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ABSTRACT  
 
Study Objectives: Shift work is a risk factor for cardiometabolic disease, possibly through 

effects on sleep-wake rhythms. We hypothesized that shift work during pregnancy is associated 

with increased odds of preeclampsia, preterm birth, and gestational diabetes mellitus (GDM), 

and that the association is mediated by irregular sleep timing.  

Methods: The Nulliparous Pregnancy Outcomes Study: Monitoring Mothers-to-be (nuMoM2b) 

is a prospective cohort study (n=10,038) designed to investigate risk factors for adverse 

pregnancy outcomes. Medical outcomes were determined with medical record abstraction 

and/or questionnaires; sleep midpoint was measured in a subset of participants with ≥5-day 

wrist actigraphy (ActiWatch). We estimated the association of shift work during pregnancy with 

preeclampsia, preterm birth, and GDM using logistic regression, adjusted for adversity (a 

cumulative variable for poverty, education, health insurance, and partner status), smoking, self-

reported race/ethnicity, and age. Finally, we performed an analysis to explore the extent to 

which to the association between shiftwork and GDM was mediated by variability in sleep 

timing.  

Results: Evening shift work during pregnancy is associated with approximately 75% increased 

odds of developing GDM (adjusted OR=1.75, 95% CI:1.12-2.66); there was no association with 

preterm birth and no association with preeclampsia after adjustment. Pregnant evening shift 

workers were found to have approximately 45 minutes greater variability in sleep timing 

compared to day workers (p<0.005); mediation analysis estimated that 27% of the association 

between shift work and GDM was explained by sleep-timing variability.  

Conclusions: Evening shift work was associated with GDM, and this relationship may be 

mediated by variability in sleep timing.  

Keywords: Pregnancy, gestational diabetes, premature birth, pre-eclampsia, shift work, sleep 
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INTRODUCTION  

Shift work is a common occupational exposure, with approximately 15-20% of the U.S. 

workforce employed in some form of shift work outside of the working hours of 7AM-5PM(1). As 

the majority of pregnant people continue to work while pregnant(2), shift work may be a 

common exposure during pregnancy. Shift work may have adverse effects on pregnancy due to 

its impact on health outcomes such as diabetes(3,4), dyslipidemia(5), and other cardiometabolic 

disease (CMD)(6,7). In addition, the International Agency for Research on Cancer has 

categorized night shift work as a “probable” human carcinogen (Group 2A)(8).  

The effects of shift work during pregnancy on health warrant further study. Shift work is 

proposed to adversely affect pregnancy outcomes via circadian misalignment and impaired 

sleep quality and quantity, which can cause endocrine disruption and alter metabolic and growth 

processes(9). However, the evidence to support an association between shift work and adverse 

pregnancy outcomes is mixed. A recent systematic review and meta-analysis of shift work 

during pregnancy and adverse outcomes concluded that both night and rotating shift work were 

associated with increased odds for preterm birth, but there was little evidence to support an 

association with preeclampsia(10). Other recent cohort studies reported a null association(11) 

and a positive association(12) between night shift work and preterm birth. Only one prior study 

has evaluated shift work and GDM(13), and reported no association.  

By definition, shift workers have work schedules that differ from standard working hours. 

As a consequence, the timing of other daily activities, such as sleep, are also altered. As 

irregular sleep schedules or variability in sleep timing are also linked to increased risk of 

CMD(14–20), irregular sleep timing may be a dimension of shift work that contributes to these 

adverse health impacts. Sleep timing may also influence health during pregnancy. Self-reported 

later midpoint of sleep was previously found to be associated with preterm birth(21) and 

GDM(22), and objective (as measured by actigraphy) later sleep midpoint (>5 AM) was 
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associated with GDM(23) in the Nulliparous Pregnancy Outcomes Study: Monitoring Mothers-

to-be (nuMoM2b), a large prospective birth cohort study. Therefore, shift work may be a risk 

factor for preeclampsia, preterm birth, and/or GDM via irregular sleep schedules.  

While both shift work and impaired sleep are associated with adverse pregnancy 

outcomes, no prior study has evaluated the role of whether objectively measured sleep timing 

mediates the relationship between shift work and pregnancy outcomes. Additionally, few studies 

have examined shift work during pregnancy or irregular sleep timing during pregnancy and 

GDM. Therefore, to address these gaps in knowledge, we analyzed data from the Nulliparous 

Pregnancy Outcomes Study: Monitoring Mothers-to-be (nuMoM2b) cohort. We hypothesized 

that shift work during pregnancy is associated with adverse outcomes (i.e., preeclampsia, 

preterm birth, and GDM) and explored whether associations are mediated by irregular sleep 

timing. 

