F. (2003). Less is more: meta-analyses of sen-
sitivity and attachment interventions in early chil-
dhood. Psychological Bulletin, 129(2), 195-215. 
doi:10.1037/0033-2909.129.2.195 

Betrán, A. P., Merialdi, M., Lauer, J. A., Bing-Shun, W., 
Thomas, J., Van Look, P., & Wagner, M. (2007). 
Rates of caesarean section: analysis of global, 

regional and national estimates. Paediatric and Perinatal 
Epidemiology, 21(2), 98-113. doi:10.1111/j.1365-
3016.2007.00786.x URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/
doi/full/10.1111/j.1365-3016.2007.00786.x

Berger, C., Milicic, N., Alcalay, L., Torretti, A., Arab, M., & 
Justiniano, B. (2009). Bienestar socio-emocional en con-
textos escolares: la percepción de estudiantes chilenos. 
Estudios sobre Educación, 17, 21-43. URL https://dadun.
unav.edu/bitstream/10171/9839/3/17Eb.pdf

Bernier, A., Jarry-Boileau, V., Tarabulsy, G. M., & Miljkovitch, 
R. (2010). Initiating a caregiving relationship: Pregnancy 
and childbirth factors as predictors of maternal sen-
sitivity. Infancy, 15(2), 197-208. doi:10.1111/j.1532-
7078.2009.00006.x URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/
doi/abs/10.1111/j.1532-7078.2009.00006.x

Bordoni, M. (2018). El entonamiento afectivo en las inte-
racciones tempranas adulto-bebé: una revisión. Revista 
Colombiana de Psicología, 27(1), 13-25. doi:10.15446/
rcp.v27n1.61019 URL http://www.scielo.org.co/pdf/rcps/
v27n1/0121-5469-rcps-27-01-00013.pdf 

Bornstein, M., Hendricks, C., Haynes, O. M., & Painter, K. 
(2007). Maternal sensitivity and child responsiveness: 
associations with social context, maternal characteris-
tics, and child characteristics in a multivariate analysis. 
Infancy, 12(2), 189-223. doi:10.1111/j.1532-7078.2007.
tb00240.x URL https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/
abs/10.1080/15250000701407525

Bornstein, M. H., & Putnick, D. L. (2012). Cognitive and 
socioemotional caregiving in developing countries. 
Child Development, 83(1), 46-61. doi:10.1111/j.1467-
8624.2011.01673.x URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/
doi/full/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2011.01673.x

Bowlby, J. (1969). El apego. Buenos Aires, Argentina: Paidós.
Chen, X. (2012). Culture, peer interaction, and socioemo-

tional development. Child Development Perspectives, 
6, 27-34. doi:10.1111/j.1750-8606.2011.00187.x URL 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1750- 
8606.2011.00187.x

De Andrés, C. (2005). La educación emocional en edades 
tempranas y el interés de su aplicación en la escuela. 
Programas de educación emocional, nuevo reto en la for-
mación de los profesores. Tendencias Pedagógicas, 10, 
107-124. URL https://repositorio.uam.es/bitstream/hand-
le/10486/4739/31241_2005_10_05.pdf

Doesum, K., Hosman, C., Riksen-Walraven, M., & Hoefnagles, 
C. (2007). Correlates of depressed mothers' sensitivity 
toward their infants: the role of maternal, child, and con-
textual characteristics. Journal of the American Academy of 
Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 46(6), 747-756. doi:10.1097/
CHI.0b013e318040b272 URL https://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/abs/pii/S0890856709621547

Domitrovich, C. E., Durlak, J. A., Staley, K. C., & Weissberg, 
R. P. (2017). Social-emotional competence: An essential 

https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0265407500176005
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0265407500176005
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1365-3016.2007.00786.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1365-3016.2007.00786.x
https://dadun.unav.edu/bitstream/10171/9839/3/17Eb.pdf
https://dadun.unav.edu/bitstream/10171/9839/3/17Eb.pdf
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1532-7078.2009.00006.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1532-7078.2009.00006.x
http://www.scielo.org.co/pdf/rcps/v27n1/0121-5469-rcps-27-01-00013.pdf
http://www.scielo.org.co/pdf/rcps/v27n1/0121-5469-rcps-27-01-00013.pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/15250000701407525
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/15250000701407525
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2011.01673.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2011.01673.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1750-8606.2011.00187.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1750-8606.2011.00187.x
https://repositorio.uam.es/bitstream/handle/10486/4739/31241_2005_10_05.pdf
https://repositorio.uam.es/bitstream/handle/10486/4739/31241_2005_10_05.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0890856709621547
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0890856709621547


