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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the relationships between maternal postnatal depression symptoms, as
well as relevant latent classifications, and infant neglect from the perspectives of group and individual.
Methods Convenient sampling was used to select 934 mothers within one year after delivery. The Edin-
burgh Postnatal Depression Scale and the Signs of Neglect in Infants Assessment Scale were adopted to as-
sess maternal postnatal depression symptoms and infant neglect, respectively. Results Maternal postnatal
depression symptoms were positively related with infant neglect(B=0.27, P<C0.001).Four classifications
of depression symptoms among postnatal mothers were identified,including mild group(23.02%), moder-
ate-anxiety group(26.23%), moderate-depression group(15.85%) and severe group(34.90%).Differences
in the infant’s months of age(F =22.68,P<C0.001) ,mother’s occupation(X*=135.22, P <C0.001) ,difficulty
in breastfeeding(X*=9.03,P =0.029) ,and the score of Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale(X*=745.22,
P<C0.001) among the four classifications were statistically significant. Compared with that in the mild
group,the levels of infant neglect among the mothers in the moderate-anxiety group(B=1.48,P<0.001),
moderate-depression group(B=1.67,P<(0.001) ,and severe group(B =3.73,P<(0.001) were higher.Moth-
ers in the severe group reported higher levels of infant neglect than mothers in the moderate-anxiety and
moderate-depression groups. Conclusions Nursing staff should timely identify different classifications of
maternal postnatal depression symptoms.Appropriate interventions should be provided to reduce the inci-
dence of infant neglect.
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