 

METHODS  

Study population and cohort design 

The Nulliparous Pregnancy Outcomes Study: Monitoring Mothers-to-be (nuMoM2b) is a 

prospective birth cohort study in the U.S. that enrolled 10,038 participants with viable, singleton 

pregnancies during the first trimester from October 2010 to September 2013. The demographic, 

work shift, and sleep data used in this analysis were collected from both in-person interviews 

and take-home questionnaires during the first visit, which took place between 60 weeks and 136 

weeks gestation(24). Data used in this analysis was accessed from the National Institutes of 

Child Health and Development Data and Specimen Hub (DASH). All study participants provided 

written informed consent and study protocols were in accordance with the requirements of the 

respective Institutional Review Boards. The present analysis included participants who reported 

a current work shift and had preterm delivery, GDM, and preeclampsia outcome information 
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available. Participants diagnosed with diabetes or chronic hypertension prior to pregnancy were 

excluded from the analyses.  

Demographic and health outcome data  

For shift work exposure information, pregnant participants with current employment were 

grouped according to self-reported shift-work category. As afternoon and night shifts include 

working hours in the evening, these groups were combined to make an “evening shift” category; 

likewise, participants with irregular/on-call shifts or rotating shifts were combined to make an 

“irregular/rotating shift” category. Due to small numbers, participants who reported working a 

split shift (which features two or more shifts throughout the day) were excluded from the 

analysis. Pregnancy outcome information was ascertained by medical record abstraction and/or 

post-delivery questionnaire (when chart information was unavailable) and coded as binary 

variables as detailed before (24). Preterm birth was defined as birth prior to 37 weeks and 0 

days from the estimated gestational age. Preeclampsia was determined using the adapted 

ACOG 2013 guidelines(25) and coded as positive if the participant was diagnosed with 

“eclampsia”, “severe preeclampsia”, or “mild preeclampsia” during their pregnancy. GDM was 

determined based on chart abstraction and glucose tolerance testing results, as previously 

described(22).  

The following variables were included in the model adjusted for sociodemographic 

characteristics: age (continuous, years), pre-pregnancy smoking (dichotomous, “yes” if smoked 

tobacco in the 3 months prior to pregnancy), self-reported race and ethnicity of investigator-

specified groups (Asian, Hispanic, Non-Hispanic Black or African-American, Non-Hispanic 

White, or Other), and adversity (ordinal variable that combines indicators for poverty, education, 

insurance, and partner status). Race and ethnicity are social constructs and the inclusion of a 

race and ethnicity covariate in this analysis is to reflect social experiences and bias relevant to 

adverse pregnancy outcomes. The adversity variable is a cumulative adversity score derived 
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from federal poverty level (100-200% or <100%, +1), education (high school or less, +1), 

insurance (government/military/other, +1), and participant partner status (single, +1) to adjust for 

variables related to socio-economic adversity(26). Sensitivity analyses adjusted for change in 

BMI during pregnancy, derived as the difference between BMI at visit 1 and BMI at visit 3 

(calculated as weight in kg / m2).  

 

Actigraphy substudy analysis 

To evaluate sleep characteristics associated with shift-work schedule, actigraphy data 

from the Sleep Patterns and Quality Substudy were examined. This substudy enrolled 901 

participants, of whom 782 had valid actigraphy data, between June 2011 and April 2013. 

Actigraphy measures of sleep were collected using a wrist-worn Actiwatch Spectrum (Philips 

Respironics) for 7 consecutive days during the second trimester (160-236 weeks gestation), as 

previously described(27). This substudy excluded participants younger than 18 years and 

individuals with pre-existing hypertension and/or pre-existing diabetes(27). The Actiwatch 

contains an accelerometer to distinguish sleep wake epochs and has been validated against the 

gold-standard measurement of polysomnography(28). For this analysis, we included 

participants with least 5 days of valid actigraphy data, which were assessed and scored by 

trained specialists at the Northwestern University reading center, as previously described(27). 

For the secondary analyses, sleep midpoint was calculated as the midpoint between sleep start 

time and wake time for the sleep episode; sleep timing variability was derived as the average 

standard deviation of sleep midpoint across all days with valid actigraphy data.  

 

Statistical analysis  

Demographic and medical characteristics of the study population were characterized in 

total and stratified by shift work group. Distribution of categorical and continuous variables 

across work groups was assessed with Chi-square tests, Fisher’s exact test for categorical 
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variables with cells ≤ 5, and 1-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) tests and considered 

significant at p<0.05. We fitted an unadjusted and two adjusted logistic regression models for 

each adverse pregnancy outcome of interest to test the association with shift work. For each 

outcome, to avoid adjusting for potential variables on the causal chain, the first adjusted models 

included only sociodemographic characteristics of adversity (ordinal), pre-pregnancy smoking 

(binary), self-reported race/ethnicity (categorical), and age (continuous); the second adjusted 

model included all of these covariates in addition to self-reported sleep duration category 

(categorical) and BMI (continuous) as covariates. Sensitivity analyses adjusted for difference in 

BMI between visit 1 and visit 3 (continuous).  

