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Abstract 20 

Objective 21 

We analyse birth anthropometry of Asian babies and its socioeconomic exposures, develop 22 

gestational age and gender-specific birth anthropometry charts and compare to the widely 23 

used Fenton chart. 24 

Design 25 

Retrospective observational study. 26 

 . 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 (which was not certified by peer review)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 April 2, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.30.22273158doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.30.22273158
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Setting 27 

Department of Neonatology at the National University Hospital in Singapore. 28 

Population or sample 29 

We report data from 52 220 Chinese, Indian and Malay infants, born from 1991-1997 and 30 

from 2010-2017 in Singapore. 31 

Methods 32 

The BW, length and head circumference are each modelled with maternal exposures using 33 

general additive model. Anthropometry charts are built using smoothed centile curve and 34 

compared with Fenton charts using binomial test. 35 

Main outcome measures 36 

BW, head circumference, crown-heel length. 37 

Results 38 

In contrast to the marked differences in birth anthropometry among these ethnic populations, 39 

when exposed to a uniform socioeconomic environment, their intrauterine growth and birth 40 

anthropometry were almost identical. From the gestational age specific anthropometric charts, 41 

until about late prematurity, Asian growth curves, as derived from our cohort, mirrored that 42 

of Fenton’s; thereafter, Asian babies showed a marked reduction in growth velocity.  43 

Conclusions 44 

These findings suggest comparative slowing of intrauterine growth among Asian babies 45 

towards term gestation. This phenomenon may be explained by two possible postulations, 46 
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firstly, restrictive effects of a smaller uterus of shorter Asian women towards term and 47 

secondly, early maturation and senescence of fetoplacental unit among Asians. In clinical 48 

practice the new birth anthropometry charts will more accurately identify true fetal growth 49 

restriction as well as true postnatal growth failure in preterm infants when applied to the 50 

appropriate population. 51 

Funding 52 

Singapore Population Health Improvement Centre (NMRC/CG/C026/2017_NUHS). 53 

Keywords  54 

Gestational growth/ Foetal growth/ Anthropometric chart/ Birthweight/ Socioeconomic 55 

disparities/ Maternal health/ Singapore/ Centile curve/ Term gestation/ Quantile regression 56 
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Introduction 58 

Birth anthropometry, especially birth weight (BW), is an important determinant of childhood 59 

and future adult health 1–11. The developmental origins of health and disease theory posits that 60 

neonates with lower BW are at greater risk of perinatal mortality 12 and chronic conditions in 61 

later life such as type-2 diabetes 1,2, obesity 3–5, cardiovascular diseases 6, hypertension 7,8, 62 

certain cancers 9, poor neurocognitive development 10,11, and mental disorders 13. Significant 63 

differences in BW and low BW incidence have been found among different countries and 64 

ethnicities 14–16. Although such differences may be the result of modifiable exposures such as 65 

maternal nutrition 17, perinatal care 18, socioeconomic disparities 18, or smoking 19,20, some of 66 

the variability may have its origins in genetic differences 21. Because standard growth charts 67 

were developed in populations in which European ancestry predominates, if these references 68 

are used as norms for babies with non-European ancestry, it is possible that babies of non-69 

European ancestry that are of normal size for their ethnic heritage may erroneously be 70 

classified as small for gestational age, or as having microcephaly. 71 

The three main population centers of Asia—East, South East, and South—which as a group 72 

contain about half of the world’s population, display striking differences in BW: neonates 73 

weigh 3200g in China on average, 2900g in Indonesia, and between 2600g and 2800g in 74 

India 14. Singapore, a city state off the southern tip of the Malay peninsula, is a microcosm of 75 

Asia as a whole, with a Chinese majority and large minorities of Indians and Malays. 76 

Although there remain socio-economic 22 and health 23 disparities between Singaporeans of 77 

these three ethnic groups, these differences are much less pronounced than between people in 78 

territorial China, India and Singapore’s neighbors in the Malay Archipelago. Singaporean 79 

birth cohorts thus provide two unique opportunities: firstly, a controlled opportunity to 80 

quantify differences in birth anthropometry between East, South East and South Asians, and, 81 
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secondly, given the high per capita income and excellent health outcomes in Singapore 24, to 82 

compare norms of birth anthropometry among Asians to international, i.e. European, levels. 83 

