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ABSTRACT  36 

Introduction: Community-based women’s health education groups may improve maternal, newborn, and 37 

child health (MNCH); however, evidence from sub-Saharan Africa is lacking. Chamas for Change 38 

(Chamas) is a community health volunteer (CHV)-led health education program for pregnant and 39 

postpartum women in western Kenya. We evaluated Chamas’ effect on facility-based deliveries and other 40 

MNCH outcomes.      41 

Methods: We conducted a cluster randomized controlled trial involving 74 communities in Trans Nzoia 42 

County. We included pregnant women who presented to health facilities for their first antenatal care visits 43 

by 32 weeks gestation. We randomized community clusters 1:1 without stratification or matching; we 44 

masked data collectors, investigators, and analysts to allocation. Intervention clusters were invited to 45 

bimonthly, group-based, CHV-led health lessons (Chamas); control clusters had monthly CHV home-46 

visits (standard of care). The primary outcome was facility-based delivery at 12-months follow-up. We 47 

conducted an intention-to-treat approach with multilevel logistic regression models using individual-level 48 

data. We prospectively registered this trial with ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT03187873). 49 

Results: Between November 27, 2017 and March 8, 2018, we enrolled 1920 participants from 37 50 

intervention and 37 control clusters. A total of 1550 (80.7%) participants completed the study with 822 51 

(82.5%) and 728 (78.8%) in the intervention and control arms, respectively. Facility-based deliveries 52 

improved in the intervention arm (80.9% vs 73.0%; Risk Difference (RD) 7.4%, 95% CI 3.0-12.5, 53 

OR=1.58, 95% CI 0.97-2.55, p=0.057). Chamas participants also demonstrated higher rates of 48-hour 54 

postpartum visits (RD 15.3%, 95% CI 12.0-19.6), exclusive breastfeeding (RD 11.9%, 95% CI 7.2-16.9), 55 

contraceptive adoption (RD 7.2%, 95% CI 2.6-12.9), and infant immunization completion (RD 15.6%, 56 

95% CI 11.5-20.9). 57 

Conclusion: Chamas participation was associated with significantly improved MNCH outcomes 58 

compared with the standard of care. This trial contributes robust data from sub-Saharan Africa to support 59 

community-based, women’s health education groups for MNCH in resource-limited settings.  60 
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KEY QUESTIONS 61 

What is already known? 
• Globally, maternal and infant deaths have declined over the last three decades; however, low and 

middle-income countries (LMICs), including Kenya, still disproportionately incur the highest 
morbidity and mortality.  

• The World Health Organization recommends leveraging lay health workers (LHWs), including 
community health volunteers (CHVs), to promote maternal, newborn, and child health (MNCH) in 
resource-limited settings.  

• Prior research suggests coupling strategies that promote community-based approaches (i.e. 
integrating LHWs) and women’s health education and support groups during pregnancy and 
postpartum may improve MNCH; however, robust evidence from sub-Saharan Africa is lacking.  

What are the new findings? 
• Using a cluster randomized controlled trial design, we found that participation in Chamas for 

Change (Chamas) – a group-based women’s health education program led by CHVs – was 
associated with significantly improved MNCH outcomes, including facility-based deliveries, 
compared with the standard of care (i.e. monthly home-visits) in rural Kenya. 

• This trial also demonstrated significant associations between program participation and receiving 
48 hour postpartum home-visits, breastfeeding exclusively, adopting a contraceptive method 
postpartum, and immunizing infants fully by 12 months of life as compared to the standard of care.  

• These findings support pilot data from a preceding evaluation of the Chamas program as well as 
the current literature on community-based interventions delivered by LHWs to promote MNCH in 
other resource-limited settings.   

What do the new findings imply? 
• Effective community-based strategies that build upon existing infrastructure to promote MNCH are 

needed to continue to improve the health and well-being of women and infants in rural sub-Saharan 
Africa and other LMICs.  

• Chamas offers an innovative approach to improve MNCH in resource-limited settings with 
significant health policy implications; collective evidence from this trial and preceding studies 
support community-based women’s health education groups as an effective strategy for improving 
uptake of facility-based deliveries and other life-saving MNCH practices.   

  62 
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MAIN TEXT   63 

Introduction            64 

Globally, maternal and infant deaths have declined over the last three decades; however, low and middle-65 

income countries (LMICs) still disproportionately incur the highest morbidity and mortality. Kenya’s 66 

maternal mortality ratio (MMR) and infant mortality rate (IMR) remain among the highest in the world at 67 

342 per 100,000 live births and 31 per 1,000 live births, respectively.1,2 Fragile health systems, poor 68 

access to high quality and specialized care, low health literacy rates, gender-based inequities, and 69 

generational poverty contribute to this disparity.3-5 Effective solutions that build upon infrastructure to 70 

promote the health and well-being of women and infants are needed to continue to improve maternal, 71 

newborn, and child health (MNCH) outcomes in resource-limited settings.   72 

   73 

Mobilizing community health volunteers (CHVs) to promote MNCH offers a promising strategy to 74 

reduce health inequities.6-8 In 2006, the Republic of Kenya Ministry of Health (MOH)’s “Kenya Essential 75 

Package for Health” delineated a comprehensive strategy to improve the health of households and 76 

communities, commonly known as the “Community Health Strategy” (CHS).9 Under the current CHS, 77 