 

Mediation Analysis 

We explored possible mediation of the relationship between shiftwork and adverse 

pregnancy outcomes by night-to-night variability in sleep timing, as measured by the standard 

deviation of sleep midpoint. Using the actigraphy data subset, we created logistic regression 

and linear models to measure the association between evening shift work (exposure), 

significantly associated adverse pregnancy outcome (outcome), and variability in sleep timing 

(mediator). Mediation analysis was conducted only if the proposed mediator was associated 

(p<0.05) with both the exposure and outcome. Mediation by variability in sleep timing was 

estimated using the “mediation” package(29) to calculate the average direct effect (ADE), the 

average causal mediation effect (ACME), the total effect, and the proportion of mediation. 

Uncertainty estimates were calculated with n=10,000 simulations using the quasi-Bayesian 

Monte Carlo method(30). Results with p<0.05 were considered statistically significant. Analyses 

were conducted in R version 4.1.1.  

 

RESULTS 

Sample characteristics 
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Of the enrolled nuMoM2b participants, 9,289 consented to their data being shared and 

maintained by NIH in the DASH database. Of these, a total of 5,192 participants without prior 

diabetes or chronic hypertension, who worked outside of the home, reported work shift history, 

and had pregnancy outcome data were included in the final analysis, as detailed in Figure 1. 

Comparing demographic characteristics of the participants who were (N=5,192) and were not 

included (N=4,097) in the analysis, included participants had lower BMI, were older, were more 

likely to identify as White race/ethnicity, report not smoking prior to pregnancy, have higher 

income, and have higher educational attainment. Additionally, included participants had a lower 

adversity score, less frequently self-reported long (>9 hours) sleep duration, and lower 

frequencies of all adverse pregnancy outcomes of interest (Table 1).  

Of participants included in the analysis, approximately 73.8% reported working a day 

shift, 11.9% reported working an evening shift, and 14.3% reported working an irregular/rotating 

shift (Supplemental Table 1). Overall, demographic and health characteristics differed by shift 

work category, with evening and irregular/rotating shift workers being younger, more likely to 

smoke pre-pregnancy, identify as Black/African-American or Hispanic, have lower income, a 

current student, and/or have lower educational attainment, and be more likely to have both short 

(<7 hours) or long (>9 hours) self-reported sleep duration compared to day shift workers. 

Approximately 7.6% of individuals had a diagnosis of preeclampsia, 6.6% had preterm birth 

(<37 weeks), and 3.9% of pregnancies had a diagnosis of GDM.  

 

Associations between shift work and adverse pregnancy outcomes 

The associations of shift work categories with pregnancy outcomes are shown in Table 

2. Compared to day workers, those who worked evening shifts had 38% higher odds of 

developing preeclampsia in unadjusted analyses (unadjusted OR=1.38, 95% CI:1.02-1.84), but 

the association was attenuated and no longer significant after covariate adjustments (adjusted 

model 1 OR=1.25, 95% CI:0.91-1.71; adjusted model 2 OR=1.21, 95% CI:0.87-1.65). 
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Comparatively, evening shift work was associated with 45% increased odds of GDM in 

unadjusted analyses which was not statistically significant (unadjusted OR=1.45, 95% CI:0.97-

2.11), but this estimate increased and was significant after covariate adjustments (adjusted 

model 1 OR=1.73, 95% CI:1.12-2.60; adjusted model 2 OR=1.75, 95% CI:1.12-2.66). Unlike 

evening shift workers, pregnant participants who worked irregular or rotating shifts did not have 

higher odds of any the outcomes studied.  

To check the consistency of associations across evening shift categories, we also 

performed a sensitivity analysis to compare results between working the afternoon shift or the 

night shift. Adjusted odds ratios were not significant for either category and preterm birth 

(afternoon OR=1.26, 95% CI:0.80-1.90; night OR=0.92, 95% CI:0.53-1.51), but afternoon shift 

was significantly associated with increased odds for preeclampsia (afternoon OR=1.54, 95% CI: 

1.05-2.21; night OR=0.81, 95% CI:0.47-1.32) and night shift was significantly associated with 

increased odds for GDM (afternoon OR=1.50, 95% CI:0.82-2.58; night OR=2.06, 95% CI:1.14-

3.52), suggesting that the association between evening shift and GDM was primarily driven by 

night shift workers.  

 

Secondary analysis of actigraphy data 

Of those included in the primary analysis of shift work and adverse pregnancy outcomes, 

actigraphy data from the Sleep Patterns and Quality Substudy were available for 459 

participants (Supplemental Table 2). Shift workers may have greater misalignment in night-to-

night sleep timing than day workers due to differences between work hour schedule and social 

schedule or behavioral activity preference(31). Analysis of actigraphy measures during 

pregnancy supports this: on average, day workers have approximately 52 minutes variability in 

sleep timing, whereas sleep timing in evening and irregular/rotating shift workers varies by 

about 94 and 74 minutes, respectively (Table 3); in the sensitivity analysis evaluating 
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differences by evening shift subcategory, night shift workers had a sleep timing variability of 

approximately 159 minutes, compared to 54 minutes for afternoon workers.   