To this end, we investigated the epidemiology of birth anthropometry of all 52 220 infants 84 

born at Singapore’s National University Hospital over the period 1991-1997 and 2010-2017, 85 

with the twin objectives of investigating determinants of birth anthropometry and 86 

investigating differences between local and international growth charts.  87 

  88 
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Methods  89 

Population 90 

We extracted information from a database of a birth screening program originally intended to 91 

investigate birth defects 25. All infants (n = 52 220) born in 1991-1997 and 2010-2017 at 92 

National University Hospital, Singapore were included. The institutional review board 93 

(National Healthcare Group Domain Specific Review Board) approved waiver of informed 94 

consent for the current study as this was a retrospective study using anonymised data (NHG 95 

DSRB Ref: 2018/00389). 96 

Birth anthropometry  97 

All birth anthropometry measurements were recorded by trained hospital staff. BW was 98 

measured using calibrated digital weighing scales accurate to the nearest gram. Head 99 

circumference (HC) was measured by using the occipitofrontal circumference with a non-100 

stretchable measuring tape. Length was measured from the top of the head to the soles of the 101 

feet using a stadiometer to the nearest centimetre. Gestational age was determined by early 102 

ultrasound dating or by last menstrual period. Gender-specific birth anthropometry charts 103 

were constructed for the cohort. 104 

Determinants of fetal growth 105 

Trained interviewers collected data using structured questionnaires. The data fields included 106 

household income, maternal education, existing maternal diabetes mellitus (DM), smoking, 107 

alcohol consumption, and coffee intake. Maternal height, blood pressure, and hemoglobin 108 

value were collected from clinical record at delivery. Hypertension was determined as having 109 

a blood pressure greater than 140/90 mmHg. Anaemia was defined as haemoglobin level less 110 
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than 11 g/dL. Variables for determinants of fetal growth that were available for both cohorts 111 

were gestational age, gender, maternal ethnicity, number of births, birth order and maternal 112 

diabetes. Data on maternal age, height, hypertension, anemia, education, duration of marriage, 113 

household income, smoking, alcohol and coffee intake were available only for  1991-1997 114 

cohort. 115 

Statistical analysis  116 

Possible erroneous data entry, measurement, or recording of BW, head circumference and 117 

crown-heel length were excluded from analysis by z score fences with five standard 118 

deviations, after excluding non-positive entries. Based on general medical experience, we 119 

cleaned up covariates outside chosen boundaries by replacing the values with NA to avoid 120 

impact of outliers in analysis: gestational age (<23 or > 42 weeks), maternal age (<10 years), 121 

maternal height (<138 or >200 cm), systolic blood pressure (< 70 or > 250 mm Hg), diastolic 122 

blood pressure (<40 or > 180 mm Hg), haemoglobin level (0 or > 40 g/dL).  123 

All statistical analyses were carried out by a trained statistician (one of the authors). For each 124 

response variable (BW, head circumference, crown-heel length), we first fitted general linear 125 

regression model for single covariates (sex of child, maternal race, number of births, birth 126 

order, gestational DM, hypertension, anaemia, household income, maternal education, 127 

smoking, alcohol, daily coffee consumption, coffee consumption during  pregnancy, maternal 128 

age, and maternal height), and then compared that with a general additive model with 129 

combined covariates, including gestational age. 130 

In the image of Fenton 2013 growth charts 26, we created growth charts using generalized 131 

additive models for location, scale and shape27 using the gamlss package in R 28. We used 132 

natural cubic splines on gestational age and assumed a Gaussian distributional family to 133 
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produce smoothed estimates of the centile curves at the 3rd, 10th, 50th, 90th and 97th 134 

percentiles; this was repeated for different demographic strata (sex and ethnicity). Reference 135 

centile curves for each week of gestational age were derived from the cpeg-gcep website 136 

implementation of the Fenton chart 29. We tested differences in the aforementioned centiles 137 

of BW, head circumference and birth length at each gestational week between the two 138 

cohorts. Specifically, the measurement corresponding to a given Fenton centile was used to 139 

classify the Singapore data as above or below target, and the Fenton centile used as the 140 

hypothesized proportion below target for the Singapore data in a binomial test.  141 