CHVs are expected to perform monthly home-visits for all pregnant women during pregnancy and 78 

postpartum.10 Despite these efforts, the practice of key MNCH interventions associated with demonstrated 79 

reductions in mortality and morbidity are well-below projected targets to substantively reduce the MMR 80 

and IMR.1 These gaps are pronounced across socio-economic and geographic strata with women in 81 

poorer, rural communities experiencing significantly worse outcomes than those in wealthier, urban 82 

centers.  83 

 84 

The World Health Organization (WHO) recommends integrating lay health workers, including CHVs, to 85 

promote MNCH interventions.11 Coupling this strategy with the delivery of group-based women’s health 86 

education may improve MNCH; however, evidence from sub-Saharan Africa is lacking.12 In 2012, the 87 

Academic Model Providing Access to Healthcare (AMPATH) - a long-standing partnership between the 88 

Kenyan Ministry of Health (MOH), Moi University, Moi Teaching and Referral Hospital, and North 89 

American universities - launched Chamas for Change (Chamas) to address this unmet need. Chamas is a 90 

CHV-led health education program that supports women during pregnancy and for the first 1,000 days of 91 

their child’s life. The program hybridizes best practices from resource-limited settings globally to offer a 92 

community-based, multi-pronged strategy for improving MNCH. This strategy focuses on providing 93 

health education, a peer-supportive environment, and opportunities to access financial capital to promote 94 

MNCH while simultaneously addressing inequities that perpetuate poor outcomes.  95 

 96 

A pilot study evaluating the first year of Chamas demonstrated significant associations between 97 

participation and the likelihood of practicing positive MNCH behaviors.13 To determine whether first-year 98 

Chamas participation could improve MNCH outcomes, including facility-based delivery, we conducted a 99 

cluster randomized controlled trial in rural western Kenya. 100 

 101 

Methods 102 

Study design  103 

We conducted a two-arm cluster randomized controlled trial in 74 communities across four sub-counties 104 

(Cherangany, Kwanza, Kiminini, Saboti) in Trans Nzoia County, Western Province, Kenya (Figure 1). 105 

Cluster randomization was used to avoid potential contamination of intervention activities between 106 

neighboring villages. We prospectively registered this trial with ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT03187873). We 107 

received ethics approvals from the Institutional Research Ethics Committee at Moi University and Moi 108 
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Teaching and Referral Hospital (IREC/2018/269) and Institutional Review Board at Indiana University 109 

(1905296355). We obtained written informed consent from all participants prior to data collection.  110 

Participants 111 

We identified 77 community health units (CUs) among 163 total CUs to serve as potential clusters. CUs 112 

are geographically defined health service delivery areas for populations of 5,000 people supervised by 113 

Community Health Extension Workers (CHEWs) and CHVs. These CUs were specifically chosen as their 114 

CHVs received formal CHS training from AMPATH. We recruited participants from 60 public and 115 

private health facilities that provide care for these CUs. Pregnant women who were less than or equal to 116 

32 weeks gestation, presenting for their first antenatal care (ANC) visits, and residing in one of the 77 117 

CUs were eligible. We selected a gestational age cut-off of 32 weeks as the majority (96.0%) of Kenyan 118 

women who seek antenatal care at any point during pregnancy present for at least one ANC visit by this 119 

time.1 Due to slow recruitment resultant of preceding health worker strikes in Trans Nzoia, we increased 120 

our original gestational cut-off from 28 to 32 weeks. 121 

 122 

Randomization and masking   123 

We randomized CUs 1:1 to intervention (e.g., Chamas program) or standard of care (e.g., monthly CHV 124 

home-visits). The trial data manager used a simple random allocation sequence generated by PASS 11 125 

(version 11.0.10) to designate cluster assignment. Non-study CUs served as buffer zones between 126 

intervention and control clusters to avoid contamination. There was no stratification or matching. We 127 

masked data collectors, investigators, and analysts to cluster allocation throughout the trial; however, both 128 

arms were identifiable to participants and CHVs by design.  129 

  130 

Procedures   131 

Data collectors assessed women for eligibility at their first ANC visit. Women deemed eligible and 132 

willing to participate provided consent to be contacted for enrollment. The trial data manager generated 133 

lists of participants organized by residential CUs. These lists were subsequently distributed to CHVs who 134 

were tasked with finding women in their communities and enrolling them. Data collectors accompanied 135 

CHVs during this process and obtained baseline data at enrollment. One week following the end of the 136 

enrollment period, the data manager randomized all CUs to intervention and control arms. Three weeks 137 

later, CHVs began facilitating Chamas or delivering home-visits across clusters.   138 

 139 

Intervention clusters participated in the Chamas program. Program details are published elsewhere.13 140 

Briefly, Chamas is a group-based, CHV-led health education program that supports women during 141 

pregnancy and for the first 1,000 days of their child’s life. Participants attend 60-90 minute sessions twice 142 

a month, which include discussions on health and social topics relevant to antenatal, postpartum, and 143 

early childhood experiences. CHVs use an illustrated flip-chart with evidence-based, structured 144 

discussion guides to facilitate lessons. Groups are typically comprised of 15-20 women, two CHV 145 

facilitators, and two mentor mothers (e.g. post-menopausal women who have completed child-rearing). 146 

The first year of the curriculum promotes behaviors associated with demonstrated reductions in maternal 147 

and infant morbidity and mortality, including but not limited to: attending ANC visits, delivering in health 148 

facilities, and exclusively breastfeeding. These lessons purposefully mirror health topics CHVs are 149 

expected to promote during home-visits under the CHS.  Following each lesson, women are invited to 150 

participate in an optional table-banking program called Group Integrated Savings for Health and 151 

Empowerment (GISHE). GISHE participation is optional so as not to deter women without financial 152 

means to contribute to group savings from joining Chamas. Women are encouraged to use savings 153 
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generated by GISHE to finance health interventions (e.g., enroll in health insurance, pay for transportation 154 

to health facilities), invest in early childhood education, and/or start small businesses.  155 