 

Mediation analysis with actigraphy data 

Next, we conducted a mediation analysis between evening shift work, variability in sleep 

timing, and GDM. In unadjusted analyses, shift work was associated with both GDM and sleep 

timing variability. Likewise, when sleep timing variability was included as a model predicting 

GDM, the crude odds ratio decreased from 1.82 to 1.47 and shift work was no longer associated 

with GDM. These findings suggest mediation of the relationship between shift work and GDM by 

sleep timing variability. Therefore, we conducted an exploratory mediation analysis comparing 

day and evening shift workers with actigraphy data, for a total of 397 participants with 18 total 

cases of GDM. The average direct effect (ADE) of evening shift work on GDM was not 

significant (ADE=0.05, 95% CI:-0.015-0.14, p=0.152) after adjusting for sleep timing variability, 

but the indirect effect [the average causal mediation effect (ACME)] was statistically significant 

(ACME=0.018, 95% CI:0.004-0.04, p<0.01); the proportion mediated was 0.27 (0.018/0.067), 

suggesting 27% of the association between shift work and GDM was mediated by sleep timing 

variability (Figure 2).  

 

DISCUSSION 

In this study we evaluated the association between shift work and cardiometabolic 

disease during pregnancy in a prospective birth cohort study. We show that evening (afternoon 

or night) shift work during pregnancy is associated with higher risk of GDM. An exploratory 

mediation analysis suggested that the relationship between evening shift work and GDM may 

be mediated by variability in sleep timing. Compared to day workers, evening shift workers had 

the greatest irregularity in sleep timing, with approximately 43 minutes greater sleep timing 
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variability. Overall, our results support an association between evening shift work, sleep timing 

variability, and GDM during pregnancy in nulliparous participants in a large, prospective birth 

cohort study.  

There are a number of mechanisms that may link evening shift work to adverse 

pregnancy outcomes, particularly GDM. For example, circadian disruption due to shift work may 

lead to inflammation and immune dysregulation, which are believed to play key roles in the 

development of both preeclampsia(32) and GDM(33). Likewise, light exposure out of sync with 

the endogenous circadian system can suppress production of melatonin, a hormone which acts 

as an antioxidant and plays a role in glucose regulation(34). Altered levels of cortisol could also 

lead to impaired glucose tolerance and GDM, as cortisol acts as an insulin antagonist and may 

mediate the associations between shift work and cardiometabolic disease risk(35). For example, 

night shift workers produce higher levels of cortisol compared to day workers(36,37), and this 

effect is more pronounced in younger (<40 years old) workers(38). Since the majority of 

pregnancies occur before age 40 and shift workers tend to be younger, the greater exposure 

among younger individuals to the impacts of shift work on cortisol levels may be especially 

relevant for pregnancy and GDM. Few animal studies of circadian misalignment during 

pregnancy and gestational glucose tolerance exist, but a simulated shift work schedule during 

pregnancy caused impaired glucose tolerance during early (but not late) pregnancy in 

sheep(39). Variability in eating times due to shift work may also alter cortisol levels and cause 

glucose intolerance and insulin resistance; in a clinical trial, late eating prior to sleep resulted in 

higher post-meal glycemia and cortisol(40). Similarly, short sleep and disrupted sleep may 

promote appetite dysregulation by altering hunger and satiety hormones(41).  

During pregnancy, increased metabolic demands and resulting physiological changes 

may serve as a “stress test” to reveal early forms of disease(42). Pregnant people who develop 

GDM that resolves following delivery are at an increased risk of later developing type 2 

diabetes(43,44), and offspring of individuals who had GDM have increased risk of developing 
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chronic cardiometabolic disease(45–47). Thus, prevention or treatment of GDM may reduce 

morbidity in both mothers and offspring. While shift work is a well-established risk factor for 

developing T2D(3,4,48), our findings support the need to further investigate whether shift work 

prior to or during pregnancy is a risk factor for GDM, and to identify potential mitigation 

strategies in those at greatest risk for adverse pregnancy outcomes.  

Sleep timing has previously been shown to be an important factor for adverse pregnancy 

outcomes among individuals in the nuMoM2b cohort, with self-reported late midpoint of sleep 

(>5 AM) associated with preterm birth(21) and GDM(22), and objectively assessed (by 

actigraphy) later sleep midpoint (>5 AM) also associated with GDM(23). Our results build on 

these prior findings by evaluating the contributions of shift work and variability in objective sleep 

timing. Irregular sleep schedules may be a common driver of circadian misalignment in the 

general population, but shift workers likely have even greater variability in sleep schedules due 

to more extreme differences in activity timing on work and non-work days. For example, in the 

Hispanic Community Health Study/ Study of Latinos sleep ancillary study “Sueño”, numerous 

actigraphy measures differ between shift and day workers, with later objective sleep midpoint 

and greater variation in sleep timing among participants working night or irregular shifts(31), 

similar to our findings in pregnant participants.  