  142 
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Results  143 

Baseline characteristics are presented in Table 1. Participants in combined cohort included 25 144 

017 female (48%) and 27 203 male (52%) births, which is in accordance with the elevated 145 

sex ratio at birth in Singapore 30. The ethnic breakdown consisted of 22 248 Chinese (43%), 146 

16 006 Malay (31%), 8 543 Indian (16%) and 5 423 of other races (10%). Based on either the 147 

1991-1997 cohort or combined cohort, Figure 1a presents mean BW by demographics, parity, 148 

maternal comorbidities, and risk factors [analogies for length (Figure 1b) and HC (Figure 149 

1c)]. In the combined cohort, mean BW was 3103g (95% CI: 3096, 3109), 3075g (95% CI: 150 

3067, 3083) and 3052g (95% CI: 3041, 3062), for Chinese, Malays and Indians, respectively. 151 

Maternal education and household income were associated with birth anthropometry in a 152 

gradient-dependent manner. Babies born to mothers with university education were likely to 153 

be heavier by 109g (95% CI 89, 130) as compared to mothers with primary education. 154 

Similarly, there was a difference of 91g (95% CI 74, 108) in mean BW between children 155 

whose households had an income more than $3000 as compared to ones below $1500. In 156 

univariate analysis, maternal ethnicity, birth order, household income, maternal education, 157 

age, height, DM, hypertension, anaemia, smoking, alcohol, were all associated with BW, HC, 158 

and length (Figure 1). 159 

Table 2 shows the results of univariate and multivariate analysis for the association between 160 

each determinant factor and birth measurements. Based on combined cohort and after 161 

adjustment for confounders, Malay and Indian babies were slightly lighter than Chinese (by -162 

22g, 95% CI: -30, -14 for Malay, by -33g, 95% CI: -42, -23 for Indian). Boys were heavier 163 

than girls (by 107g, 95% CI 100, 113). Multiple births had lower BW than singletons (−320g, 164 

95% CI: −343, −298). Increasing birth order was associated with higher BW. Babies in 2010-165 

2017 cohort were heavier than 1991-1997 cohort (by 12g, 95%CI: 5, 19). Mothers with 166 
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gestational DM have heavier babies (by 97g, 95% CI: 86, 107), but hypertension and anaemia 167 

were not significantly associated with BW after adjustment. Mothers who smoked during 168 

pregnancy had infants with lower BW than those who never smoked (by -116g; 95% CI: -180, 169 

-51). There was no significant difference in BW between mothers who were ex- or non-170 

smokers. Mothers with alcohol and coffee intake did not show significant differences in their 171 

children’s BW. BW increased by 135g (95% CI:125,145) for every additional 10cm in 172 

maternal height. Similar to BW, our cohort’s length and HC had statistically significant 173 

association with ethnicity, sex, number of births, birth order, DM, household income, 174 

maternal education, height, and smoking (Table 2).  175 

Growth charts for BW, length and HC from the combined cohort constructed using quantile 176 

regression are presented in Figure 2 alongside the comparable quantiles from the Fenton 177 

study. There was a striking similarity in the distributions of the three anthropometrics among 178 

ours and Fenton’s data up to gestational age of 37 weeks. However, after 37 weeks, these 179 

trajectories diverged markedly, with statistically significant differences between all  five 180 

reference quantiles (3rd, 10th, median, 90th, 97th). These deviations were more pronounced in 181 

the higher reference quantiles (97th and 90th) as compared to lower ones (10th and 3rd). These 182 

deviations cannot be solely explained by the fact that Fenton charts were likely smoothened 183 

beyond the term gestation to match postnatal growth. In particular, the growth velocity of 184 

babies in our cohort decelerates starting around 36 weeks gestation as they approach term 185 

compared to the analogous Fenton data. Until about late prematurity growth curves from our 186 

cohort mirror that of Fenton’s signifying similar rate and magnitude of intrauterine growth 187 

between European and Asian babies. 188 

  189 
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Discussion 190 

Main Findings  191 

Our study presents the relationship between birth anthropometry and its contributing factors 192 

among three ethnic groups in Singapore using birth cohort data from 1991-1997 and 2010-193 