 156 

Strategies to ensure fidelity of Chamas included: using standardized intervention materials (i.e. printed 157 

curriculum flipcharts), hosting structured CHV training sessions preceding the trial, offering monthly 158 

supervision by study staff, and designating at least two trained CHVs to every group to avoid potential 159 

disruptions due to illnesses or job transfers. In addition to attending the four-day MNCH refresher 160 

training, CHVs facilitating Chamas also received a formal two-day orientation to the program and were 161 

trained in group facilitation techniques. We provided scheduled support sessions for CHV facilitators 162 

throughout the trial (during months 1-3, 6, 9, and 12), which provided opportunities for feedback and 163 

communal trouble-shooting to enhance program delivery.  164 

 165 

Control clusters had monthly CHV home-visits during pregnancy and postpartum, as recommended by 166 

the Kenyan CHS standard of care.10 During monthly visits, CHVs collect basic health information, 167 

identify antenatal and early postpartum danger signs, refer individuals to care (if indicated), and aid in 168 

infant growth monitoring. CHVs are also expected to encourage women to adopt the same key health 169 

behaviors promoted in Chamas. CHVs working within control clusters received oversight and supervision 170 

from CHEWs, as structured by the CHS. We did not provide incentives (monetary or other) to CHVs, 171 

CHEWs or participants in either study arm at any point during the trial. 172 

 173 

Outcomes         174 

We measured outcomes at the individual-level. We selected facility-based delivery as our primary 175 

outcome because of the significant association between institutional delivery and reductions in maternal 176 

and infant morbidity and mortality.14-16 Secondary outcomes included: attending at least four ANC visits, 177 

receiving a 48-hour postpartum home-visit, exclusively breastfeeding for six months, adopting a modern 178 

contraceptive method, immunizing infants with the oral polio (OPV 0) vaccine within two weeks 179 

postpartum, immunizing infants with the measles vaccine (Measles I) by 12 months of age, and 180 

completing the infant immunization series per WHO and Republic of Kenya MOH standards by 12 181 

months of age.17-19  182 

 183 

Data collectors travelled to participant homes to collect end-line data 12 months following the initiation 184 

of Chamas sessions and home-visits. Outcome measures were self-reported with the exception of infant 185 

immunizations, which were extracted from standard MOH Maternal Child Health Booklets kept by 186 

mothers. All data were recorded using electronic, standardized questionnaires.  We classified participants 187 

as lost to follow-up after we made three attempts to establish contact over a two-week period. We 188 

conducted abbreviated phone surveys if participants relocated outside of Trans Nzoia County; these 189 

abbreviated questionnaires omitted questions on infant immunizations.     190 

 191 

At enrollment, we collected baseline participant socio-demographic (age, marital status, maternal 192 

education, occupation, poverty probability index scores, insurance status) and reproductive health 193 

(previous pregnancy and related outcomes) data. We used the Kenya 2015 Poverty Probability Index 194 

(PPI) questionnaire and national poverty line scorecard to estimate participants’ poverty likelihood at 195 

baseline.20 We recorded attendance at each Chamas session to track individual program participation.  A 196 

Data and Safety Monitoring Board recorded and investigated adverse events including CHV-reported 197 

participant mortalities as well as the cause of death (if known).    198 

  199 

Statistical analysis 200 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.28.20141663doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.28.20141663
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Maldonado et al., 7 
 

We estimated sample size using methods described by Rutterford et al. for a proposed mixed effects 201 

regression analysis21 using  derived baseline estimates.1,13 Assuming a mean cluster size of 20 individuals, 202 

77 clusters (equally allocated between arms), intra-cluster correlation coefficient (ICC) of 0.44 (based on 203 

pilot data13), and 20% attrition, we calculated a total of 1,280 individuals would be needed to detect a 204 

4.7% difference on the risk difference scale with 80% power at a (two-tailed) significance level of 0.05. 205 

To determine our recruitment timeline, we assumed 6.3% of all women of reproductive age would be 206 

pregnant at any given time (or roughly 50 women per CU annually).1 We determined an enrollment 207 

period of roughly 3-4 months adequate to recruit our estimated sample size. 208 

 209 

Our primary analyses were intention-to-treat (ITT) and included all participants from randomized clusters 210 

who provided baseline and 12-month follow-up data, regardless of the level of participation in Chamas. 211 

We summarized all demographic and reproductive health history information between arms with means 212 

and standard deviations for continuous variables and counts and percentages for categorical variables. We 213 

analyzed the primary outcome with multilevel logistic regression with a random intercept for cluster, and 214 

effects are presented as risk differences with 95% bootstrap confidence intervals and odds ratios with 215 

95% Wald-type confidence intervals and p-values. We also report the intra-cluster correlation coefficient 216 

(ICC). We analyzed secondary outcomes similarly.  217 

 218 

For both primary and secondary outcomes, we conducted several sensitivity analyses. First, to assess the 219 

impact of missing outcomes due to lost to follow-up, we used multiple imputation with 10 datasets with 220 

the ‘jomo’ algorithm to account for the multilevel structure of the data; results were then combined using 221 