Our results are not entirely consistent with the overall evidence between shift work and 

adverse pregnancy outcomes. While our analysis did not support an association with preterm 

birth, rotating shift and night shift work has previously been linked to approximately 13% and 

21% increased odds of preterm birth in systematic reviews and meta-analyses(10,49). 

Additionally, our results differ from those of the one prior study of night shift work and GDM; this 

prospective birth cohort study in Japan reported no increased odds of GDM among fixed night 

shift workers(13). Additionally, although prior studies report associations between rotating shifts 

(50,51) and night shifts and preeclampsia(51–53), our adjusted results do not support an 

association between evening shift work and preeclampsia. There are a number of factors which 
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could contribute to the heterogeneity in results; in particular, many of the prior cohorts were not 

based in the U.S. Some of the discrepancies in findings may be related to different social-

ecological factors linked to shift work during pregnancy. For example, heterogeneity in 

healthcare systems, access to prenatal care, and policies affecting whether someone is able to 

take an occupational leave during pregnancy may modify the associations between shift work 

and health outcomes between countries. Additionally, smaller sample sizes, enrollment of 

participants later in pregnancy or post-pregnancy, differences in parity, adjustment for 

confounders, and differences in exposure measurement and shift work categorization in prior 

studies also could have contributed to between-study differences in effect estimates.  

This study has a number of strengths and limitations which should be taken into 

consideration when interpreting the results. Because of the prospective nature of this cohort and 

enrollment of nulliparous participants during early pregnancy, the design of nuMoM2b is well-

suited to capture adverse pregnancy outcomes. However, information on shift work intensity 

and duration was unavailable, limiting the ability to evaluate dose-response relationships; this 

information would also have been useful to evaluate whether the lower sleep timing variability in 

irregular/rotating shift workers compared to evening shift workers was due to shift rotation 

schedules and/or intensity of rotations. Information on meal timing and chronotype, other 

possible links between shift work and GDM, were also unavailable. However, adjustment for 

BMI or for change in BMI from third to first trimester did not decrease the strength of association 

between evening shift work and GDM, in line with reports of cardiometabolic effects of shift work 

independent of adiposity and BMI(7), suggesting health effects of evening shift work separate 

from BMI. While shift work status was ascertained during the first trimester, the actigraphy 

substudy took place during the second trimester; therefore, it is possible that some of the 

participants who reported a work shift at the beginning of pregnancy left their job position prior 

to actigraphy measurement, leading to misclassification of exposure. Additionally, participants 

included in the analysis had higher overall indicators of socioeconomic status and lower 
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prevalence of adverse pregnancy outcomes compared to those not included, suggesting 

possible limitation of the generalizability of results. Our exploratory mediation analysis was 

conducted in a small sample, and results should be interpreted with caution. Additionally, the 

overall occurrence of GDM in this nulliparous cohort was approximately 3.9%, lower than the 

2016 U.S. nulliparous prevalence of 5.2%(54); while this difference may be due to the exclusion 

criteria and eligibility restrictions (nulliparous), the incidence of GDM is increasing and more 

research is needed to better understand the role of sleep timing in disease pathology. Sleep 

schedules are potentially modifiable, and these findings support further investigation of sleep 

regularity as a possible area for intervention and health promotion during pregnancy. However, 

modifying sleep schedules may be more difficult in the context of shiftwork, requiring a 

consistent later sleep schedule or leaving the non-day shift; in some countries, pregnant people 

are prohibited from working night shifts(8), which may be viewed as controversial and infringing 

on personal freedoms. Therefore, developing guidelines around shiftwork during pregnancy are 

complicated, and a number of factors, such as those recently outlined here(55), must be taken 

into account in addressing related health outcomes. 

  

CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, evening shift work among pregnant people is associated with increased 

odds of developing GDM. When actigraphy measures were compared between different shift 

work categories, pregnant participants who reported working evening shifts or irregular/rotating 

shifts had greater variability in sleep timing compared to day workers. While we are somewhat 

limited by small group sizes in the actigraphy analyses, these findings implicate objectively-

measured sleep timing variability in the causal path between shift work and GDM. Overall, our 

results support the need to further consider sleep and behavior rhythms in cardiometabolic 

disease during pregnancy. Sleep schedules are modifiable and may offer an area for 

 . CC-BY 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 May 25, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.23.22274967doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.23.22274967
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


15 

 

intervention to improve pregnancy outcomes, particularly in people with non-day work shifts. 

Future studies should investigate whether consistent sleep schedules and decreased variability 

in sleep timing may improve cardiometabolic outcomes during pregnancy.  

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

Supported by funding from the National Institutes of Health (NIH-NHLBI T32HL007901 [to DW], 
and R35 HL135818 [to SR]). We acknowledge NICHD DASH for providing the Nulliparous 
Pregnancy Outcomes Study: Monitoring Mothers-to-be data that was used for this research. 
This study was supported by grant funding from the Eunice Kennedy Shriver National Institute 
of Child Health and Human Development (NICHD) and the National Heart, Lung, and Blood 
Institute (NHLBI): U10 HD063036; U10 HD063072; U10 HD063047; U10 HD063037; U10 
HD063041; U10 HD063020; U10 HD063046; U10 HD063048; U10 HD063053; and NHLBI R01 
HL105549. In addition, support was provided by Clinical and Translational Science Institutes: 
UL1TR001108 and UL1TR000153.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 . CC-BY 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 May 25, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.23.22274967doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.23.22274967
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


16

 

Figure 1. Flow chart depicting sample sizes of participants included in the primary and 
secondary analyses.  

