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Abstract
Background Despite the known benefits of exclusive breastfeeding, global rates remain below recommended 
targets, with Ireland having one of the lowest rates in the world. This study explores the efficacy of Participatory 
Action Research (PAR) and Work-Based Learning Groups (WBLGs) to enhance breastfeeding practices within Irish 
healthcare settings from the perspective of WBLG participants and facilitators.

Methods Employing a PAR approach, interdisciplinary healthcare professionals across maternity, primary, and 
community care settings (n = 94) participated in monthly WBLGs facilitated by three research and practice experts. 
These sessions, conducted over nine months (November 2021 – July 2022), focused on critical reflective and 
experiential learning to identify and understand existing breastfeeding culture and practices. Data were collected 
through participant feedback, facilitator notes, and reflective exercises, with analysis centered on participant 
engagement and the effectiveness of WBLGs. This approach facilitated a comprehensive understanding of 
breastfeeding support challenges and opportunities, leading to the development of actionable themes and strategies 
for practice improvement.

Results Data analysis from WBLG participants led to the identification of five key themes: Empowerment, Ethos, 
Journey, Vision, and Personal Experience. These themes shaped the participants’ meta-narrative, emphasising a 
journey of knowledge-building and empowerment for breastfeeding women and supporting staff, underlining the 
importance of teamwork and multidisciplinary approaches. The project team’s evaluation highlighted four additional 
themes: Building Momentum, Balancing, Space Matters, and Being Present. These themes reflect the dynamics of the 
PAR process, highlighting the significance of creating a conducive environment for discussion, ensuring diverse 
engagement, and maintaining energy and focus to foster meaningful practice changes in breastfeeding support.

Conclusion This study highlights the potential of WBLGs and PAR to enhance the understanding and approach 
of healthcare professionals towards breastfeeding support. By fostering reflective and collaborative learning 
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Background
Breastfeeding results in positive health and well-being 
outcomes for maternal and infant health, population 
health in reducing risk of chronic diseases; environmental 
sustainability, food hygiene, economic savings, workplace 
productivity and reducing health disparities. Despite this 
evidence, internationally breastfeeding rates vary signifi-
cantly, with rates in Ireland being the lowest in Europe. 
Breastfeeding results in positive health and well-being 
outcomes for society [1, 2]. Exclusive breastfeeding (EBF) 
is defined as giving breast milk only to the infant, without 
any additional food or drink, not even water in the first 
six months of life, apart from mineral supplements, vita-
mins, or medicines [3]. The World Health Organization 
(WHO) recommends that infants are exclusively breast-
fed for the first six months with continued breastfeeding 
up to 2 years and beyond [4]. The global exclusive breast-
feeding target is to increase the rate of exclusive breast-
feeding in the first 6 months up to at least 50% by 2025 [5] 
and 70% by 2030 [6]. Global rates of exclusive breastfeed-
ing vary based on population, definitions and the manner 
in which data is collected. Ireland is recognised as having 
one of the lowest breastfeeding rates in the world, with 
just 63% of babies receiving breast milk at birth and < 5% 
exclusively breastfeeding at 6 months [7]. Whilst there 
is no nationally recognised dataset in Ireland to moni-
tor exclusive breastfeeding rates beyond three months 
postpartum, there is recognition that efforts in Ireland to 
support continued breastfeeding must be amplified sig-
nificantly to reach the 2030 targets [8].

‘Exclusive’, and ‘any’ breastfeeding duration increases 
when additional breastfeeding support is provided by 
health professionals (HPs) and/or peer supporters, ante-
natally/postnatally and across hospital and community 
settings [9]. Characteristics of such support include: (1) 
guidance that is offered universally during the antenatal 
and postnatal period by a trained professional or lay per-
son; (2) ongoing continuous visits to allow for predict-
ability of care; and (3) support that is tailored to the needs 
of the population [10]. However, significant challenges 
exist with providing such support including; misinforma-
tion on breastfeeding physiology; lack of evidence-based 
knowledge and skills from HPs [10]; and inadequate, sus-
tained societal support for exclusive breastfeeding [11].

Support from trained HPs, in conjunction with wider 
cultural changes within healthcare settings, is essential to 
improve breastfeeding rates [10, 12]. While evidenced-
based education across the perinatal journey is required, 

breastfeeding education tends to be recommended for 
midwives and public health nurses generally [13] and is 
specifically recommended in Irish Public Health Nursing 
(PHN) and midwifery curricular documents [14, 15]. Fur-
thermore, the standardisation of such education interna-
tionally is variable and there is less focus on skills-based 
training [10]. To translate into multi-disciplinary clinical 
practice, all staff across hospital and community settings 
require foundational working knowledge of evidence-
based breastfeeding best practice to support parents 
[16]. This will reduce the likelihood of parents receiving 
incorrect, inaccurate, or inconsistent advice [12]. Preg-
nant women report striking differences between health 
promotion messages antenatally, and support received 
postnatally highlighting a disconnect between implemen-
tation of theory into practice [17].

Facilitating the implementation of evidence into prac-
tice has been a subject of interest for many years. The 
publication of policies or research findings does not nec-
essarily guarantee adherence to their recommendations 
in practice [18–20]. Education alone, although enhancing 
clinicians’ knowledge and attitudes, is less impactful than 
practice-based initiatives on patient outcomes [20–22]. 
There have been calls for the research community to 
shift the focus from small scale tightly controlled inter-
ventions to evaluating those capable of dissemination 
and translation [23]. Pragmatic trials [24], hybrid effec-
tiveness-implementation trials [25] and participatory 
research approaches [26] are examples of study designs 
more suited to community and clinical-relevant research. 
These approaches engage key stakeholders, prioritise 
implementation outcomes, and assess the generalisability 
of intervention effects.

Participatory action research (PAR) sits well with clini-
cal practice development and innovation, as many of its 
processes can be used to explain practice initiatives and 
implementation of change [27]. Fundamentally, PAR is 
a collective, self-reflective inquiry that researchers and 
participants undertake to understand and improve on 
the practices in which they participate and the situations 
in which they find themselves [28]. To date only a small 
number of studies have used a PAR approach to advance 
breastfeeding initiation, for women with gestational dia-
betes [29], women with disabilities [30] and interventions 
to improve breastfeeding rates [31, 32].