2017. It is important to establish ethnic differences in birth anthropometry because these 194 

parameters are often used to judge the status of maternal and child health in the community.  195 

Racial differences in BW, incidence of low BW babies and prematurity rates have been 196 

demonstrated in the United States31. Although this particular study argued against the 197 

influence of genetic factors governing lower BW among American-born blacks compared to 198 

African-born blacks and believed social and maternal health factors were responsible for the 199 

observed differences,  a large cohort of over 10 million births demonstrated that BW and 200 

neonatal mortality among non-Hispanic whites and Hispanics were similar but non-Hispanic 201 

blacks had significantly lower BW and higher neonatal mortality32. This effect cannot be 202 

explained by socioeconomic and environmental influence alone. In the Asian context, a 203 

WHO study 14 showed marked difference in BW among ethnic Chinese, Indian and 204 

Indonesian populations residing in their country of origin. Our findings concur with the claim, 205 

as the differences in BW between Singapore’s three main ethnicities in the combined cohort 206 

were significant (though of a small magnitude), with Indians and Malays being lighter than 207 

Chinese (by −33g, 95% CI: −42, −23, by -22, 95% CI: -30, -14 respectively) after controlling 208 

for important confounders (sex of child, number of births, birth order, diabetes) . Interestingly, 209 

the difference among ethnicities was not apparent in 1991 – 1997 cohort, with Indians 210 

showing marginally lower BW than Chinese (−27g, 95% CI: −48, −6) and there was no 211 

difference between Chinese and Malays before adjustment. After controlling for important 212 

confounders, there were no significant difference between Chinese and Indians, and only 213 
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small difference (+40g, 95% CI: 26, 53) between Malays and Chinese. As a result, one may 214 

postulate that the large reported difference in birth anthropometry between these three Asian 215 

ethnicities in their country of origin 14 were due to environmental factors including 216 

socioeconomic status (SES) and perinatal care rather than genetic factors.  217 

Consistent with previous research 18,33–37, we found BW to be associated with maternal height, 218 

household income, maternal education, smoking during pregnancy, existing DM and parity. 219 

These remained significant after adjustment in multivariate models. After adjusting for 220 

confounders, household income and maternal education were independently associated with 221 

birth anthropometry even in a high-income country like Singapore (1991 per capita GDP of 222 

~USD15 000 ranked Singapore 24th highest in the world 38). Other SES-related factors which 223 

were not studied here such as maternal nutrition, psychosocial health, workload, and perinatal 224 

care might also mediate the relationship between SES and birth anthropometry.  225 

Interpretation  226 

BW at term in our population was substantially lower than international standards (e.g., 227 

female infant at 40 weeks with a BW at 50th percentile: Fenton 3415g, Singapore 3220g) 228 

despite Singapore’s generally excellent maternal and child health indicators and 229 

socioeconomic standing. Our growth curves for the distribution of birth anthropometrics 230 