Delivery, Maternal Sensitivity and Children's Socioemotional Development

264
factor for promoting positive adjustment and reducing risk 
in school children. Child Development, 88(2), 408-416. 
doi:10.1111/cdev.12739 URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.
com/doi/abs/10.1111/cdev.12739 

Farkas, C., Vallotton, C. D., Strasser, K., Santelices, M. P., & 
Himmel, E. (2017). Socioemotional skills between 12 and 
30 months of age on Chilean children: when do the compe-
tences of adults matter? Infant Behavior and Development, 
49, 192-203. doi:10.1016/j.infbeh.2017.09.010 URL 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/
S0163638316302417

Gálvez, A., & Farkas, C. (2017). Relación entre men-
talización y sensibilidad de madres de infantes de 
un año de edad y su efecto en su desarrollo so-
cioemocional. Psykhe, 26(1), 1-14. doi:10.7764/
psykhe.26.1.879 URL https://scielo.conicyt.cl/scielo.
php?pid=S0718-22282017000100005&script=sci_arttext

Field, T. (2010). Postpartum depression effects on early inte-
ractions, parenting, and safety practices: a review. Infant 
Behavior and Development, 33(1), 1-6. doi:10.1016/j.in-
fbeh.2009.10.005 URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/abs/pii/S0163638309000976 

Goker, A., Yanikkerem, E., Demet, M. M., Dikayak, S., 
Yildirim, Y., & Koyuncu, F. M. (2012). Postpartum depres-
sion: is mode of delivery a risk factor?. ISRN Obstetrics and 
Gynecology, 2012, 1-6. doi:10.5402/2012/616759

Gómez, D. (2019). Estudio longitudinal de la relación entre las 
interacciones parentales y el desarrollo de habilidades so-
cioemocionales en niños a los 12 y a los 30 meses de edad, 
considerando el temperamento del niño. Tesis para optar 
al Grado de Doctor en Psicoterapia, Pontificia Universidad 
Católica de Chile (Manuscrito no publicado).

Greenspan, S., DeGandi, G., & Wieder, S. (2001). The functio-
nal emotional assessment scale (FEAS) for infancy and 
early childhood: clinical and research application. USA: 
Interdisciplinary council on developmental and learning 
disorders.

i Font, L. C. (2015). Miedo al parto y narrativas intergeneracio-
nales: Una aproximación desde la antropología. Dilemata, 
18, 129-145. URL https://www.dilemata.net/revista/index.
php/dilemata/article/view/376

Ip, W. Y., Chien, W. T., & Chan, C. L. (2003). Childbirth ex-
pectations of Chinese first-time pregnant women. Journal 
of Advanced Nursing, 42(2), 151-158. doi:10.1046/j.1365-
2648.2003.02598.x URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/
doi/full/10.1046/j.1365-2648.2003.02598.x

Kemppinen, K., Kumpulainen, K., Moilanen, I., & 
Ebeling, H. (2006). Recurrent and transient depres-
sive symptoms around delivery and maternal sensi-
tivity. Nordic Journal of Psychiatry, 60(3), 191-199. 
doi:10.1080/08039480600635975 URL https://www.tan-
dfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08039480600635975 

Kiss, M., Fechete, G., Pop, M., & Susa, G. (2014). Early chil-
dhood self-regulation in context: Parental and familial en-
vironmental influences. Cognition, Brain, Behavior, 18(1), 
55-85. URL https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Gabriela_
Fechete2/publication/279954552_Early_childhood_self-
regulation_in_context_Parental_and_familial_environmen-
tal_influences/links/559f98bb08aefcb4b9f974d8/Early-
childhood-self-regulation-in-context-Parental-and-familial-
environmental-influences.pdf