   

6 
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Table 1. Demographic and health characteristics of the analytical sample (n=5,192) from the nuMoM2b 
study. 
 All 

participants 
(N=5,191) 

Day 
(N=3,833, 

73.8%) 

Evening 
(N=616, 
11.9%) 

Irregular/ 
Rotating 
(N=743, 
14.3%) 

p-value 

*BMI (mean (SD)) 25.90 (5.77) 25.85 (5.66) 26.47 (6.36)  25.70 (5.81) 0.03 

*Age, years (mean (SD)) 28.35 (5.07) 29.18 (4.78) 25.30 (5.06) 26.62 (5.10) <0.001 

*Pre-pregnancy 
smoking (Yes %) 

735 (14.2) 435 (11.4) 139 (22.6) 161 (21.7) <0.001 

*Race/Ethnicity (%) 
 

    <0.001 

   Asian 210 (4.0) 166 (4.3) 20 (3.2) 24 (3.2)  

   Hispanic 660 (12.7) 441 (11.5) 113 (18.3) 106 (14.3)  

Non-Hispanic Black or 
African-American 

405 (7.8) 235 (6.1) 110 (17.9) 60 (8.1)  

   Non-Hispanic White 3698 (71.2) 2844 (74.2) 340 (55.2) 514 (69.2)  

   Other 218 (4.2) 146 (3.8) 33 (5.4) 39 (5.2)  

Income as % federal 
poverty threshold 
(mean (SD)) 

495.70 
(299.74) 

535.69 
(294.17) 

300.81 
(244.47) 

413.54 
(295.21) 

<0.001 

Income category as % 
federal poverty 
threshold 
 

    <0.001 

>200% 3663 (79.8) 3005 (85.4) 245 (52.6) 413 (68.0)  

100-200% 555 (12.1) 324 (9.2) 125 (26.8) 106 (17.5)  

<100% 373 (8.1) 189 (5.4) 96 (20.6) 88 (14.5)  

Currently in school 
(Yes%) 

1010 (19.5) 637 (16.6) 197 (32.0) 176 (23.7) <0.001 

Education (%) 
 

    <0.001 

   High school or less 514 (9.9) 279 (7.3) 131 (21.3) 104 (14.0)  

   Some college / 
Associate’s 

1382 (26.6) 830 (21.7) 294 (47.7) 258 (34.7)  

   College or more 3294 (63.5) 2722 (71.1) 191 (31.0) 381 (51.3)  

Has a partner (Yes%) 5026 (96.9) 3758 (98.1) 560 (91.1) 708 (95.4) <0.001 

Insurance (Private%)  3420 (89.5) 393 (63.9) 553 (74.9) <0.001 

 

*Adversity (%) 
 

    <0.001 

0 3644 (70.2) 2961 (77.3) 259 (42.0) 424 (57.1)  

1 893 (17.2) 569 (14.8) 156 (25.3) 168 (22.6)  

2 465 (9.0) 218 (5.7) 139 (22.6) 108 (14.5)  

≥3 189 (3.6) 84 (2.2) 62 (10.1) 43 (5.8)  

*Self-reported average 
sleep duration (%) 

    <0.001 

   Short (<7 hours) 774 (15.0) 499 (13.1) 123 (20.0) 152 (20.7)  

   Average (7-9 hours) 3574 (69.2) 2785 (73.0) 320 (52.0) 469 (63.7)  
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   Long (>9 hours) 817 (15.8) 530 (13.9) 172 (28.0) 115 (15.6)  

Preeclampsia (Yes%) 394 (7.6) 274 (7.1) 59 (9.6) 61 (8.2) 0.084 

Preterm birth (Yes%) 342 (6.6) 237 (6.2) 45 (7.3) 60 (8.1) 0.122 

Gestational diabetes 
(Yes%) 

203 (3.9) 144 (3.8) 33 (5.4) 26 (3.5) 0.135 

Variables with an asterisk (*) were included in the final fully adjusted model.  
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Table 2. Associations between shift work categories and adverse pregnancy outcomes. 