(Figure 2) showed that, until 37 weeks gestational age, Asian babies grew in a remarkably 231 

similar fashion as those reported in the seminal Fenton charts but there was a significant and 232 

marked divergence after this. This may suggest the initiation of growth restriction at a 233 

consistent point in gestation in this cohort. We postulate that this restriction from the 234 

gestational age of 37 weeks may result from anatomical constraints due to the generally 235 

smaller Asian height, pelvic and uterine size. This postulation is supported by previous 236 

studies that indicated the shorter average gestational length by 1 week in Asian than Western 237 
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pregnancies 39,40, and the shorter gestation associated with shorter maternal height 33,41–43. The 238 

shorter gestational length in Asian pregnancies is plausibly explained by the earlier 239 

maturation and senescence of the feto-placental unit in relation to maternal pelvic size 33,41–43 240 

or a shorter cervical length 44.  These findings may suggest that Asian normal gestational 241 

length might be shorter than that of European mothers as an evolutionary adaptation to 242 

smaller size. If it is indeed true that gestational length is race or ethnicity specific—a 243 

hypothesis that deserves further evaluation—we may need to change the definition of “term 244 

gestation” using ethnic-specific cut-off points. This proposal would potentially affect our 245 

clinical management, including the timing of delivery, classification of prematurity as well as 246 

perinatal management individualised to race or ethnicity. Separately our new birth 247 

anthropometry charts will impact clinical practice by more accurately defining normality in 248 

BW, length and head circumference. For example bedside glucose screening rates for at-risk 249 

infants will likely change as there would be fewer babies being labelled as small-for-250 

gestational age (SGA)45–47. Surveillance for microcephaly was one key clinical characteristic 251 

used for detection of congenital Zika infection. Local HC charts would be needed for such a 252 

purpose48–50. Postnatal growth failure (PNGF), defined as a body weight below the 10th 253 

percentile or a temporal weight loss of more than 1 or 2 standard deviation (SD) after birth, is 254 

seen commonly in infants born very preterm and affects their future neurodevelopment51,52. 255 

The use of growth charts appropriate for a particular population is thus useful for timely 256 

identification of PNGF and applying early nutritional intervention53–55.  257 

Strengths and Limitations 258 

The strength of this study lies in the availability of a detailed and accurate database which 259 

allowed the examination of population data of three major Asian ethnicities. A comparatively 260 

uniform exposure to socioeconomic, cultural and healthcare influences of developed world 261 
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standards allowed a level playing field for both inter-ethnic comparisons. This model 262 

provided a unique opportunity to unmask influences of genetic potential on fetal growth 263 

without being heavily confounded by external factors. A wide range of prenatal and perinatal 264 

determinants of fetal growth such as socio-economic status and maternal lifestyle factors 265 

(smoking, alcohol, and coffee intake) could be studied, variables which are sometimes not 266 

accurately captured in big population-based studies. 267 

Our cohorts from 1991–97 and 2010-17 allow comparison to the original cohort used to 268 

develop the widely used Fenton chart (of 1991–2007, and revised in 2013 26). Biological 269 

factors may not have changed much in the 2 decades that separate our 2 cohorts. However, 270 

SES, health care practices, management of high-risk pregnancy and maternal behavior have 271 

changed over the last two decades in Singapore. Some studies have demonstrated improving 272 

socioeconomic environment as well as increased maternal Body Mass Index (BMI), 273 

gestational weight gain, increased maternal height, less maternal smoking during pregnancy, 274 

and higher maternal education level to be responsible for progressive increase in BW 56–60. 275 

Contrary to this, several developed countries have reported a progressive decline in BW 276 

among the 21st century babies59–61. This is likely multifactorial and possible causes could be 277 

attributable to changes in obstetric practices, increased proportion of pregnancies with 278 

maternal comorbidities and changes in maternal demographics resulting in earlier births and 279 

smaller babies59–61. The adjusted differences in BW, length and head circumference were 280 

small but significantly different between our 2 cohorts, with the newer cohort being slightly 281 

larger. We are currently comparing more detailed data between the 2 cohorts to unravel the 282 

underlying reasons. 283 

Conclusion 284 
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This study of birth anthropometry and its contributing factors among three Asian ethnic 285 

groups in Singapore showed that, contrary to published data, the three main maternal 286 

ethnicities among our population did not appear to be a strong predictor of birth 287 

anthropometry after controlling for other determinants like health, education and 288 

socioeconomic demographics. We also detected an apparent slowing of intrauterine growth 289 

velocity after 37 weeks gestation when comparing with international standards (Fenton), and 290 

as such the latter growth charts may not be appropriate for Singaporeans and perhaps Asians 291 

in general. We postulate that this observed apparent growth restriction in our cohort during 292 

the later weeks of pregnancy may be due to small Asian uterine and pelvic size, and early 293 

maturation and senescence of the feto-placental unit. Thus as a developmental adaptation, the 294 

normal Asian gestational length may well be slightly shorter than that in ethnic Europeans. 295 