Rubin’s rules.22,23 Second, to assess the possible impact of differences in factors known to be associated 222 

with care seeking behaviors between arms, we adjusted our primary models for: PPI score, marital status, 223 

null parity and health insurance at time of delivery. A third sensitivity analyses combined adjustment and 224 

imputation. Lastly, we performed a sensitivity analysis restricting our intervention sample to women who 225 

attended at least one Chamas session during the trial period.  226 

  227 

We assessed the effect of Chamas participation on infant vaccination outcomes similarly, but given the 228 

large amount of missing data, no sensitivity analyses with imputation were conducted. Adjusted models 229 

for vaccination only included maternal education, PPI, and insurance at delivery as additional covariates 230 

have not been shown to be associated with vaccination rates. Further, since vaccination data was missing 231 

in approximately 40% of the sample, we were concerned about selection bias in those reporting the 232 

outcome. To account for this, we carried out an additional sensitivity analysis to indicate the amount of 233 

unmeasured confounding between trial arm and vaccination that would be needed to explain away the 234 

observed differences.24 235 

 236 

There were no interim analyses. We developed, finalized, and signed a statistical analysis plan prior to 237 

beginning data analysis (Supplement, Statistical Analysis Plan). Statistical significance was set at 0.05 238 

and all analyses were conducted using R statistical software (version 3.5.3).25 239 

 240 

Patient and public involvement 241 

To honor active community involvement, we sought and incorporated feedback from a multidisciplinary 242 

study advisory committee, including direct beneficiaries (i.e. participating women, CHVs) and key 243 

stakeholders (i.e. local community leaders, Kenyan MOH representatives, research advisors), in the initial 244 

design and conception of this trial. We designed our questionnaires, data instruments, and intervention 245 

activities based on qualitative feedback provided by program participants during pilot studies of the 246 

Chamas program. These qualitative questionnaires attempted to capture participant perceptions of the 247 

strengths and weaknesses of the program, as well as priority areas for continued improvement. Prior to 248 

initiating trial activities, we invited CHVs, CHEWs, health facility managers, sub-county MOH 249 
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representatives, and community leaders to stakeholder meetings to explain the study’s purpose and 250 

procedures, as well as to facilitate understanding of our trial objectives among leadership at the county, 251 

sub-county, and community levels. Following these meetings, we asked community leaders for 252 

permission to begin enrolling participants. All CHVs who agreed to participate also attended a four-day 253 

refresher training on their roles and expectations in promoting MNCH under the Kenyan CHS. We 254 

discussed the trial’s risks and benefits with all participants before enrollment, including demands on 255 

individual time due to program participation and data collection. We obtained written informed consent 256 

from all participants prior to data collection. At the trial’s conclusion, we verbally disseminated our 257 

preliminary findings to the program’s direct beneficiaries and key stakeholders. We plan to additionally 258 

distribute printed summaries of key findings following publication of this trial.   259 

 260 

Role of the funding source 261 

The funders had no role in the research design, collection, analysis, or interpretation of data, writing this 262 

report, or the decision to submit this manuscript for publication. The corresponding author had full access 263 

to all data in the study as well as final responsibility for the decision to submit this manuscript for 264 

publication.    265 

Results    266 

Details of our enrollment and inclusion procedures are summarized in Figure 2. Between November 27, 267 

2017 and March 8, 2018, we assessed 4235 women for eligibility; 2923 women from 74 clusters met 268 

criteria and agreed to be contacted. CHVs successfully contacted and enrolled 1920 eligible women from 269 

74 community clusters (996 participants in 37 intervention and 924 in 37 control clusters). We collected 270 

follow-up data on all clusters between April 7 and July 3, 2019. A total of 1550 (80.7%) participants 271 

completed the study at 12-month follow-up: we included 822 in the intervention (82.5%) and 728 in the 272 

control (78.8%) arms for analysis. Among 822 intervention participants who completed the study, 599 273 

(72.9%) attended at least one Chamas session. Among those who attended, mean attendance was 12 (SD 274 

7.8) of 24 total sessions and 48.9% participated in GISHE. Participants who were lost to follow-up were 275 

similar in number across study groups and attrition was not associated with sociodemographic or 276 

reproductive health characteristics. 277 

 278 

Participants who completed the study (n=1550) were similar in baseline characteristics (Table 1). Most 279 

participants were married, unemployed, completed primary school, possessed health insurance at the time 280 

of delivery, and carried a previous pregnancy. The mean PPI score for our study population was 55.13 281 

(SD 20.11); PPI scores differed across study arms with higher values among control compared to 282 

intervention participants at baseline. Cluster-level demographics were also well-balanced. Across all 283 

clusters, CHVs possessed a mean 11.69 (SD 6.32) years of experience. Lastly, in the intervention arm, we 284 

noted geographic differences among women who attended Chamas and those who never attended (Table 285 

S2).   286 

  287 

Primary and secondary outcomes are summarized in Table 2. The overall proportion of health facility 288 

delivery was higher among intervention (80.9%, 653 participants) than control participants (73.0%, 514 289 

participants). Among women who did not deliver in a health facility (n=383), the most commonly cited 290 

reasons across cohorts included: preference to deliver at home or with a traditional birth attendant 291 

(32.1%), structural challenges associated with reaching a health facility (e.g. too far, poor road 292 

conditions) (32.1%), and medical emergencies (e.g. abrupt labor with not enough time to travel) (11.5%). 293 

In unadjusted models, we estimated a 7.4% (95% CI 3.0-12.5) improvement in facility-based deliveries 294 

(OR=1.58, 95% CI 0.97-2.55, p=0.057). Following adjustment and adjustment with imputation, this 295 
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improvement was slightly attenuated to 6.4% (95% CI 2.0-10.4) and 7.1% (95% CI 3.0-11.4), 296 

respectively (aOR1=1.59 95% CI 1.02-2.47, p=0.042; aOR2=1.62 95% CI 1.06-2.49, p=0.004) (Table 297 

S3). Further, a sensitivity analysis restricting the intervention sample to women who attended Chamas at 298 

least once attenuated improvement in facility-based delivery by 5.2% (95% CI 1.5-9.5) (OR=1.43 95% CI 299 