Shift Work Categories Crude OR Estimate 
(95% CI) 

Adjusted Model 1 OR* 
Estimate (95% CI) 

Adjusted Model 2 
OR* Estimate (95% 
CI) 

Preeclampsia 
Day (ref) 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Evening  1.38 (1.02-1.84) 1.25 (0.91-1.71) 1.21 (0.87-1.65) 
Irregular/rotating 1.16 (0.86-1.54) 1.16 (0.85-1.55) 1.17 (0.86-1.57) 

Preterm Birth 
Day (ref) 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Evening  1.20 (0.85-1.65) 1.12 (0.78-1.58) 1.10 (0.77-1.56) 
Irregular/rotating 1.33 (0.98-1.78) 1.32 (0.97-1.78) 1.25 (0.91-1.69) 

Gestational Diabetes 
Day (ref) 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Evening  1.45 (0.97-2.11) 1.73 (1.12-2.60) 1.75 (1.12-2.66) 
Irregular/rotating 0.93 (0.59-1.40) 1.08 (0.68-1.64) 1.07 (0.67-1.66) 
Adjusted model 1 included adversity, pre-pregnancy smoking, race/ethnicity, and age as covariates; 
adjusted model 2 contained the same covariates as model 1 in addition to self-reported sleep duration 
and BMI. Analysis included n=3,833 day shift, n=616 evening shift, n=743 irregular/rotating shift 
workers. Estimates with p-values <0.05 are shown in bold.   
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Table 3. Average sleep timing variability (minutes) by work shift category in secondary analysis of 
actigraphy data.  
Coefficients Crude 

Estimate 
(Std Dev) 
of Sleep 
Timing 
Variability 

t-value 
(crude) 

p-value 
(crude) 

Adjusted 
Estimate 
(Std Dev) of 
Sleep 
Timing 
Variability 

t-value 
(adjusted) 

p-value 
(adjusted) 

Intercept 51.889 
(2.99) 

17.37 <2e-16 53.551 
(20.22) 

2.65 0.008 

Evening (n=65) 42.537 
(7.39) 

5.76 1.55e-
08 

47.362 (7.95) 5.96 5.36e-09 

Irregular/rotating 
(n=62) 

21.662 
(7.53) 

2.88 0.004 24.253 (7.96) 3.05 0.003 

Note: Participants with chronic hypertension or diabetes prior to pregnancy were excluded from the 
analysis, for a total of 459 included participants (ref=day shift, n=332). Adjusted models included 
adversity, pre-pregnancy smoking, race/ethnicity, self-reported sleep duration category, age, and BMI as 
covariates. P-values <0.05 are shown in bold.   
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Figure 2. Diagram of mediation analysis results examining whether association between 
evening shift work (binary exposure) and GDM (binary outcome) is mediated by variability in 
objective sleep timing (continuous, minutes). Day workers (n=332) and evening workers (n=65) 
with actigraphy data were compared. Regression coefficients are presented, with path a 
representing the effect of evening shift work on sleep timing variability, path b representing the 
effect of variability in sleep timing on GDM, path c’ representing the direct effect of evening shift 
work on GDM (the average direct effect, ADE), the average causal mediation effect (ACME) 
representing the direct effect of variability in sleep timing on GDM, and path c  representing the 
total effect of evening shift work on GDM when sleep timing variability is included in the model. 
Asterisks represent *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, ns = not significant.  
  

1 
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Supplemental Table 1. Demographic and health characteristics of the available nuMoM2b DASH 
dataset. 
 All  

(N=9,289) 
Excluded 
(N=4,097) 

Included 
(N=5,191) 

p-value 

BMI (mean (SD)) 26.37 (6.34) 26.99 
(6.97) 

25.90 (5.77) <0.001 

Age, years (mean (SD)) 26.91 (5.68) 25.08 
(5.89) 

28.35 (5.07) <0.001 

Pre-pregnancy smoking (N(Yes%)) 1671 (18.0) 936 (22.9) 735 (14.2) <0.001 

Self-reported race/ethnicity (N(%))    <0.001 

   Asian 365 (3.9) 155 (3.8) 210 (4.0)  

   Hispanic 1599 (17.2) 939 (23.0) 660 (12.7)  

   Non-Hispanic Black or African-American 1248 (13.4) 843 (20.6) 404 (7.8)  

   Non-Hispanic White 5595 (60.3) 1897 (46.4) 3698 (71.2)  

   Other 472 (5.1) 254 (6.2) 218 (4.2)  

Income as % federal poverty threshold (mean 
(SD)) 

431.39 
(309.7) 

331.19 
(298.1) 

495.70 
(299.7) 

<0.001 

Income category as % federal poverty 
threshold (N(%)) 

   <0.001 

>200% 5227 (69.3) 1564 (53.1) 3663 (79.8)  

100-200% 1094 (14.5) 539 (18.3) 555 (12.1)  

<100% 1217 (16.1) 844 (28.6) 373 (8.1)  

Currently in school (Yes%) 2258 (24.3) 1248 (30.6) 1010 (19.5)  

Education (N(%))    <0.001 

   High school or less 1850 (20.0) 1336 (32.7) 514 (9.9)  

   Some college / Associate’s 2764 (29.8) 1382 (33.9) 1381 (26.6)  

   College or more 4657 (50.2) 1363 (33.4) 3294 (63.5)  