Our data from a defined geopolitical area with stable racial and ethnic demography exposed 296 

to relatively uniform and high quality health, nutrition, socioeconomic factors forms an 297 

important baseline for future studies on developmental origins of health and diseases as well 298 

as for studying intergenerational trends. Our new growth charts allow more accurate 299 

determination of abnormality in birth size for the Asian population and has the potential to 300 

bring about better patient care practices.    301 
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Table 1: Basic characteristics of the study population (1991-1997 cohort n = 21 897, combined cohort n = 485 

52 220). Gestational age is defined as follows: Extremely preterm: to 276/7 weeks, Very preterm: 280/7 to 316/7 486 

weeks, Moderately preterm: 320/7 to 336/7 weeks, Late preterm: 340/7 to 366/7 weeks, Early term: 370/7 weeks to 487 

386/7 weeks, Full term: 390/7 weeks to 406/7 weeks, Late term: 410/7 weeks to 416/7 weeks, Post term: 420/7 weeks 488 

and beyond. 489 

 
1991-1997 cohort Combined cohort 

  Count Percent Count Percent 
Sex of child     

 Female 10319 47% 25017 48% 

Male 11578 53% 27203 52% 

Maternal race     

Chinese 10485 48% 22248 43% 

Indian 2811 13% 8543 16% 

Malay 7621 35% 16006 31% 

Others 980 4% 5423 10% 

Gestational term     

Extremely preterm 31 0% 122 0% 

Very preterm 166 1% 428 1% 

Moderately preterm 214 1% 475 1% 

Late preterm 1368 6% 3506 7% 

Early term 6523 30% 18593 36% 

Full term 10931 50% 25040 48% 

Late term 2128 10% 3393 6% 

Post-term 536 2% 663 1% 

Maternal age group   

 <26 4216 19%   
 26~30 8486 39%   
 31~35 6729 31%   
 >35 2466 11%   
 Maternal height group   

 <151 3555 16%   
 151~155 6606 30%   
 156~160 7395 34%   
 >160 4341 20%   
 Household income     
 <$1500 6092 28%   
 $1500~$3000 7170 33%   
 >$3000 8635 39%   
  490 

  491 
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Table 2: Multivariate analysis of the association between birth anthropometry and determinant factors in 492 

Singapore (1991-1997 cohort n = 21 897 in the upper part of table and  marked with *, combined cohort n 493 

= 52 220 in the lower part of table). Adjusted models account for gestational age using multivariate general 494 

additive model. In 1991-1997 cohort, model is adjusted for sex of child, number of births, birth order, maternal 495 

race, and diabetes, the effects of which are omitted. CI: confidential interval. Differences significant at � � 0.05 496 

are highlighted in bold. 497 

 BW difference 
(g) (95% CI) 

Adjusted BW 
difference (g) 
(95% CI) 

Birth length 
difference (cm) 
(95% CI) 

Adjusted Birth 
length difference 
(cm) (95% CI) 

Head 
circumference 
difference (cm) 
(95% CI) 

Adjusted Head 
circumference 
difference (cm) 
(95% CI) 

Hypertension* 

No Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

Yes −89 (−107, −72) −13 (−27, 1) −0.4 (−0.5, −0.3) −0.1 (−0.1, 0.0) −0.2 (−0.2, −0.1) 0.0 (−0.1, 0.0) 

Haemoglobin* 

Non-anemia Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

Anemia −37 (−51, −23) −10 (−21, 1) −0.1 (−0.2, 0.0) −0.1 (−0.1, 0.0) −0.1 (−0.1, 0.0) 0.0 (−0.1, 0.0) 