The PAR approach reported in this paper is part of a 
larger study, the overarching aim of which is to enhance 
the implementation of evidence-based practice for 

environments, the study has contributed to a deeper understanding of the challenges in breastfeeding support 
and identified key areas for improvement. The methodologies and themes identified hold promise to inform future 
practice and policy development in maternal and child health.
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Exclusive Breastfeeding (PEEB) throughout a pregnant 
woman’s journey to 3 months postpartum. To facilitate 
knowledge translation, an onsite PAR project across 
hospital, primary care and community settings was con-
ducted and involved implementing three key elements, 
namely: (1) Education and skills based training for staff 
encountering women across their journey from hospital 
to community; (2) Facilitating changes in practice aligned 
to implementing policy supporting exclusive breast-
feeding; and (3) Enhancing the environment by creating 
dedicated space for exclusive breastfeeding mothers ame-
nable to formal support and peer influence.

The aim of this paper is to report on the efficacy of 
PAR and Work-Based Learning Groups (WBLGs) to 
enhance breastfeeding practices within Irish healthcare 
settings from the perspective of WBLG participants and 
facilitators.

Methods
Design and procedure
A PAR approach [33, 34] was applied, where participants 
and researchers worked together using a systematic pro-
cess to observe, consider, and act upon issues identified 
[35, 36]. PAR emphasises collaboration, reflection, and 
iterative learning. It involves stakeholders as active par-
ticipants in the research process, not merely as ‘subjects’ 
but as co-researchers. It is an approach that is responsive 
and committed in providing solutions to real world prob-
lems [37] and has been particularly valuable in health and 
social care research in providing crucial insights into the 
barriers and facilitators of implementing evidence-based 
practices and expanding understanding of complex situ-
ations [38–40]. Workplace learning is a core feature of 
many action-oriented approaches such as participatory 
research and includes an emphasis on experiential learn-
ing [41, 42] and facilitation of critical reflection in the 
creation of new professional knowledge [43, 44]. Through 
discussion, collaboration and reflection, the impact of 
work-based learning is enhanced both in terms of the 
professional development of the learner and improved 
working practices [45].

Nine WBLG sessions took place in a maternity health-
care facility convenient to all participants over a 9-month 
period (November 2021 – July 2022), with session length 
ranging from 45 to 65  min approximately. The primary 
objective of the learning groups was to analyse and 
understand the existing culture and practices around 
breastfeeding in diverse healthcare settings. They aimed 
to pinpoint the challenges and opportunities in breast-
feeding experiences and awareness, seeking to identify 
and enhance understanding of the influencing factors, 
current breastfeeding support and areas for improve-
ment and innovation in promoting breastfeeding. Each 
WBLG session was supported by two external facilitators: 

the ‘content or breastfeeding evidence’ expert and an 
expert PAR researcher in addition to the project’s clini-
cal research nurse. The three researchers had separate 
roles in facilitating the PAR group: (1) group facilitator; 
(2) observer of group dynamics; and (3) breastfeeding 
evidence expert ‘translator’. During the first WBLG ses-
sion, the facilitators presented participants with a brief 
overview of the project and findings from the baseline 
situational analysis which examined staff demograph-
ics, experience, readiness to change, perceived breast-
feeding competence and environmental characteristics 
as described in Mulcahy et al. (in submission) [46]. ‘Ice-
breaker’ and ‘brainstorming’ activities around participant 
priority areas followed. As the sessions progressed, facili-
tation activities such as ‘circle of concern/circle of influ-
ence’, ‘in and out’ [47] helped in working through case 
study development and associated action plans on agreed 
practice change areas. An outline of these sessions focus-
ing on discussion topics and facilitation processes can be 
seen in Table 1.

The principles of Collaboration, Inclusion and Partici-
pation (CIP) [48] were applied to the WBLGs, such that 
the terms of engagement, content and processes were 
reviewed continuously by all team members to move the 
project forward. All participants were encouraged and 
given time to express their perspectives, experiences, 
insights, and concerns, with all voices given equal con-
sideration. The expert PAR facilitator provided prompt 
questions to ensure that the process did not go beyond 
scope and provided support to participants to help them 
to direct the session towards possible actions.

Setting and participants
The study took place in the Southwestern region of the 
Republic of Ireland and included participants from 
acute and community healthcare settings, including a 
general hospital providing maternity services, two Gen-
eral Practitioner (GP) practices, and one Primary Care 
Facility, which includes public health nurses and allied 
health professionals. Staff were invited to participate via 
a recruitment poster in the respective study sites and 
‘on the ground’ recruitment by a clinical research nurse, 
who promoted engagement from the four clinical sites 
through liaising with senior clinicians and management. 
In accordance with national (Health Service Executive 
(HSE)) [49] and international (WHO/UNICEF) rec-
ommendations all hospital staff should encourage and 
enable mothers to breastfeed and in doing so be orien-
tated to infant feeding policy and receive training rel-
evant to their role and responsibility. Therefore, any staff 
member that a woman encountered who could influ-
ence her breastfeeding experience were deemed eligible 
to participate. The WBLGs were attended by interdisci-
plinary clinical healthcare staff e.g. nursing, midwifery, 
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Table 1 Work based Learning Group Framework for Participatory Action Research Project (PEEB)
Session Details Structure/Outline of Reflective WBLG Processes used
Session 1
♣ Getting to know 
guidance docu-
ment and aspects 
of exclusive breast 
feeding.
♣ Agreeing ways of 
working.

♣ Overview of the guidance document
♣ The development of (learning initiative for exclusive 
breastfeeding).
♣ Linking the initiative to current care.
♣ How can this be achieved in practice?

♣ Presentation and facilitated discussion.
♣ Claims, concerns, and issues.
♣ Creative session with participants asking them to address 
meta-theme.
♣ Agreeing an engagement contract.

Session 2
♣ Critically looking 
at the current work-
place culture

♣ Re-engagement with (learning initiative) and gaining a more 
in-depth insight.
♣ Working with claims concerns and issues from previous 
session.
♣ Looking at observations of practice. Identifying how we 
can work with these observations to improve exclusive 
breastfeeding

♣ Reflection on issues identified in claims, concerns and 
issues.
♣ Creating a landscape of the workplace culture.
♣ Identifying strategies to improve exclusive breast feeding.

Session 3
♣ Identifying ways 
to promote exclu-
sive breastfeeding

♣ Recap on (learning initiative) (ask any member of staff for 
their understanding).
♣ Interviews with mothers & fathers (these will have been 
done between day 2 and day 3).
♣ Relooking at and reflecting on claims concerns and Issues 
from day 1.

♣ Staff explain to others their understanding of (learning inter-
vention) and how they would operationalise(use) it practice.
♣ Group work to look at interviews and identify key themes. 
Developing a shared vision for exclusive breastfeeding
♣ Linking this to the CCI and observations from previous 
sessions.

Session 4
♣ Using data col-
lected to devise 
action plans.