Has a partner (N(Yes%)) 8738 (94.3) 3712 (91.0) 5025 (96.9) <0.001 

Health insurance (N(Private%)) 6510 (70.6) 2144 (53.1) 4366 (84.4) <0.001 

Cumulative adversity score (N(%))    <0.001 

0 5142 (55.4) 1498 (36.6) 3644 (70.2)  

1 1796 (19.4) 903 (22.1) 892 (17.2)  

2 1530 (16.5) 1065 (26.1) 465 (9.0)  

≥3 811 (8.7) 622 (15.2) 189 (3.6)  

Self-reported average sleep duration (N(%))    <0.001 

   Short (<7 hours) 1071 (15.0) 297 (15.0) 774 (15.0)  

   Average (7-9 hours) 4575 (64.0) 1001 (50.4) 3574 (69.2)  

   Long (>9 hours) 1504 (21.0) 687 (34.6) 817 (15.8)  

Preeclampsia (N(Yes%)) 780 (8.9) 386 (10.8) 393 (7.6) <0.001 

Preterm birth (N(Yes%)) 725 (8.2) 383 (10.6) 341 (6.6) <0.001 

Gestational diabetes (N(Yes%)) 376 (4.3) 173 (4.9) 203 (3.9) 0.029 
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Supplemental Table 2. Demographic and health characteristics of the nuMoM2b participants included in 
the sleep substudy analysis.  
 All  

(N=459) 
Day 

(N=332, 
72.3%) 

Evening 
(N=65, 
14.2%) 

Irregular/ 
Rotating 
(N=62, 
13.5%) 

p-
value 

*BMI (mean (SD)) 25.95 (5.89) 25.91 (5.79) 27.02 (6.51) 25.06 (5.66) 0.167 

*Age, years (mean (SD)) 27.86 (5.18) 28.87 (4.99) 24.97 (5.11) 25.45 (4.30) <0.001 

*Pre-pregnancy smoking 
(Yes %) 

57 (12.4) 34 (10.2) 14 (21.5) 9 (14.5) 0.036 

Self-reported race/ethnicity 
(N(%)) 

    0.046 

   Asian 15 (3.3) 11 (3.3) 3 (4.6) 1 (1.6)  

   Hispanic 48 (10.5) 26 (7.8) 14 (21.5) 8 (12.9)  

Non-Hispanic Black or African-
American 

41 (8.9) 29 (8.7) 8 (12.3) 4 (6.5)  

   Non-Hispanic White 330 (71.9) 249 (75.0) 37 (56.9) 44 (71.0)  

   Other 25 (5.4) 17 (5.1) 3 (4.6) 5 (8.1)  

Income as % federal poverty 
threshold (mean (SD)) 

423.44 
(272.81) 

462.65 
(273.27) 

283.58 
(219.14) 

312.51 
(244.26) 

<0.001 

Income category as % 
federal poverty threshold 
(N(%)) 

    <0.001 

>200% 299 (75.3) 249 (82.5) 23 (51.1) 27 (54.0)    

100-200% 61 (15.4) 33 (10.9) 14 (31.1) 14 (28.0)  

<100% 37 (9.3) 20 (6.6) 8 (17.8) 9 (18.0)  

Currently in school (Yes%) 93 (20.3) 61 (18.4) 18 (27.7) 14 (22.6) 0.206 

Education (N(%))  
 

    <0.001 

   High school or less 42 (9.2) 22 (6.6) 13 (20.0) 7 (11.3)  

   Some college / Associate’s 168 (36.6) 98 (29.5) 38 (58.5) 32 (51.6)  

   College or more 249 (54.2) 212 (63.9) 14 (21.5) 23 (37.1)  

Has a partner (Yes%) 444 (96.7) 328 (98.8) 59 (90.8) 57 (91.9) <0.001 

Insurance (Private%) 389 (84.9) 298 (90.0) 45 (69.2) 46 (74.2) <0.001 

Cumulative adversity score 
(N(%)) 
 

    <0.001 

0 304 (66.2) 252 (75.9) 25 (38.5) 27 (43.5)  

1 104 (22.7) 57 (17.2) 26 (40.0) 21 (33.9)  

2 37 (8.1) 15 (4.5) 9 (13.8) 13 (21.0)  

≥3 14 (3.1) 8 (2.4) 5 (7.7) 1 (1.6)  

Self-reported average sleep 
duration (N(%)) 

 

    0.639 

   Short (<7 hours) 76 (16.6) 55 (16.6) 9 (14.1) 12 (19.4)  

   Average (7-9 hours) 309 (67.6) 222 (67.1) 43 (67.2) 44 (71.0)    

   Long (>9 hours) 72 (15.8) 54 (16.3) 12 (18.8) 6 (9.7)  

Preeclampsia (Yes%) 32 (7.0) 24 (7.2) 5 (7.7) 3 (4.8) 0.771 
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Preterm birth (Yes%) 28 (6.1) 21 (6.3) 4 (6.2) 3 (4.8) 0.904 

Gestational diabetes (Yes%) 19 (4.1) 11 (3.3) 7 (10.8) 1 (1.6) 0.012 
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