0.92-2.24, p=0.11) (Table S3). We observed a relatively large amount of cluster heterogeneity as 300 

indicated by an ICC of 0.18 (Figure 3).   301 

 302 

We examined the effect of Chamas participation on secondary MNCH outcomes associated with 303 

demonstrated reductions in maternal and infant morbidity and mortality. Women in Chamas clusters 304 

improved in 48-hour postpartum visits (15.3%, 95% CI 12.0-19.6), exclusive breastfeeding (11.9%, 95% 305 

CI 7.2-16.9), and contraceptive adoption (7.2%, 95% CI 2.6-12.9) compared with controls (Table 2). 306 

Though not statistically significant, the risk differences in achieving adequate ANC and adopting a long-307 

acting method of contraception (i.e. intrauterine device or implant) were also greater among Chamas 308 

participants. Restricting our intervention sample to women who attended Chamas at least once 309 

accentuated improvements in 48-hour postpartum visits (19.6%, 95% CI 14.4-25.0) and exclusive 310 

breastfeeding (13.6%, 95% CI 7.8-19.8); conversely, we observed an attenuated effect with this restriction 311 

on contraceptive adoption (5.7%, 95% CI 0.7-11.1) (Table S3). Other sensitivity analyses did not 312 

meaningfully change results (Table S3).  313 

 314 

We additionally assessed infant immunization outcomes among live infants at follow-up. Infants born to 315 

women in Chamas demonstrated significant improvements in receiving the Measles I vaccine by 12 316 

months of age (13.2%, 95% CI 9.1-18.4) and completing the recommended infant immunization series 317 

per WHO (15.6%, 95% CI 11.5-20.9) and Republic of Kenya MOH (15.1%, 95% CI 10.4-20.3) 318 

guidelines (Table 3). These results were unchanged after adjusting for covariates (Table S4). We 319 

estimated an unmeasured confounder (due to selection bias in those that reported the outcome) associated 320 

with both increased rate of vaccination and enrollment in intervention trial arm (compared to control) by 321 

30% would be required to explain away these observed significant differences.   322 

 323 

Maternal and infant mortality and morbidity outcomes are presented in Table 4 with no significant 324 

differences between trial arms; however, the trial was not powered to detect differences in these relatively 325 

rare outcomes. Overall, we observed a protective effect of Chamas participation against maternal (-4.7%, 326 

95% CI -9.4, 0.1) and infant (-3.9%, 95% CI -8.6, -0.3) morbidity. We recorded five participant 327 

mortalities during the trial (two in intervention and three in control). Three deaths were attributed to 328 

maternal causes of mortality, notably: one due to obstructed labor, one due to post-caesarian infection, 329 

and one due to eclampsia; the remaining two deaths were attributed to complications of cervical cancer. 330 

None of these mortalities were directly associated with trial participation. Across both trial arms, we 331 

recorded 43 perinatal deaths (i.e., deaths during the first week of life), 15 neonatal deaths, and 25 infant 332 

deaths.  333 

 334 

Discussion     335 

In Kenya and other resource-limited settings, effective community-based strategies are increasingly 336 

needed to reduce maternal and infant deaths. Encouraging facility-based delivery is one well-known and 337 

highly effective strategy to achieve this goal.26 Despite government-led initiatives that support access to 338 

health services - such as the CHS and elimination of delivery-related fees at public facilities announced in 339 

2013 - facility-based deliveries nationally (61.2%) and in our study area (58.3%) are still lower than 340 

needed to sufficiently reduce the MMR and IMR.1,27 Against this backdrop of under-utilized intrapartum 341 

services, we rigorously tested a community-based women’s health education program designed to 342 
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improve facility-based deliveries and other MNCH practices. We evaluated outcomes in an intention-to-343 

treat sample derived from a geographically diverse catchment area. These analyses produced findings that 344 

mimic real-world scenarios in which perfect program attendance is unlikely. We found that facility-based 345 

delivery and other key MNCH practices significantly improved in the intervention arm, providing support 346 

for our hypothesis.  347 

Chamas leverages existing infrastructure to attempt to reach some of the most vulnerable members of 348 

Kenyan society – pregnant and postpartum women in poor, rural communities. The CHS provided an 349 

established workforce of trained CHVs who - with bolstered support, supervision, and mechanisms to 350 

increase work efficiency - significantly improved MNCH outcomes. Several CHV-related barriers to 351 

effective implementation of the current CHS model have been identified, including: the absence of 352 

consistent supervision, inadequate health training, poor linkages to health facilities, lack of accountability, 353 

and absence of remunerative pay.28 Our data support that by providing CHVs with additional oversight, a 354 

structured curriculum, and an opportunity to economize their time, the Chamas program helped narrow 355 

the margin between aspirational and achievable MNCH improvements. We anticipate that with added 356 

financial support, the Chamas program may yield even greater success. Moreover, we recognize 357 

opportunities for CHV financial remuneration are critical to ensuring the sustainability of this program 358 

and plan to prioritize this in future attempts to scale.   359 

Our intervention approach – group-based women’s health education delivered by CHVs during pregnancy 360 

and postpartum – champions a theory of change that prioritizes three key areas: 1) empowering women 361 

with health and social literacy, 2) establishing a network of supportive peers, and 3) providing women 362 

with an opportunity to gain financial capital (GISHE). This third component is distinct from preceding 363 

strategies that promote a group-based, lay health worker-led model for MNCH.12 We suspect this multi-364 

pronged approach that prioritizes these three critical components, in addition to leveraging an established 365 