♣ Work based learning activities how did they go and what 
were the outcomes.
♣ Looking at strategies from Day 2 and discussion from Day 
3 and devising action plans to be worked on over next few 
sessions.

♣ Reflecting on learning and implications of identified 
practice.
♣ Development of an action plan.
(what is an action plan and how do we use it)

Session 5.
♣ Reflecting on 
where we are 
now and ongoing 
forward.

♣ Recap on WBL activities. How have reflections gone?
♣ How did interviews with mothers and fathers go? Have they 
been completed?
♣ Feedback on Informal ward meeting. Feedback from CNM.
♣ Action planning. Discussion and further work.

♣ Reflecting, making sense of and working with the data col-
lected and looking how this informs action cycles.
♣ Getting a sense of taking ownership of actions.
♣ Strategies to overcome difficulties and maximise benefits of 
implementation

Session 6.
♣ Making the inter-
vention real

♣ Recap on learning intervention
♣ Recap on WBL activities.
♣ Discussion on the data from Documentary analysis.
♣ Action planning. What has been achieved? And how?

♣ Making exclusive breastfeeding real using it in everyday 
language and continuing to build knowledge of how the 
(learning intervention) works.
♣ Gain an understanding of how to use data collected.
♣ Looking at what you see happening/the way things are 
being done in the analysis and how things should be done.
♣ Reflecting on learning and implications for ongoing activi-
ties, including the further development of action plans.

Session 7.
♣ Spirals and 
actions.

♣ Recap on activities since last day.
♣ Group reflection on how/if the learning intervention doc has 
improved practice.
♣ Spirals from action cycles looking at other activities that have 
arisen (has the introduction of the learning intervention led to 
other activities being considered)
♣ Looking critically and tweaking documentation (may mean 
care plans or policies)
♣ Sustainability and going forward

♣ Reflective practice
♣ What is it?
♣ How to get the team involved?
♣ What do I do with mine and other’s reflections?
♣ Facilitated discussion on ways of improving documentation 
in relation to breastfeeding.

Session 8
♣ Evaluation

♣ Reflection on work-based activities that have been taking 
place since last session.
♣ Evaluation of taking part in the study.

♣ Creative exercise to determine how everyone felt about tak-
ing part and to look at changes in practice (if any).

Session 9
♣ Celebration and 
analysis of the 
WBLGs

♣ Celebration and achievement ♣ Looking at the data collected during the WBLGs and analys-
ing that in a creative way.
♣ Celebration to focus on aspects of practice that have 
changed/improved since implementation and facilitators to 
feedback data from the project to the site
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general practitioners, obstetricians, and service support 
staff including catering, hygiene services, porters, and 
administration. For example, clerical staff speak with 
expectant mothers regularly regarding clinic bookings. 
By having a knowledge of breastfeeding within the hos-
pital they can signpost women to the various supports 
available. Similarly, catering staff will recognise the value 
of frequent healthy snacks for mothers and the impact of 
missed meals. Patient and Public Involvement (PPI) rep-
resentatives including two mothers with new-born babies 
also attended (Table  2). Attendance at WBLGs ranged 
from 7 to 15 participants (excluding facilitators) with a 
total of 94 attendees across 9 sessions.

Data generation
Data from WBLGs were collected through participant 
feedback, facilitator field notes, and reflections post-
sessions. Eight WBLG session notes captured participant 

experiences and workplace contexts, focusing on prac-
tices supporting breastfeeding. Participants engaged 
in creative and reflective exercises to discuss and assess 
their observations and supportive breastfeeding prac-
tices. Facilitator field notes included a summary of 
debriefing, assessing the effectiveness of various facilita-
tion strategies, alongside 16 structured reflections aimed 
at fostering objectivity in knowledge construction, as 
outlined by Polit & Beck [50]. These reflections included 
observations, thoughts, feelings, and personal evalua-
tions by facilitators, focusing on situational elements 
and group dynamics. This approach was instrumental to 
gather deeper insights into the action research process, 
highlighting challenges and enablers of practice change. 
Finally, a critical part of data collection involved evaluat-
ing participant experiences in WBLGs, specifically con-
ducted in the ninth session.

Data analysis
Part 1 of the analysis focused on assessing participant 
engagement and the outcomes resulting from their 
involvement in the research process. Part 2 involved 
a comprehensive evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
WBLGs within a PAR framework for enhancing prac-
tice. The project team conducted this phase using the 
same creative analysis methods employed by the WBLG 
participants, ensuring fidelity and trustworthiness in the 
analysis process.

A key methodological and ethical issue within partici-
patory action research relates to the analysis and inter-
pretation of the data. Data can be interpreted differently 
by different partners leading to questions as to who has 
the “right” interpretation [51]. Considering the power 
differential that can be present between researchers, 
facilitators, participants, and other partners, adopting a 
creative hermeneutic approach fosters an open dialogue 
to understand the meaning of data across different stake-
holders [52]. The use of creative arts can lead to new 
interpretations and ways of working and in analysis can 
highlight patterns, themes, and connections [53]. Data 
analysis from the WBLGs was both ongoing (happening 
at each WBLG session day with participants) and over-
arching (at the end of the study with the learning group 
participants (WBLG 9) and with the facilitators). Using 
this artistic method; the expert PAR researcher engaged 
both the participant and facilitator groups in eight stages 
of individual and group analysis processes, as outlined in 
Fig. 1. The first steps involved all members of each group 
looking at the raw data and creating an image or cre-
ative expression of the data. They next told the story of 
their image to one other person in the group who wrote 
the story verbatim. The tellers and writers switched and 
repeated the process. They themed their images. The 
group came together and shared all the themes they had 

Table 2 Work Based Learning Group Profile
N (%)

Gender
Male
Female
Total attendees

7 (7)
87 (93)
94 (100)

Setting
Tertiary Maternity Service
Community
Primary Care/GP
Public & Patient Participation (PPI)

58 (62)
14 (15)
12 (13)
10 (11)

Profession/Job Title
PPI/Breastfeeding Mother
Caterer
Clinical Midwife Manager (1 & 2)
Clinical Midwife Manager 3 & Assistant Director Midwifery 
(Practice Development)
Clinical Nurse Manager (1 & 2)
Business Manager (Maternity Directorate)
Service Administrator
Community Midwife
Community Nurse
Registered Midwife (Hospital)
Infant Feeding Coordinator
Paediatric Registrar
Porter
Public Health Nurse
Student Public Health Nurse
Consultant (Obstetrics)
Consultant (Paediatrics)
General Practitioner (GP)
General Practitioner (Trainee)
Housekeeping
Candidate Advanced Midwife Practitioner
Senior House Office (Paediatric /Obstetrics)
Registered General Nurse (Mat., Special Care, Gyn)
General Practice Nurse
Health Care Assistant (maternity)
Student Nurse
Clinical Skills Facilitator

(No. of 
Atten-
dances)
10
1
6
2
4
2
4
3
4
4
5
1
2
7
2
2
2
7
2
2
1
2
9
2
6
1
2
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devised. Themes were categorised and a set of group 
themes were developed. Following these stages, final 
themes were agreed, representing all the data. The final 
stage represented the group writing a ‘meta-narrative’ 
representing all the themes.