Household income in Singapore dollar* (1SGD ≈ 0.74USD) 

>$3000 Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

<$1500 −91(−108, −74) −27 (−45, −9) −0.6 (−0.7, −0.5) −0.1 (−0.2, 0.0) −0.3 (−0.4, −0.3) −0.1 (−0.2, −0.1) 

$1500~$3000 −53 (−69, −37) −16 (−31, −1) −0.4 (−0.4, −0.3) −0.1 (−0.2, 0.0) −0.2 (−0.2, −0.1) −0.1 (−0.1, 0.0) 

Maternal education* 

Primary school Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

O Level (1/2 
subjects) 

34 (7, 60) −5 (−25, 16) 0.2 (0.1, 0.3) 0.0 (−0.1, 0.1) 0.1 (0.0, 0.2) 0.0 (−0.1, 0.1) 

O Level (>3 
subjects) 

42 (25, 59) 12 (−3, 27) 0.2 (0.1, 0.3) 0.1 (0.0, 0.1) 0.2 (0.1, 0.2) 0.1 (0.0, 0.1) 

A Level 72 (47, 96) 14 (−7, 36) 0.5 (0.3, 0.6) 0.1 (0.0, 0.2) 0.2 (0.1, 0.3) 0.1 (0.0, 0.1) 

Polytechnic/ 
Teachers' 
College 

79 (46, 111) 29 (1, 57) 0.5 (0.3, 0.7) 0.1 (0.0, 0.2) 0.2 (0.1, 0.3) 0.1 (0.0, 0.2) 

Tertiary 
education 

109 (89, 130) 33 (12, 54) 0.7 (0.6, 0.8) 0.1 (0.0, 0.2) 0.4 (0.3, 0.4) 0.1 (0.1, 0.2) 

Smoking* 

No Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

Ex-smoker −51 (−141, 39) −66 (−141, 9) −0.3 (−0.7, 0.2) −0.5 (−0.9, −0.1) −0.1 (−0.4, 0.2) −0.2 (−0.4, 0.1) 

Yes −163 (−237, −89) −116 (−180, −51) −0.8 (−1.2, −0.5) −0.5 (−0.8, −0.2) −0.4 (−0.6, −0.2) −0.3 (−0.5, −0.1) 

Alcohol* 

No Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

Social 81 (24, 138) 36 (−10, 83) 0.5 (0.2, 0.8) 0.2 (0.0, 0.4) 0.3 (0.1, 0.5) 0.2 (0.0, 0.4) 

Regular 18 (−161, 197) −8 (−153, 137) −0.2 (−1.1, 0.7) −0.2 (−0.9, 0.5) 0.1 (−0.5, 0.6) 0.1 (−0.4, 0.6) 

Coffee /day* 
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0 Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

1 24 (8, 40) 2 (−17, 20) 0.1 (0.0, 0.2) 0.0 (−0.1, 0.1) 0.1 (0.0, 0.1) 0.0 (−0.1, 0.1) 

2 39 (14, 64) 5 (−19, 28) 0.1 (0.0, 0.2) 0.1 (−0.1, 0.2) 0.1 (0.0, 0.2) 0.00 (−0.1, 0.1) 

>=3 26 (−8, 60) −7 (−36, 22) 0.1 (−0.1, 0.2) 0.0 (−0.2, 0.1) 0.0 (−0.1, 0.1) 0.0 (−0.1, 0.1) 

Coffee in pregnancy* 

No Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

Yes 25 (10, 40) −5 (−24, 13) 0.0 (0.0, 0.1) −0.1 (−0.2, 0.0) 0.1 (0.0, 0.1) 0.0 (−0.1, 0.1) 

Duration married* 

/10y increase 96 (79, 112) −5 (−24, 14) 0.2 (0.1, 0.3) 0.0 (−0.1, 0.1) 0.4 (0.3, 0.4) 0.0 (0.0, 0.1) 