Kopystynska, O., Spinrad, T. L., Seay, D. M., & Eisenberg, 
N. (2016). The interplay of maternal sensitivity and gent-
le control when predicting children’s subsequent aca-
demic functioning: Evidence of mediation by effortful 
control. Developmental Psychology, 52(6), 909-921. 
doi:10.1037/dev0000122 URL https://psycnet.apa.org/
record/2016-25752-004 

Lee, A., & Kirkham, M. (2008). Disciplinary discourses: rates of 
caesarean section explained by medicine, midwifery and fe-
minism. Health Care for Women International, 29(5), 448–
467. doi:10.1080/07399330801949574 URL https://www.
tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/07399330801949574

Lecannelier, F., Kimelman, M., González, L., Nuñez, C., & 
Hoffmann, M. (2008). Evaluación de patrones de apego 
en infantes durante su segundo año en dos centros de aten-
ción de Santiago de Chile. Revista Argentina de Clínica 
Psicológica, 17(3), 197-207. URL https://www.redalyc.org/
pdf/2819/281921795001.pdf

Lobel, M., & DeLuca, R. (2007). Psychosocial sequelae 
of cesarean delivery: review and analysis of their cau-
ses and implications. Social Science & Medicine, 64(11), 
2272-2284. doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2007.02.028 URL 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/
S0277953607000779

Madigan, S., Oatley, H., Racine, N., Fearon, R. P., Schumacher, 
L., Akbari, E., ... Tarabulsy, G. M. (2018). A meta-analy-
sis of maternal prenatal depression and anxiety on child 
socio-emotional development. Journal of the American 
Academy of Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 57(9), 645-657. 
doi:10.1016/j.jaac.2018.06.012 URL https://www.science-
direct.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0890856718303447 

Ministerio de Salud. (2015). Guía Perinatal. Santiago. 
Recuperado de http://www.repositoriodigital.minsal.cl/bits-
tream/handle/2015/436/GUIA-PERINATAL_2015-PARA-
PUBLICAR.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y 

Ministerio de Desarrollo Social (2018). Informe de Desarrollo 
Social 2018, Gobierno de Chile. Recuperado de http://www.
ministeriodesarrollosocial.gob.cl/storage/docs/Informe_
de_Desarrollo_Social_2018.pdf

Morera, S., Santelices, M. P., & Farkas, C. (2012). Habilidades 
parentales requeridas en la interacción con el preescolar 
para la promoción del apego seguro. Humanitas: Revista de 
Investigación, 9(9), 168-189.

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/cdev.12739
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/cdev.12739
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0163638316302417
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0163638316302417
https://scielo.conicyt.cl/scielo.php?pid=S0718-22282017000100005&script=sci_arttext
https://scielo.conicyt.cl/scielo.php?pid=S0718-22282017000100005&script=sci_arttext
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0163638309000976
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0163638309000976
https://www.dilemata.net/revista/index.php/dilemata/article/view/376
https://www.dilemata.net/revista/index.php/dilemata/article/view/376
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1046/j.1365-2648.2003.02598.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1046/j.1365-2648.2003.02598.x
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08039480600635975
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08039480600635975
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Gabriela_Fechete2/publication/279954552_Early_childhood_self-regulation_in_context_Parental_and_familial_environmental_influences/links/559f98bb08aefcb4b9f974d8/Early-childhood-self-regulation-in-context-Parental-and-familial-environmental-influences.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Gabriela_Fechete2/publication/279954552_Early_childhood_self-regulation_in_context_Parental_and_familial_environmental_influences/links/559f98bb08aefcb4b9f974d8/Early-childhood-self-regulation-in-context-Parental-and-familial-environmental-influences.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Gabriela_Fechete2/publication/279954552_Early_childhood_self-regulation_in_context_Parental_and_familial_environmental_influences/links/559f98bb08aefcb4b9f974d8/Early-childhood-self-regulation-in-context-Parental-and-familial-environmental-influences.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Gabriela_Fechete2/publication/279954552_Early_childhood_self-regulation_in_context_Parental_and_familial_environmental_influences/links/559f98bb08aefcb4b9f974d8/Early-childhood-self-regulation-in-context-Parental-and-familial-environmental-influences.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Gabriela_Fechete2/publication/279954552_Early_childhood_self-regulation_in_context_Parental_and_familial_environmental_influences/links/559f98bb08aefcb4b9f974d8/Early-childhood-self-regulation-in-context-Parental-and-familial-environmental-influences.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Gabriela_Fechete2/publication/279954552_Early_childhood_self-regulation_in_context_Parental_and_familial_environmental_influences/links/559f98bb08aefcb4b9f974d8/Early-childhood-self-regulation-in-context-Parental-and-familial-environmental-influences.pdf
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2016-25752-004
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2016-25752-004
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/07399330801949574
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/07399330801949574
https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/2819/281921795001.pdf
https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/2819/281921795001.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0277953607000779
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0277953607000779
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0890856718303447
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0890856718303447
http://www.repositoriodigital.minsal.cl/bitstream/handle/2015/436/GUIA-PERINATAL_2015-PARA-PUBLICAR.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
http://www.repositoriodigital.minsal.cl/bitstream/handle/2015/436/GUIA-PERINATAL_2015-PARA-PUBLICAR.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
http://www.repositoriodigital.minsal.cl/bitstream/handle/2015/436/GUIA-PERINATAL_2015-PARA-PUBLICAR.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
http://www.ministeriodesarrollosocial.gob.cl/storage/docs/Informe_de_Desarrollo_Social_2018.pdf
http://www.ministeriodesarrollosocial.gob.cl/storage/docs/Informe_de_Desarrollo_Social_2018.pdf
http://www.ministeriodesarrollosocial.gob.cl/storage/docs/Informe_de_Desarrollo_Social_2018.pdf