Results
The agreed meta-narrative and themes from the WBLG 
participants are presented first, followed by the meta-
narrative and themes derived from analysis of the process 
conducted by the project team.

Figure  2 is a representation of the themes which 
emerged from (1) the WBLG participants and (2) the 
Project Team and how they crystallise to the central focus 
of the study and endorse the view that breastfeeding sup-
port is multi-faceted and multidisciplinary. The outer 
blue dynamic circle contains the themes from WBLG 
participants; (1) Empowerment, (2) Ethos, (3) Journey, 
(4) Vision and (5) Personal Experience. The inner yel-
low dynamic circle captures the project team themes; (1) 
Building Momentum; (2) Balancing; (3) Space Matters; 
and (4) Being Present.

Findings from the WBLG participants
Participants expressed a vision that their role was to 
empower women on their breastfeeding journey and ‘to 
promote a calm and peaceful environment’, which are 
described under five themes.

Empowerment was identified as gaining knowledge 
through involvement in the WBLGs. “Building momen-
tum in small incremental steps” offered opportunities for 
participants to reflect on current practice. Participants 
gained strength from active involvement in the groups 
through discussing issues and challenging practices that 
did not support breastfeeding. They also felt the WBLGs 
offered a safe place to continue gathering strength and 

building knowledge together with breastfeeding fami-
lies; “Everyone was blooming, we were gaining more 
knowledge”.

Participants identified a team Ethos, that is, uniting as 
a team to provide mutual support amongst themselves 
and to breastfeeding mothers as necessary to achieve 
breastfeeding goals. “By joining this working group, I 
learned a lot about the importance of teamwork in help-
ing our breast-feeding moms to get to their own personal 
goal “; “When we come together as a team – we give a 
hand”. It also highlighted the need for “multifactorial and 
multidisciplinary approaches”.

Journey symbolised both the collective path the group 
followed during the project and the individual experi-
ences of the mothers. Participants stated they “were on 
a gradient, moving up, getting and giving support and 
creating correct environments for breastfeeding”. There 
was a sense of “everyone moving together” with staff iden-
tifying the importance of calmness and environment in 
changing and improving practice for mothers through 
the action plans they carried out on their sites. There was 
support in numbers, with participants having a sense of 
“holding hands, sharing experiences, hopes and strengths”.

Vision, articulated early in the project, was defined as 
the desired end-goal or state that participants aimed to 
achieve by the project’s conclusion; “in the end we get a 
happy Mom and a happy baby”. Vision was a constant 
theme and changed and adapted as participants were 
learning about their own cultures, environments and 
practices and looking at ways to change these to facili-
tate a good breastfeeding experience for mothers. The 
WBLGs enabled participants to “go from a distracted har-
ried place (hospital/care environment) to a more relaxed 
thoughtful place and helped focus new ways of think-
ing/visioning”. They envisioned places that had natural 

Fig. 1 Figure 1 Creative hermeneutic data analysis (Boomer & McCormack, 2010)
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beauty, that were relaxed and peaceful and offered con-
tentment when breastfeeding, was the beautiful end.

At WBLG meetings participants spoke about both the 
personal experience of the mothers and of their own per-
sonal experiences of supporting breastfeeding in practice. 
“When you see mothers coming – the primip (first time 
mother) - they are lonely and have no idea about breast-
feeding – they will always need more help with breastfeed-
ing”. For some it can be self-consuming, and while it is 
natural for some there is the fear of the unknown and of 

feeling alone. It is a “rugged, difficult, journey” for some, 
with acknowledgement of the need for a calm and natu-
ral approach by those supporting mothers. For staff they 
expressed their personal journey in the WBLGs groups 
and activities as “taking time to look beyond their own 
noses and to look outwards”. This outward looking focus 
enabled them to articulate the broader implications for 
clinical innovation in supporting breastfeeding.

Fig. 2 Diagram visualising the process of Practice Enhancement for Exclusive Breastfeeding (PEEB)
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Findings from the Project team
The following section describes the project team’s eval-
uation of the process under four themes. There was a 
realisation that the process was facilitated by good prepa-
ration and planning in order to build momentum.

Building momentum, that is, creating and sustaining 
forward movement, was evident throughout the project. 
At the beginning participants did not know where they 
were going, but once they were “activated” things became 
evident. “When we meet, we can see “. Initially there was 
a sense of “group think” with participants “not knowing 
why they were there” and facilitators trying to determine 
“how best to engage/organise the group”. In the early stages 
of the study the art and facilitated creativity enabled a 
feel-good factor that encouraged discussions and allowed 
“thorny” or “prickly” issues to come to the fore. How-
ever, it was a story of “one step forward, two steps back”, 
incremental positive steps were achieved but these were 
scattered with worries, occupying thoughts and disap-
pointments along the way. The momentum swung from 
beginning at a “distracted, harried place of being to a 
more open thoughtful and re-igniting way of thinking.”

During the WBLGs and throughout the project, the 
team felt that they were balancing the groups from one 
WBLG to the next but also the diversity within the group. 
While the intention was to ensure there was a wide rep-
resentation of all grades of practice and support staff, 
the reality was that there was “disappointing engagement 
from some staff grades such as porters, catering” predomi-
nantly due to scheduling conflicts e.g. WBLGs hosted at 
lunchtime. Facilitators therefore found it challenging to 
ensure such representation of all participants across the 
9 WBLGs. However, an unexpected benefit of this was 
smaller groups which led to more critical discussion.

While participants spoke a lot about different envi-
ronments they worked in, it was also evident that space 
matters, that is, the physical environment in which the 
WBLGs were hosted. Having a “comfortable space” was 
a key feature in the successful running of the WBLGs. 
Participants and facilitators reported that “place matters” 
and that when the space for WBLGs was uninviting it 
prevented “good interaction” and “open discussion”. Alter-
natively having a space where everyone could see one 
another and where it was possible to carry out the cre-
ative activities enabled better conversations and allowed 
“ideas to flow”.