Maternal age* 

/10y increase 60 (47, 74) 39 (24, 53) 0.3 (0.2, 0.3) 0.2 (0.1, 0.3) 0.3 (0.2, 0.3) 0.2 (0.1, 0.2) 

Maternal height* 

/10cm increase 129 (118, 141) 135 (125, 145) 0.7 (0.7, 0.8) 0.7 (0.6, 0.7) 0.3 (0.3, 0.4) 0.3 (0.3, 0.4) 

Sex of child 

Female Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

Male 88 (79, 96) 107 (100, 113) 0.53 (0.48, 0.58) 0.63 (0.59, 0.66) 0.39 (0.36, 0.42) 0.44 (0.41, 0.46) 

Number of births 

1 Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

>1 -791 (-818, -764) -320 (-343, -298) -3.91 (-4.06, -
3.77) 

-1.54 (-1.65, -
1.42) 

-1.38 (-1.47, -
1.29) 

-0.28 (-0.36, -
0.20) 

Birth order 

1 Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

2 58 (48, 68) 79 (71, 87) 0.07 (0.01, 0.12) 0.20 (0.16, 0.24) 0.22 (0.18, 0.25) 0.29 (0.26, 0.32) 

3 86 (73, 98) 109 (99, 119) -0.05 (-0.12, 
0.02) 

0.26 (0.20, 0.31) 0.22 (0.17, 0.26) 0.39 (0.35, 0.42) 

>3 54 (35, 72) 123 (108, 137) -0.22 (-0.32, -
0.12) 

0.34 (0.26, 0.42) 0.17 (0.11, 0.23) 0.44 (0.38, 0.49) 

Maternal race 

Chinese Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

Indian -51 (-64, -38) -33 (-42, -23) -0.01 (-0.08, 
0.05) 

-0.07 (-0.12, -
0.02) 

-0.03 (-0.07, 
0.01) 

-0.10 (-0.14, -
0.07) 

Malay -28 (-38, -17) -22 (-30, -14) -0.46 (-0.52, -
0.41) 

-0.40 (-0.45, -
0.36) 

-0.15 (-0.18, -
0.11) 

-0.15 (-0.18, -
0.12) 

Others 66 (51, 81) 77 (66, 89) 0.48 (0.40, 0.56) 0.27 (0.21, 0.33) 0.37 (0.32, 0.42) 0.19 (0.15, 0.24) 

Diabetes 

No Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

Yes 41 (27, 54) 97 (86, 107) 0.17 (0.09, 0.24) 0.29 (0.24, 0.34) 0.22 (0.18, 0.26) 0.25 (0.22, 0.29) 

Cohort       

1990 Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference Reference 

2010 -36 (-45, -28) 12 (5, 19) 0.67 (0.63, 0.72) 0.84 (0.80, 0.87) 0.51 (0.48, 0.54) 0.61 (0.59, 0.64) 
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Figure 1: Univariate analysis of the association between BW (a), length (b) and head circumference (c) 499 

and determinants in Singapore. Lines are 95% confidence intervals. (cohort 1990-1997 n=21 897 for subplots 500 

a, b and c; combined cohort n=52 220 for shaded subplots d, e and f) 501 

 502 
Figure 2: Smoothened centile charts of BW, birth length and head circumference for boys and girls by 503 

gestational age in weeks with comparison to international standard. Pink and blue shades for girls and boys 504 

show the 5 centiles calculated based on observed data points in grey, compared with baseline curves from 505 

Fenton 2013 (blue and red for female and male babies respectively). Differences in centile positions between 506 

Singapore cohort and Fenton 2013 are tested by binomial test in each gestational week separately, with 507 

significant differences marked in yellow. 508 

 509 

Figure 3a: Singapore Birth Anthropometry Charts for boys. The 5 centiles curves are extracted from Figure 510 

2 (b), (d), (f), presented in a similar fashion as Fenton 2013 for clinical reference.  511 

Figure 3b: Singapore Birth Anthropometry Charts for girls. The 5 centiles curves are extracted from Figure 512 

2 (a), (c), (e), presented in a similar fashion as Fenton 2013 for clinical reference.  513 

 514 
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