265

Ramos, R., Yávar, V., Del Río, A., Schettino, J., Bresciani, V., Gómez, D., Álvarez, C., & Farkas, Ch.

Moed, A., Dix, T., Anderson, E. R., & Greene, S. M. (2017). 
Expressing negative emotions to children: Mothers’ aver-
sion sensitivity and children’s adjustment. Journal of Family 
Psychology, 31(2), 224-233. doi:10.1037/fam0000239 URL 
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2016-49909-001

Osorio, H. D. L., González, I. C. V., & Trujillo, L. E. T. (2018). 
Afectividad y apoyo social percibido en mujeres ges-
tantes: Un análisis comparativo. Revista Colombiana de 
Psicología, 27(2), 85-101. doi:10.15446/rcp.v27n2.65584 
URL https://revistas.unal.edu.co/index.php/psicologia/
article/view/65584/67923 

Palmer, F. B., Anand, K. J. S., Graff, J. C., Murphy, L. E., Qu, 
Y., Völgyi, E., … Tylavsky, F. A. (2013). Early adversity, 
socioemotional development, and stress in urban 1-year-
old children. The Journal of Pediatrics, 163, 1733-1739. 
doi:10.1016/j.jpeds.2013.08.030 URL https://www.scien-
cedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0022347613010020

Page, M., Wilhelm, M., Gamble, W., & Card, N. (2010). A com-
parison of maternal sensitivity and verbal stimulation as uni-
que predictors of infant social-emotional and cognitive de-
velopment. Infant Behavior and Development, 33, 101-110. 
doi:10.1016/j.infbeh.2009.12.001 URL https://www.scien-
cedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S016363830900109X

Patel, M., Bailey, R., Jabeen, S., Ali, S., Barker, N., & Osiezagha, 
K. (2012). Postpartum depression: A review. Journal of 
Health Care for the Poor and Underserved, 23(2), 534-
42. doi:10.1353/hpu.2012.0037 URL https://muse.jhu.edu/
article/474037/summary 

Pelchat, D., Bisson, J., Bois, C., & Saucier, J. F. (2003). The 
effects of early relational antecedents and other factors on 
the parental sensitivity of mothers and fathers. Infant and 
Child Development, 12(1), 27-51. doi:10.1002/icd.335 URL 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/icd.335 

Peters, L. L., Thornton, C., de Jonge, A., Khashan, A., Tracy, 
M., Downe, S., … Dahlen, H. G. (2018). The effect of 
medical and operative birth interventions on child health 
outcomes in the first 28 days and up to 5 years of age: a 
linked data population-based cohort study. Birth, 1-11. doi: 
10.1111/birt.12348 URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/
doi/full/10.1111/birt.12348