Being present focused on attendance at the WBLGs 
and on the engagement, social atmosphere, and bonding 
of the groups both at the sessions and carrying out their 
workplace activities between sessions. A lot of “energy” 
was used by the facilitators and participants in “light-
ing the fire” and in maintaining the “slow burn” which 
led to practice changes. “These were the outcomes of the 
fire”. “Energy” was also expended by participants with 

“trying to attend” sessions, “trying to engage” other staff 
and families and “trying to do better” in practice. Facili-
tators expended energy in “trying to increase attendance” 
and in the case of the clinical research nurse, focused on 
staff recruitment and providing support to clinical sites 
throughout the study.

Discussion
The findings presented in this paper are a core output 
of a larger project, the overarching aim of which is to 
enhance the implementation of evidence-based practice 
for Exclusive Breastfeeding throughout the pregnant 
woman’s journey to 3 months postpartum. While the 
overall project evaluation outcome data is reported else-
where [54], the following discussion focuses on the find-
ings as related to participants’ involvement and outcomes 
of that involvement in the project, in addition to the effi-
cacy of using the PAR process and WBLGs for practice 
enhancement.

Clearly the reality of supporting exclusive breastfeed-
ing within maternity, primary and community care 
settings is challenging. Like previous literature, empow-
erment was recognised as both an outcome in itself and 
as an intermediate step to being able to deliver improved 
health and well-being [55, 56]. It is also a process that 
helps people who are less powerful to identify problems, 
make decisions, and take action [57], in this case through 
teamwork, sharing experiences and facilitated envision-
ing of positive, impactful changes. This is also a crucial 
objective for women as they navigate their breastfeed-
ing journey, while simultaneously transitioning to new 
motherhood [58]. Ensuring that it is the community, 
specifically mothers, and those supporting breastfeed-
ing driving the process, is crucial for attaining sustain-
able outcomes. An example of this is the pioneering, 
visionary Community Mothers programme established 
in Ireland in 1983, developed as a support structure to 
enhance maternal and infant health [59]. Central to this 
home visiting community programme was peer sup-
port for breastfeeding (which was evaluated positively 
from parents’ perspective) as a sustainable model 56]. 
Key approaches within the project reflect the fact that 
successful breastfeeding interventions cannot simply be 
transferred or “standardised” across diverse populations 
but must be created within or adapted to local contexts 
by community members themselves [60].

Engaging the PAR process to prioritise participants’ 
views to identify and address priority issues led to incre-
mental practice changes and the gathering of more 
detailed, nuanced data that may not have been acquired 
otherwise. These tangible outcomes were realised by 
building trust and connections across diverse settings, 
which helped to build or enhance existing constructive 
relationships. Furthermore, engaging and empowering 
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stakeholders with differing attitudes, opinions, educa-
tional backgrounds and understandings of breastfeeding 
support contributed significantly to the findings. Similar 
to a PAR project reported by Tetui et al. [61], the pres-
ence of such heterogeny within groups significantly 
impacted the process. The involvement of stakeholders 
with varying levels of influence acted as a catalyst, trig-
gering necessary changes within and across different 
health system contexts.

Given the complex organisational, social and political 
environments that PAR navigates within, the implemen-
tation of this process was neither smooth nor straight-
forward, aligning with experience previously reported 
[62, 63]. Consistent with literature pertaining to practice 
change and the PAR approach [38, 63–65] several chal-
lenges were identified in both participant involvement 
and facilitator support during the implementation evalu-
ation. Participants struggled with balancing attendance 
at WBLGs and executing action plans amid existing 
work obligations. For example, catering staff struggled to 
attend the WBLGs which were scheduled during patient 
mealtimes. Yet they went beyond any requirement or 
expectation to attend scheduled training sessions during 
their annual leave. Facilitators and the broader research 
team often faced tensions between the timeline of the 
research project and its broader objectives. As supported 
by empirical research and discursive papers in this area, 
the PAR approach requires flexibility with timeframes, 
as achieving practice transformation largely depends on 
adapting to and aligning with participant progress [55, 
64, 65].

To address the challenges in this project, strategies 
included expert facilitation, proficient management of 
WBLGs, ongoing team self-reflection, critique, and lever-
aging support by the clinical research nurse. The criti-
cal role of skilled facilitation in driving practice change 
is highlighted in the implementation evaluation meta-
narrative. Harvey et al. [66] defined facilitation as aiding 
people in analysing current practices, leading to behav-
ioural and work practice changes. Facilitation involved 
guided activities that encouraged creative thinking and 
challenged participants to reflect and problem-solve. 
This project employed distributed facilitation, with 
three facilitators overseeing each WBLG, each bringing 
expertise in subject content, health system context, and 
practice development skills. Recognising the need for 
facilitators to possess both topic and facilitation exper-
tise [67], emphasis was also placed on context-sensitive 
facilitation across diverse health system settings [68]. 
This was implemented through the clinical research 
nurse who was integral in organising WBLGs and bridg-
ing local stakeholders and external facilitators. Such 
context-awareness was vital for engaging across various 
health sectors (community, primary, and acute care), 

enhancing understanding of different systems collaborat-
ing to support breastfeeding. Effective WBLG manage-
ment involved thorough session preparation, including 
selecting suitable venues, advance scheduling, maintain-
ing manageable group sizes, and precise record-keeping. 
Echoing Tetui et al. [61], smaller learning groups (about 
8–10 participants) and a flexible learning space fostered 
interaction, openness, and concentration, leading to 
higher engagement levels.

Strengths and limitations
This study is the first of its kind to explore the real-
ity of supporting exclusive breastfeeding within mater-
nity, primary and community care settings using a PAR 
approach. It provides new insights into factors which 
both hinder and enable the realisation of practical, ‘real-
world,’ changes at the point of care, which can be used to 
inform developments needed within both at healthcare 
system and policy level for women and infants in Ireland 
and elsewhere. Notably, the type and extent of engage-
ment a PAR approach requires ensures that any strate-
gies developed are grounded in the realities of those who 
will be implementing and affected by these changes. To 
this end, PAR is a particularly suitable methodological 
lens through which to understand more effectively and 
address the challenges of translating breastfeeding policy 
to practice implementation.

Achieving data trustworthiness included democratic 
and sustained engagement with participants throughout 
the project duration and the use of data triangulation 
from several data sources (e.g., agendas, meeting min-
utes, facilitator debriefs and reflections). Reflexivity, in 
terms of examining one’s own conceptual lens, explicit 
and implicit assumptions, preconceptions and values, 
and how these affect research decisions, was ongoing 
throughout the study. These took the form of debriefs, 
developing agendas in response to the previous WBLG 
needs, and reflections that research team members 
wrote after conducting the WBLGs. The limitations of 
this study relate mostly to the fact that the recruitment 
of participants was confined to one geographical location 
with a specific healthcare provision model, thus limiting 
the application of findings beyond this context.