CHV workforce, plays a significant role in enhancing positive outcomes. Evidence suggests peer support 366 

and peer accountability may enhance likelihood of practicing positive health behaviors.29 Further, there is 367 

a growing body of evidence that suggests coupling health education with microfinance may improve 368 

women’s health; however, most literature on associated reproductive health outcomes focus on 369 

contraceptive uptake and adherence to HIV/AIDS treatment.30 Among group members who participated 370 

in GISHE, we speculate the opportunity to generate savings likely served a dual purpose of motivating 371 

Chamas attendance while helping some participants overcome financial barriers to accessing care. Future 372 

analyses will attempt to dissect the influence of each of these components on overall program success. 373 

Lastly, while most programs intervene during distinct time periods (e.g. prenatal, intrapartum), Chamas 374 

embraces a life-course approach by engaging women throughout pregnancy and the first 1,000 days of 375 

their child’s life. We anticipate families who continue in Chamas likely experience health and social 376 

benefits throughout subsequent years. These effects are largely unexplored and will be the focus of future 377 

trials.  378 

Preceding trials have examined the effect of similar community-based women’s health education groups 379 

on key MNCH behaviors, including facility-based delivery.12 A meta-analysis combining results from 380 

seven cluster randomized controlled trials conducted in resource-limited settings (i.e. Nepal, Bangladesh, 381 

Malawi, and India) found no evidence of intervention effects on facility-based delivery (OR 1.02, 95% CI 382 

0.93, 1.12; I2 = 21.4%, 95% CI 0, 65.8%); similarly, these analyses revealed no evidence of effect on 383 

uptake of ANC or exclusive breastfeeding.12 Although data comparability is limited by differences in trial 384 

design, setting, and program structure (i.e. absence of table-banking), we observed significantly higher 385 

odds of facility-based delivery and exclusive breastfeeding in the intervention arm. Our findings 386 

strengthen evidence from an earlier Chamas pilot that similarly demonstrated increased odds of achieving 387 

these outcomes compared to the standard of care in rural western Kenya.13 Collectively, these findings 388 

highlight our intervention’s potential to improve MNCH outcomes by leveraging existing community 389 

health resources and infrastructure in settings like Kenya. 390 
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This work has several limitations. First, we experienced significant recruitment challenges that 391 

substantially reduced our sample size. Processes to contact eligible participants outside of health facilities 392 

proved arduous and complicated as locator data (e.g. home address, phone number) were often unreliable. 393 

This lost to follow-up between health facilities and communities likely introduced selection bias as we 394 

suspect women were not missing at random. It is possible these missing data reflect an inability to pay for 395 

cell phones (or data) or perhaps limited access in rural, hard-to-reach communities; thus, we may have 396 

failed to enroll some of the most socio-economically disadvantaged members of these communities. 397 

These challenges highlight a need to not only improve our strategy, but also to strengthen continuity 398 

between health facilities and communities to ensure vulnerable members of society are accounted for. 399 

Second, large amounts of missing data compromised the interpretability of certain outcomes, most 400 

notably infant immunizations. Despite established processes to monitor data quality, data collectors 401 

reported several challenges that compromised questionnaire completion. These obstacles included 402 

interruptions due to competing participant obligations (i.e. child care) and lack of a private interview 403 

setting. Further, relatively few participants possessed MOH Maternal Child Health booklets and among 404 

those who had them, few recorded data. This limitation may have introduced selection bias as mothers 405 

with completed records may have had greater access to or higher quality care. Alternatively, this could 406 

also reflect limited booklet availability, poor record-keeping, or other structural limitations worthy of 407 

further consideration. Finally, we observed a large amount of cluster heterogeneity, indicating significant, 408 

but anticipated community-level variation. Compositional effects within or between clusters such as 409 

proximity to health facilities, availability of service providers, and fidelity of program implementation 410 

may contribute to this variation. These effects may partly explain the unexpected attenuated difference in 411 

facility-based delivery in our sensitivity analysis of Chamas attendees. Continuing to clarify factors at the 412 

community level that contribute to variable outcomes may help bridge these observed geographic 413 

disparities.   414 

These limitations are balanced by several noteworthy strengths of our study. As mentioned above, we 415 

detected significant results in our primary and secondary outcomes using an intention to treat approach. 416 

These observed effects were generally robust – e.g. not meaningfully changed following adjustment or 417 

imputation in our sensitivity analyses. The cluster randomized controlled design, implemented in a large 418 

and geographically diverse population, enhances generalizability of these findings. We saw no 419 

contamination across trial arms and minimized potential for information bias by masking data collectors, 420 

investigators, and analysts to cluster allocation throughout the trial. Further, by imposing relatively few 421 

exclusion criteria and a generous gestational age cut-off, we attempted to broaden inclusion to women 422 

who may have sought late ANC due to structural (e.g. distance to facility) or behavioral (e.g. delayed 423 

awareness of pregnancy) factors. Finally, it is worth noting that the proportion of facility-based deliveries, 424 

among other outcomes, was higher in both trial arms (80.9% intervention, 73.0% control) relative to 425 

county-level (58.3%) and national (61.2%) estimates.1 It is possible that study procedures, such as 426 

training and supervision, led to CHVs in control CUs being more likely to deliver standard of care, which 427 

might explain these observations.   428 

Chamas offers an innovative approach to improve MNCH in resource-limited settings with significant 429 

health policy implications. This intervention demonstrated significant improvements in MNCH outcomes 430 

relative to the current standard of care; policy makers should take note of this strategy as they attempt to 431 

improve current initiatives. Since the program’s inception, we have emphasized the importance of 432 

collaboration with and investment from key stakeholders, including but not limited to: women, 433 

community leaders, CHVs, and MOH representatives at the county and national level. We respond to 434 

qualitative feedback from these stakeholders to ensure the program iteratively responds to the needs of its 435 

beneficiaries and remains community-driven. These commitments to collaboration and feedback inspire 436 
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confidence in our program’s continued success. As we move towards scaling and integrating this 437 

intervention, our next steps will focus on addressing cost-effectiveness and enhancing adaptability to new 438 

settings.    439 

 440 

In summary, Chamas participation significantly improved MNCH outcomes compared to the standard of 441 

care in western Kenya. This trial contributes robust data from sub-Saharan Africa that strengthens 442 

evidence to support community-based, women’s health education groups for MNCH in resource-limited 443 

settings.     444 
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Tables 542 