Raskin, M., Easterbrooks, M. A., Lamoreau, R. S., Kotake, C., 
& Goldberg, J. (2016). Depression trajectories of antenatally 
depressed and nondepressed young mothers: implications 
for child socioemotional development. Women's Health 
Issues, 26(3), 344-350. doi:10.1016/j.whi.2016.02.002 
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/
S1049386716000244 

Ryding, E. L., Wijma, K., & Wijma, B. (1998). 
Psychological impact of emergency cesarean sec-
tion in comparison with elective cesarean section, ins-
trumental and normal vaginal delivery. Journal of 
Psychosomatic Obstetrics & Gynecology, 19(3), 135-144. 
doi:10.3109/01674829809025691 URL https://www.tan-
dfonline.com/doi/abs/10.3109/01674829809025691 

Salinas, H., Naranjo, B., Pastén, J., & Retamales, B. (2007). 
Estado de la cesárea en Chile. Riesgos y beneficios asocia-
dos a esta intervención. Revista HCUCh, 18, 168-78. URL 
https://www.redclinica.cl/portals/0/users/014/14/14/publi-
caciones/revista/estado_cesarea_en_chile.pdf

Santelices, M. P., Carvacho, C., Farkas, C., León, F., Galleguillos, 
F., & Himmel, E. (2012). Medición de la sensibilidad del adul-
to con niños de 6 a 36 meses de edad: construcción y análisis 
preliminares de la Escala de Sensibilidad del Adulto, ESA. 
Terapia Psicológica, 30(3), 19-29. doi:10.4067/S0718-
48082012000300003 URL https://scielo.conicyt.cl/scielo.
php?pid=S0718-48082012000300003&script=sci_arttext

Santelices, M. P., Farkas, C., Montoya, M. F., Galleguillos, 
F., Carvacho, C., Fernández, A., … Himmel, E. 
(2015). Factores predictivos de sensibilidad mater-
na en infancia temprana. Psicoperspectivas, 14(1), 
66-76. doi:10.5027/psicoperspectivas-vol14-issue1-
fulltext-441 URL https://scielo.conicyt.cl/scielo.
php?pid=S0718-69242015000100007&script=sci_arttext

Shin, H., Park, Y. J., & Kim, M. J. (2006). Predictors of mater-
nal sensitivity during the early postpartum period. Journal 
of Advanced Nursing, 55(4), 425-434. doi:10.1111/j.1365-
2648.2006.03943.x URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/
doi/abs/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2006.03943.x 

Simó, S. & D’Ocon, A. (2014). La estructura temporal de la ex-
periencia de sensibilidad materna: su efecto sobre el desarro-
llo cognitivo y emocional infantil. Infancia y Aprendizaje, 
34(4), 481-493. doi:10.1174/021037011797898421 URL 
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1174/0210370117
97898421?casa_token=3l85fHgKkpIAAAAA:ZKWHvD-
6EGSR9E8q2u9TTbr4EC7Le7ZO44nJhJ7GJNCvn8Bzzg8
6PfY0cu8fJxaXKUsRpsSAVyCnBsA

Swain, J. E., Tasgin, E., Mayes, L. C., Feldman, R., Todd 
Constable, R., & Leckman, J. F. (2008). Maternal bra-
in response to own baby-cry is affected by cesarean 
section delivery. Journal of Child Psychology and 
Psychiatry, 49(10), 1042-1052. doi:10.1111/j.1469-
7610.2008.01963.x URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/
doi/full/10.1111/j.1469-7610.2008.01963.x

Sword, W., Kurtz Landy, C., Thabane, L., Watt, S., Krueger, P., 
Farine, D., & Foster, G. (2011). Is mode of delivery asso-
ciated with postpartum depression at 6 weeks: a prospective 
cohort study. BJOG: An International Journal of Obstetrics 
& Gynaecology, 118(8), 966-977. doi:10.1111/j.1471-
0528.2011.02950.x URL https://obgyn.onlinelibrary.wiley.
com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1471-0528.2011.02950.x 