Conclusions
This study emphasises the value of WBLGs and PAR to 
enhance the understanding and approach of diverse 
healthcare professionals and support workers, working 
in diverse settings, towards breastfeeding support in Ire-
land. Through innovative facilitation techniques and col-
laborative learning, it has identified preconceived ideas 
and practices in lactation support, encouraging partici-
pants to adopt new perspectives and strategies. The study 
has fostered a participatory environment where all ideas 
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are valued equally, promoting ownership among partici-
pants, leading to a deeper mutual understanding of the 
challenges in breastfeeding support. These insights into 
continuous experiential learning among healthcare pro-
fessionals are instrumental for potential improvements in 
the care of breastfeeding mothers and their babies. This 
research offers promising potential for future practice 
and policy development in maternal and child health, 
highlighting the impactful role of WBLGs and PAR in 
healthcare settings.

Acknowledgements
The Practice Enhancement for Exclusive Breastfeeding (PEEB) study team 
would like to thank the staff, study sites, and parents that participated in 
the study. Thanks to Mr Damien Drohan, Learning Technologist, University 
College Cork who supported the development of the diagram in this paper 
and Dr. Kathleen McLoughlin, Senior Research Fellow who supported the final 
drafting of the manuscript.

Author contributions
EL & CB designed the work, led the data analysis and drafted the work. PLW 
& HM contributed to the design of the work, data interpretation and critically 
revised the work for important intellectual content. LC contributed to data 
collection, organisation and management, in addition to data clarification 
at analysis stage and data interpretation. ROC, MM and EM contributed to 
the interpretation of data, and revised the work for contemporaneous and 
professional content. All authors provided final approval of the version to be 
published and agree to be accountable for all aspects of the work to ensure 
that questions related to the accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are 
appropriately investigated and resolved. All authors read and approved the 
final manuscript.

Funding
This study was funded by a Health Research Board (HRB) grant, HRB APA 
2019-029.

Data availability
The datasets used and/or analysed during the current study are available from 
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Ethical approval was granted from the University Clinical Research Ethics 
Committee (log number: ECM 4 (ee) 10/8/2021 & ECM 3 (bbbbb) 22/02/2022). 
All participants provided their informed consent for their data to be included 
in this study.

Consent for publication
All authors provided their consent to publication and all participants were 
made aware the research may be published and consented to same.

Competing interests
None.

Author details
1School of Nursing and Midwifery, University College Cork, Cork, Ireland
2Northridge House Education and Research Centre, St Luke’s Home, Cork, 
Ireland

Received: 16 January 2024 / Accepted: 25 May 2024

References
1. Baker P, Smith JP, Garde A, Grummer-Strawn LM, Wood B, Sen G, et al. The 

political economy of infant and young child feeding: confronting corporate 
power, overcoming structural barriers, and accelerating progress. Lancet. 
2023;401(10375):503–24. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(22)01933-X.

2. Pérez-Escamilla R, Tomori C, Hernández-Cordero S, Baker P, Barros AJ, Bégin 
F, et al. Breastfeeding: crucially important, but increasingly challenged in a 
market-driven world. Lancet. 2023;401(10375):472–85.

3. World Health Organization. Global Nutrition Targets 2025: Breastfeed-
ing Policy Brief. [Internet]. 2014 [cited 2024 Jan 12]. https://www.who.int/
publications-detail-redirect/WHO-NMH-NHD-14.7.

4. World Health Organization, UNICEF. Global strategy for infant and young 
child feeding. Geneva: World Health Organization; 2003.

5. World Health Organization. Global nutrition targets 2025: breastfeeding 
policy brief. Geneva: World Health Organization; 2014.

6. World Health Organization. UNICEF. The Extension of the 2025 Maternal, 
Infant and Young Child Nutrition Targets to 2030. [Internet]. 2018 [cited 2024 
Jan 12]. https://www.who.int/nutrition/.

7. World Breastfeeding Trends Initiative. Assessment Report Ireland 2023. 
[Internet]. 2023 [cited 2024 Jan 12]. https://www.worldbreastfeedingtrends.
org/uploads/country-data/country-report/WBTi-Ireland-2023.pdf.

8. World Health Organization. Global breastfeeding scorecard 2022: protecting 
breastfeeding through further investments and policy actions. Geneva: 
World Health Organization. 2022. WHO/HEP/NFS/22.6. https://www.who.int/
publications/i/item/WHO-HEP-NFS-22.6.

9. McFadden A, Gavine A, Renfrew MJ, Wade A, Buchanan P, Taylor JL, et al. Sup-
port for healthy breastfeeding mothers with healthy term babies. Cochrane 
Database Syst Reviews. 2017;2:CD001141.

10. Mulcahy H, Philpott LF, O’Driscoll M, Bradley R, Leahy-Warren P. Breastfeed-
ing skills training for health care professionals: a systematic review. Heliyon. 
2022;8(11):e11557. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11557.

11. Chambers A, Emmott EH, Myers S, Page AE. Emotional and informational 
social support from health visitors and breastfeeding outcomes in the UK. Int 
Breastfeed J. 2023;18:14. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13006-023-00551-7.

12. Rollins NC, Bhandari N, Hajeebhoy N, Horton S, Lutter CK, Martines JC, et al. 
Why invest, and what it will take to improve breastfeeding practices? Lancet. 
2016;387(10017):491–504.

13. Gavine A, MacGillivray S, Renfrew MJ, Siebelt L, Haggo H, McFadden A. Educa-
tion and training of healthcare staff in the knowledge, attitudes and skills 
needed to work effectively with breastfeeding women: a systematic review. 
Int Breastfeed J. 2016;12:6. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13006-016-0097-2.

14. Nursing and Midwifery Board of Ireland (NMBI). Requirements and Standards 
for Public Health Nurse Education Programmes. Dublin: NMBI; 2015.

15. Nursing and Midwifery Board of Ireland (NMBI). Midwife Registration Pro-
gramme standards and requirements. Dublin: NMBI; 2016.

16. Campbell SH, de Oliveira Bernardes N, Tharmaratnam T, Mendonca Vieira FV. 
Educational resources and curriculum on lactation for health undergraduate 
students: a scoping review. J Hum Lactation. 2022;38(1):89–99.

17. Oberfichtner K, Oppelt P, Fritz D, Hrauda K, Fritz C, Schildberger B, et al. 
Breastfeeding in primiparous women–expectations and reality: a prospective 
questionnaire survey. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth. 2023;23:654.

18. Forsner T. Turning guidelines into clinical practice: findings from an imple-
mentation study. Karolinska Institutet (Sweden); 2010.