Table 1. Baseline characteristics for intention-to-treat population (74 clusters, n=1550) 543 

 Control 
(N = 728) 

Intervention 
(N = 822) 

Overall  
(N = 1550) 

N clusters 37 37 74 
Total population 198288 226930 45218 

Women of 
reproductive age 

(15-49) 45433 47279 92712 
Geographic 
distribution  

   

Rural 33 32 65 
Peri-urban 3 3 6 

Urban 1 2 3 
CHV experience 

(years) 
11.73 (6.78) 11.67 (6.13) 11.69 (6.32) 

Maternal age 26.63 (6.21) 27.10 (6.55) 26.88 (6.40) 
Marital status    

   
Divorced/separation 

11 (1.5%) 
17 (2.1%)    28 (1.8%)  

   Married 606 (83.2%) 686 (83.5%)  1292 (83.4%)  
   Single 109 (15.0%) 115 (14.0%)   224 (14.5%)  

   Widowed 2 (0.3%) 4 (0.5%)     6 (0.4%)  
Maternal 
education 

   

College or higher    91 (12.5%)     46 (5.6%)    137 (8.8%)  
Secondary or post-

primary   211 (29.0%)    250 (30.4%)  
  461 (29.7%)  

   Primary   313 (43.0%)    420 (51.1%)    733 (47.3%)  
Pre-primary or none   113 (15.5%)    102 (12.4%)    215 (13.9%)  

  Missing     0 (0.0%)      4 (0.5%)      4 (0.3%)  
Occupation    

   
Contract/temporary 

worker 49 (6.7%) 48 (5.8%) 97 (6.3%) 
   Permanently 

employed 
22 (3.0%) 

10 (1.2%)    32 (2.1%)  
   Self employed 201 (27.6%) 247 (30.0%)   448 (28.9%)  

   Unemployed 456 (62.6%) 516 (62.8%)   972 (62.7%)  
   Missing 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.1%)     1 (0.1%)  

Health insurance 
coverage at time of 
delivery 

   

   Yes 412 (56.6%) 519 (63.1%)   931 (60.1%)  
   No 285 (39.1%) 285 (34.7%)   570 (36.8%)  

   Missing 31 (4.3%) 18 (2.2%)    49 (3.2%)  
Poverty probability 
index score* 56.79 (20.69) 53.61 (19.45) 

 
55.13 (20.11) 

% poverty 22.6% 25.7% 24.6% 
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likelihood at 
National Poverty 

Line 
Sub-county    

   Cherangany 229 (31.5%) 211 (25.6%)   440 (28.4%)  
   Kiminini 145 (19.9%) 172 (20.9%)   317 (20.5%)  
   Kwanza 193 (26.5%) 216 (26.2%)   409 (26.4%)  

   Saboti 161 (22.1%) 223 (27.1%)   384 (24.8%)  
Previously 
pregnant 

584 (80.2%) 623 (75.8%) 1207 (77.8%) 

Parity  2.29 (1.62)  2.58 (1.57) 2.35 (1.56) 
Previous modern 
contraceptive use   

 

Yes  322 (55.1%)   381 (61.2%)  703 (58.2%)  
No  214 (36.6%)   210 (33.7%)  424 (35.1%)  

Missing   48 (8.2%)    32 (5.1%)    80 (6.6%)  
Previous facility 
delivery    

 

Yes  228 (39.0%)   279 (44.8%)  507 (42.0%)  
No  162 (27.7%)   161 (25.8%)  323 (26.8%) 

Missing  194 (33.2%)   183 (29.4%)  377 (31.2%)  
Total ANC visits in 
previous 
pregnancy 

   

0    6 (1.0%)    21 (3.4%)    27 (2.2%)  
1   18 (3.1%)    22 (3.5%)    40 (3.3%)  
2   29 (5.0%)    39 (6.3%)    68 (5.6%)  
3  119 (20.4%)   128 (20.5%)   247 (20.5%)  
4  135 (23.1%)   172 (27.6%)   307 (25.4%)  

>4   74 (12.7%)    54 (8.7%)  128 (10.6%)  
Missing  203 (34.8%)   187 (30.0%)  390 (32.3%)  

Previous^    
Miscarriage   23 (3.9%)    26 (4.2%)    49 (4.1%)  

Stillbirth    9 (1.5%)    16 (2.6%)    25 (2.1%)  
Neonatal death    8 (1.4%)     5 (0.8%)    13 (1.1%)  

Infant death    8 (1.4%)     5 (0.8%)    13 (1.1%)  
Child death under 5    6 (1.0%)     2 (0.3%)     8 (0.7%)  

Child death over 5    3 (0.5%)     2 (0.3%)     5 (0.4%)  
*Scores and % poverty likelihood calculated using validated 2015 Kenya Poverty Probability Index. 544 
^Miscarriage (up to 28 weeks gestation); stillbirth (after 28 weeks gestation); neonatal death (0-28 days 545 

old); infant death (1-12 months old); child death (1-5 years old).  546 

 547 

 548 

 549 

 550 

 551 

 552 

Table 2. Primary and secondary outcomes: facility-based delivery, care seeking and vaccination 553 
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 Control Intervention Risk difference 
(95%CI) 