Thomas, J. C., Letourneau, N., Campbell, T. S., Tomfohr-
Madsen, L., Giesbrecht, G. F., & APrON Study Team. 
(2017). Developmental origins of infant emotion regula-
tion: mediation by temperamental negativity and modera-
tion by maternal sensitivity. Developmental Psychology, 
53(4), 611–628. doi:10.1037/dev0000279 URL https://
psycnet.apa.org/record/2017-12497-001 

https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2016-49909-001
https://revistas.unal.edu.co/index.php/psicologia/article/view/65584/67923
https://revistas.unal.edu.co/index.php/psicologia/article/view/65584/67923
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0022347613010020
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0022347613010020
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S016363830900109X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S016363830900109X
https://muse.jhu.edu/article/474037/summary
https://muse.jhu.edu/article/474037/summary
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/icd.335
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/birt.12348
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/birt.12348
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1049386716000244
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1049386716000244
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.3109/01674829809025691
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.3109/01674829809025691
https://www.redclinica.cl/portals/0/users/014/14/14/publicaciones/revista/estado_cesarea_en_chile.pdf
https://www.redclinica.cl/portals/0/users/014/14/14/publicaciones/revista/estado_cesarea_en_chile.pdf
https://scielo.conicyt.cl/scielo.php?pid=S0718-48082012000300003&script=sci_arttext
https://scielo.conicyt.cl/scielo.php?pid=S0718-48082012000300003&script=sci_arttext
https://scielo.conicyt.cl/scielo.php?pid=S0718-69242015000100007&script=sci_arttext
https://scielo.conicyt.cl/scielo.php?pid=S0718-69242015000100007&script=sci_arttext
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2006.03943.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2006.03943.x
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1174/021037011797898421?casa_token=3l85fHgKkpIAAAAA:ZKWHvD6EGSR9E8q2u9TTbr4EC7Le7ZO44nJhJ7GJNCvn8Bzzg86PfY0cu8fJxaXKUsRpsSAVyCnBsA
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1174/021037011797898421?casa_token=3l85fHgKkpIAAAAA:ZKWHvD6EGSR9E8q2u9TTbr4EC7Le7ZO44nJhJ7GJNCvn8Bzzg86PfY0cu8fJxaXKUsRpsSAVyCnBsA
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1174/021037011797898421?casa_token=3l85fHgKkpIAAAAA:ZKWHvD6EGSR9E8q2u9TTbr4EC7Le7ZO44nJhJ7GJNCvn8Bzzg86PfY0cu8fJxaXKUsRpsSAVyCnBsA
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1174/021037011797898421?casa_token=3l85fHgKkpIAAAAA:ZKWHvD6EGSR9E8q2u9TTbr4EC7Le7ZO44nJhJ7GJNCvn8Bzzg86PfY0cu8fJxaXKUsRpsSAVyCnBsA
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1469-7610.2008.01963.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1469-7610.2008.01963.x
https://obgyn.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1471-0528.2011.02950.x
https://obgyn.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1471-0528.2011.02950.x
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2017-12497-001
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2017-12497-001


Delivery, Maternal Sensitivity and Children's Socioemotional Development

266
Uriarte, A. G. (2006). Estados emocionales en el postparto. 

Medicina Naturista, 10, 5-9. URL https://dialnet.unirioja.
es/servlet/articulo?codigo=1985554

Van Reenen, S. L., & Van Rensburg, E. (2013). The influen-
ce of an unplanned caesarean section on initial mother-in-
fant bonding: mothers' subjective experiences. Journal of 
Psychology in Africa, 23(2), 269-274. doi:10.1080/143302
37.2013.10820623 URL https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/
abs/10.1080/14330237.2013.10820623 

Xie, R. H., Lei, J., Wang, S., Xie, H., Walker, M., & Wen, S. 
W. (2011). Cesarean section and postpartum depression 
in a cohort of Chinese women with a high cesarean deli-
very rate. Journal of Women's Health, 20(12), 1881-1886. 
doi:10.1089/jwh.2011.2842 URL https://www.liebertpub.
com/doi/abs/10.1089/jwh.2011.2842 

https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=1985554
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=1985554
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14330237.2013.10820623
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14330237.2013.10820623
https://www.liebertpub.com/doi/abs/10.1089/jwh.2011.2842
https://www.liebertpub.com/doi/abs/10.1089/jwh.2011.2842