19. Janssen MA, van Achterberg T, Adriaansen MJ, Kampshoff CS, Schalk 
DM, Mintjes-de Groot J. Factors influencing the implementation of the 
guideline triage in emergency departments: a qualitative study. J Clin Nurs. 
2012;21(3–4):437–47.

20. Matthew-Maich N, Ploeg J, Dobbins M, Jack S. Supporting the uptake of 
nursing guidelines: what you really need to know to move nursing guidelines 
into practice. Worldviews Evidence-Based Nurs. 2013;10(2):104–15.

21. Geerligs L, Rankin NM, Shepherd HL, Butow P. Hospital-based interventions: 
a systematic review of staff-reported barriers and facilitators to implementa-
tion processes. Implement Sci. 2018;13:36.

22. Gijbels D, Raemdonck I, Vervecken D. Influencing work-related learning: the 
role of job characteristics and self-directed learning orientation in part-time 
vocational education. Vocations Learn. 2010;3:239–55.

23. Reis RS, Salvo D, Ogilvie D, Lambert EV, Goenka S, Brownson RC. Scaling up 
physical activity interventions worldwide: stepping up to larger and smarter 
approaches to get people moving. Lancet. 2016;388(10051):1337–48.

24. Peters DH, Tran NT, Adam T. Implementation research in health: a practical 
guide. Geneva: World Health Organisation; 2013.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(22)01933-X
https://www.who.int/publications-detail-redirect/WHO-NMH-NHD-14.7
https://www.who.int/publications-detail-redirect/WHO-NMH-NHD-14.7
https://www.who.int/nutrition/
https://www.worldbreastfeedingtrends.org/uploads/country-data/country-report/WBTi-Ireland-2023.pdf
https://www.worldbreastfeedingtrends.org/uploads/country-data/country-report/WBTi-Ireland-2023.pdf
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/WHO-HEP-NFS-22.6
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/WHO-HEP-NFS-22.6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11557
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13006-023-00551-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13006-016-0097-2


Page 11 of 11Lehane et al. International Breastfeeding Journal           (2024) 19:39 

25. Curran GM, Bauer M, Mittman B, Pyne JM, Stetler C. Effectiveness-imple-
mentation hybrid designs: combining elements of clinical effectiveness 
and implementation research to enhance public health impact. Med Care. 
2012;50:217–26.

26. Jull J, Giles A, Graham ID. Community-based participatory research and 
integrated knowledge translation: advancing the co-creation of knowledge. 
Implement Sci. 2017;12:150.

27. Reed J. Using action research in nursing practice with older people: democ-
ratizing knowledge. J Clin Nurs. 2005;14(5):594–600.

28. Baum F, MacDougall C, Smith D. Participatory action research. J Epidemiol 
Commun Health. 2006;60(10):854.

29. Cummins L, Wilson V, Meedya S. What do women with gestational diabetes 
want for breastfeeding support? A participatory action research study. Breast-
feed Rev. 2022;30(3):27–36.

30. Andrews EE, Powell RM, Ayers KB. Experiences of breastfeeding among 
disabled women. Women’s Health Issues. 2021;31(1):82–9.

31. Carlebach S, Watson P. Sunderland infant feeding: Participatory Action 
Research. 2020. Available from: [Sunderland City Council](https://www.sun-
derland.gov.uk/media/22420/Sunderland-infant-feeding-research-final-sum-
mary-report/pdf/Sunderland_infant_feeding-Participatory_Action_Research-
Final_summary_report.pdf ).

32. Cummins ML, Meedya S, Wilson V. Standing together at the top-working with 
women to provide breastfeeding support. Women Birth. 2022;35:19.

33. Damschroder LJ, Aron DC, Keith RE, Kirsh SR, Alexander JA, Lowery JC. 
Fostering implementation of health services research findings into practice: a 
consolidated framework for advancing implementation science. Implement 
Sci. 2009;4:50. https://doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-4-50.

34. MacDonald C. Understanding participatory action research: a qualitative 
research methodology option. Can J Action Res. 2012;13(2):34–50.

35. Day J, Higgins I, Koch T. The process of practice redesign in delirium care for 
hospitalized older people: a participatory action research study. Int J Nurs 
Stud. 2009;46:13–22.

36. Kidd SA, Kral MJ. Practicing participatory action research. J Counselling 
Psychol. 2005;52:187–95.

37. Canlas IP, Karpudewan M. Blending the principles of participatory action 
research approach and elements of grounded theory in a disaster risk reduc-
tion education case study. Int J Qualitative Methods. 2020;19:1–13. https://
doi.org/10.1177/1609406920958964.

38. Buckley C, Hartigan I, Coffey A, Cornally N, O’Connell S, O’Loughlin C, et al. 
Evaluating the use of participatory action research to implement evidence-
based guidance on dementia palliative care in long‐term care settings: a 
creative hermeneutic analysis. Int J Older People Nurs. 2022;17(5):12460.

39. Doucet M, Pratt H, Dzhenganin M, Read J. Nothing about us without us: using 
Participatory Action Research (PAR) and arts-based methods as empower-
ment and social justice tools in doing research with youth ‘aging out’ of 
care. Child Abuse Negl. 2022;130(Pt 3):105358. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
chiabu.2021.105358.

40. Hardiman M, Dewing J. Using two models of workplace facilitation to create 
conditions for development of a person-centred culture: a participatory 
action research study. J Clin Nurs. 2019;28:2769–81. https://doi.org/10.1111/
jocn.14897.

41. Dewar B, Walker E. Experiential learning: issues for supervision. J Adv Nurs. 
1999;30(6):1459–67.

42. Little B, Brennan JA. Review of work based Learning in Higher Education. 
Sheffield: Department for Education and Employment; 1996.

43. Clarke D, Copeland L. Developing nursing practice through work-based 
learning. Nurse Educ Pract. 2003;3(4):236–44.

44. Gallagher A, Holland L. Work-based learning: challenges and opportu-
nities. Nurs Standard. 2004;19(14–16):39–42. https://doi.org/10.7748/
ns2004.12.19.14.39.c3777.

45. Williams C. Understanding the essential elements of work-based learn-
ing and its relevance to everyday clinical practice. J Nurs Adm Manag. 
2010;18(6):624–32. https://doi.org/10.1111/j1365-2834.2010.01141.x.

46. Mulcahy H, Lehane E, McCarthy E, O’Driscoll M, McLoughlin K, Buckley C et al. 
Assessing readiness for change: A baseline situational analysis of breastfeed-
ing support within acute and community healthcare settings. In submission.