Odds ratio 
(95%CI) 

p-
value* 

Facility-based 
delivery 
 

514 (73.0%) 653 (80.9%) 7.4% (3.0%, 
12.5%) 

1.58 (0.969, 
2.55) 

0.057 

Adequate ANC 
care  

507 (69.6%) 587 (71.4%) 3.2% (-1.5%, 7.7%) 1.18 (0.82,1.68) 0.375 

Postnatal CHV 
visit 

97 (13.6%) 241 (30.1%) 15.3% (12.0%, 
19.6% 

3.22 (1.50,6.93) 0.003 

Exclusive breast 
feeding for 6 
months 

383 (56.7%) 521   (67.2%) 11.9% (7.2%, 
16.9%) 

1.77 (1.12,2.80) 0.014 

Contraceptive 
use 

472 (65.5%) 581 (71.8%) 7.2% (2.6%, 
12.9%) 

1.41 (1.03,1.93) 0.034 

Long-acting 
reversible 
contraceptive 
use  

242 (51.3%) 326 (56.1%) 7.1% (0.9%, 
13.3%) 

1.34 (0.95,1.91) 0.099 

*p-value is for odds ratio from mixed effect logistic regression.  554 

**Denominators are based on number of women reporting the particular outcome. See Table S1 for 555 

details. 556 

 557 

Table 3. Infant immunization outcomes  558 

 Control Intervention Risk difference 
(95%CI) 

Odds ratio 
(95%CI) 

p-
value* 

Infants who 
received OPV 0 
within 2 weeks 
of birth 

341 (64.6%) 361 (66.0%) 1.7% (-3.6%, 8.4%) 1.08 (0.77,1.51) 0.663 

Infants who 
received 
Measles I by 12 
months of age 

328 (74.0%) 339 (87.6%) 13.2% (9.1%, 
18.4%) 

2.71 (1.45,5.04) 0.002 

Fully-
immunized 
infants (≤12 
months) per 
WHO standards 

324 (73.6%) 352 (88.9%) 15.6% (11.5%, 
20.9%) 

3.52 (1.74,7.12) < 0.001 

Fully-
immunized 
infants (≤12 
months) per 
Republic of 
Kenya MOH 
standards 

320 (73.1%) 348 (87.7%) 15.1% (10.4%, 
20.3%) 

3.16 (1.61,6.21) < 0.001 

 *p-value is for odds ratio from mixed effect logistic regression.  559 

**Denominators are based on number of women reporting the particular outcome. See Table S1 for 560 

details. 561 

Table 4. Maternal and infant mortality and morbidity outcomes  562 
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 Control Intervention Risk difference 
(95%CI) 

Odds ratio 
(95%CI) 

p-
value* 

Maternal 
mortality 

3 (<0.1%) 2 (<0.1%) - - - 

Maternal 
morbidity 

136 (18.7%) 110 (13.4%)  -4.7% (-9.4%, 
0.1%) 

0.68 (0.42, 1.10) 0.118 

Miscarriage  16 (2.2%) 13 (1.6%) -0.2% (-1.3%, 
0.8%) 

0.85 (0.30,2.38) 0.751 

Stillbirth  16 (2.2%) 12 (1.5%) -0.6% (-1.7, 0.3%) 0.64 (0.27,1.56) 0.331 
Perinatal death 22 (3.1%) 21 (2.6%) -0.5% (-1.9%, 

0.8%) 
0.83 (0.42,1.66) 0.601 

Neonatal death 6 (0.87%) 9 (1.13%) 0.2% (-0.6%, 0.7%) 1.29 (0.39,4.29) 0.674 
Infant death 13 (1.9%) 12 (1.5%) -0.2% (-1.3%, 

0.8%) 
0.83 (0.27,2.5) 0.689 

Low birthweight  118 (16.0%) 157 (18.9%) 1.9% (-1.6%, 5.6%) 1.16 (0.70, 1.90) 0.570 
Infant morbidity 132 (18.68%) 118 (16.74%) -3.9% (-8.6%, -

0.3%) 
0.76 (0.51,1.15) 0.194 

*Maternal morbidity defined as any health condition attributed to and/or aggravated by pregnancy and 563 

childbirth that has a negative impact on the woman’s wellbeing, including the following complications: 564 

miscarriage (<28 weeks), stillbirth (>28 weeks), gestational diabetes, preeclampsia, eclampsia, 565 

postpartum infection, postpartum hemorrhage, or obstructed labor. 566 

**Infant morbidity defined as any health condition that affects mortality rate during the first-year of life 567 

including low birthweight (<2.5 kg), perinatal disorders (gestational diabetes, preeclampsia, eclampsia), 568 

infant immunization adherence, exclusive breastfeeding, and delivery-related complications (obstructed 569 

labor, neonatal resuscitation). 570 

***Perinatal deaths (first week of life), neonatal deaths (through 28th day of life), infant deaths (through 571 

first year of life).      572 

 573 

Figures 574 

See separate attachments for images. Corresponding captions listed below. 575 

Figure 1. Cluster map 576 

Figure 2. Trial Profile 577 

Figure 3. Cluster outcome rates 578 

 579 

Supplementary Files 580 

See separate attachment for supplementary files. Included attachments are listed below. 581 

• Supplementary Tables 582 

• CONSORT Checklist (with extension for cluster randomized trials) 583 

• Trial Protocol  584 

• Statistical Analysis Plan  585 
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