Table 4. Logistic regression models predicting mode of delivery among provider practice groups
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OR 95% CI AOR 95% CI OR 95% CI AOR 95% CI
Delivering Provider Practice Type



Private OB (Ref)
Refuah 1.73 (1.13, 2.72) 16.61 (2.54, 30.61) 31.09 (14.90, 79.62) 29.92 (9.92, 70.34)
MFM 1.05 (0.74, 1.51) 0.63 (0.35, 1.17) 1.93 (1.46, 2.58) 1.64 (0.94, 2.92)
Midwife 6.34 (1.95, 38.98) 14.12 (2.83, 25.71) 44.12 (9.68, 781.22) 33.96 (0.01, 343.05)
House Staff 0.50 (0.37, 0.69) 0.72 (0.44, 1.19) 3.41 (2.48, 4.74) 2.35 (1.40, 4.00)



*Multivariate regressions adjusted for age, pre-pregnancy BMI, gestational age at delivery (in weeks), third trimester estimated fetal weight via 
ultrasound, history of prior vaginal delivery, and indications for first cesarean delivery
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