47. McCormack B, Manley K, Titchen A, editors. Practice development in nursing 
and healthcare. Wiley; 2013.

48. McCormack B, Wright J, Dewer B, Harvey G, Ballintine K. A realistic synthesis of 
evidence relating to practice development: interviews and synthesis of data. 
Pract Dev Health Care. 2007;6:56–75.

49. Health Service Executive. (2015). Infant Feeding Policy for Maternity and 
Neonatal Services HSE. https://www.hse.ie/file-library/infant-feeding-policy-
for-maternity-neonatal-services-2019.pdf.

50. Polit DF, Beck CT. Nursing research: Generating and assessing evidence for 
nursing practice. 9th ed. Philadelphia: Wolters Kluwer Health/Lippincott Wil-
liams & Wilkins; 2012.

51. Montreuil M, Fréchette J, Sofronas M. Bringing people back to the future: the 
role of hermeneutic temporality in participatory research. Int J Qualitative 
Methods. 2020;19:1609406920945891.

52. Montreuil M, Martineau JT, Racine E. Exploring ethical issues related to 
patient engagement in healthcare: patient, clinician and researcher’s 
perspectives. J Bioethical Inq. 2019;16(2):237–48. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11673-019-09904-6.

53. Boomer CA, McCormack B. Creating the conditions for growth: a collabora-
tive practice development programme for clinical nurse leaders. J Nurs Adm 
Manag. 2010;18(6):633–44. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2834.2010.01143.x.

54. Lehane E, Mulcahy H, Cogan E, O’Driscoll M, Buckley C, McCarthy E et al. Sus-
tainable enhancement of breastfeeding practices in Ireland: insights from the 
PEEB study using implementation science and participatory action research, 
Manuscript in preparation.

55. Dudgeon P, Scrine C, Cox A, Walker R. Facilitating empowerment and 
self-determination through participatory action research: findings 
from the national empowerment project. Int J Qualitative Methods. 
2017;16(1):1609406917699515.

56. Wallerstein NB, Duran B. Using community-based participatory research to 
address health disparities. Health Promot Pract. 2006;7(3):312–23.

57. World Health Organization. Ottawa Charter for Health Promotion. Copenha-
gen: WHO; 1986.

58. Nieuwenhuijze M, Leahy-Warren P. Women’s empowerment in pregnancy 
and childbirth: a concept analysis. Midwifery. 2019;78:1–7.

59. Brocklesby. Community Mothers Summary Report. [Internet]. Dublin: The 
Katharine Howard Foundation; 2019. https://www.khf.ie/wp-content/
uploads/2019/04/Community-Mothers-Summary-Report-Web-1.pdf.

60. Kavle JA, Ahoya B, Kiige L, Mwando R, Olwenyi F, Straubinger S, Gathi CM. 
Baby-Friendly Community Initiative—from national guidelines to implemen-
tation: a multisectoral platform for improving infant and young child feeding 
practices and integrated health services. Matern Child Nutr. 2019;15:e12747.

61. Tetui M, Zulu JM, Hurtig AK, Ekirapa-Kiracho E, Kiwanuka SN, Coe AB. Ele-
ments for harnessing participatory action research to strengthen health 
managers’ capacity: a critical interpretative synthesis. Health Res Policy Syst. 
2018;16:33.

62. Cornwall A, Jewkes R. What is participatory research? Social Sci Med. 
1995;41(12):1667–76.

63. Fortune D, McKeown J, Dupuis S, de Witt L. It was like reading a detec-
tive novel: using PAR to work together for culture change. J Aging Stud. 
2015;34:38–47.

64. Mabetha D, Ojewola T, Van Der Merwe M, Mabika R, Goosen G, Sigudla J, et al. 
Realising radical potential: building community power in primary health care 
through participatory Action Research. Int J Equity Health. 2023;22:94.

65. Ros-Sánchez T, Abad-Corpa E, López-Benavente Y, Lidón-Cerezuela MB. Par-
ticipatory Action Research on empowerment in older women: a theoretical-
methodological analysis. Enfermería Clínica (English Ed). 2023;33(2):141–8.

66. Harvey G, Loftus-Hills A, Rycroft‐Malone J, Titchen A, Kitson A, McCormack B, 
Seers K. Getting evidence into practice: the role and function of facilitation. J 
Adv Nurs. 2002;37(6):577–88.

67. Hardiman M, Dewing J. Using two models of workplace facilitation to create 
conditions for development of a person-centred culture: a participatory 
action research study. J Clin Nurs. 2019;28(15–16):2769–81.

68. Harvey G, Kitson A. PARIHS revisited: from heuristic to integrated framework 
for the successful implementation of knowledge into practice. Implement 
Sci. 2016;11:33. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13012-016-0398-2.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in 
published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://www.sunderland.gov.uk/media/22420/Sunderland-infant-feeding-research-final-summary-report/pdf/Sunderland_infant_feeding-Participatory_Action_Research-Final_summary_report.pdf
https://www.sunderland.gov.uk/media/22420/Sunderland-infant-feeding-research-final-summary-report/pdf/Sunderland_infant_feeding-Participatory_Action_Research-Final_summary_report.pdf
https://www.sunderland.gov.uk/media/22420/Sunderland-infant-feeding-research-final-summary-report/pdf/Sunderland_infant_feeding-Participatory_Action_Research-Final_summary_report.pdf
https://www.sunderland.gov.uk/media/22420/Sunderland-infant-feeding-research-final-summary-report/pdf/Sunderland_infant_feeding-Participatory_Action_Research-Final_summary_report.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-4-50
https://doi.org/10.1177/1609406920958964
https://doi.org/10.1177/1609406920958964
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2021.105358
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2021.105358
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.14897
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.14897
https://doi.org/10.7748/ns2004.12.19.14.39.c3777
https://doi.org/10.7748/ns2004.12.19.14.39.c3777
https://doi.org/10.1111/j1365-2834.2010.01141.x
https://www.hse.ie/file-library/infant-feeding-policy-for-maternity-neonatal-services-2019.pdf
https://www.hse.ie/file-library/infant-feeding-policy-for-maternity-neonatal-services-2019.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11673-019-09904-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11673-019-09904-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2834.2010.01143.x
https://www.khf.ie/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Community-Mothers-Summary-Report-Web-1.pdf
https://www.khf.ie/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Community-Mothers-Summary-Report-Web-1.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13012-016-0398-2

	Evaluating the process of practice enhancement for exclusive breastfeeding (PEEB): a participatory action research approach for clinical innovation
	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Design and procedure
	Setting and participants
	Data generation
	Data analysis

	Results
	Findings from the WBLG participants
	Findings from the Project team

	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations

	Conclusions
	References


