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Abstract

Background: Maternal stress during pregnancy has been associated with adverse pregnancy and
birth outcomes. Aiming to reduce maternal stress and to improve pregnancy and birth outcomes,
different relaxation interventions have been tested during pregnancy. This systematic review and
meta-analysis was conducted on studies that have tested relaxation interventions to improve

maternal wellbeing, and pregnancy and birth outcomes in various settings.

Method: A systematic search of PubMed, EMBASE Classic + EMBASE (Ovid), MEDLINE In-
Process and Non-Indexed Citations, MEDLINE Daily, and MEDLINE (Ovid), Cumulative Index
to Nursing & Allied Health Plus (CINAHL via EBSCO) and Cochrane library databases was
conducted to identify studies on stress reduction relaxation interventions in pregnant women.
The outcomes of interest were maternal mental health (stress, anxiety, and depression),
pregnancy outcomes (gestational age, labor duration and mode of delivery) and birth outcomes
(birth weight, APGAR score and term or preterm delivery). Randomized controlled trials or
quasi-experimental studies with stress reduction relaxation interventions during pregnancy and
ever published in English globally were eligible for inclusion. Studies with interventions in high-
risk pregnancies, those including psychotropic medications, or interventions at the onset of labor
and delivery were excluded. All studies were screened for quality and risk of bias. We conducted
meta-analyses, using random-effects models, for three outcomes for which there was sufficient

information: maternal depressive symptoms, perceived maternal stress; and birth weight.

Result: Nineteen studies were eligible for analysis. The studies sampled 2395 pregnant women,
mostly aged between 18 and 39 years. The interventions applied were yoga therapy, music
therapy, progressive muscular relaxation (PMR)/guided imagery/deep breathing exercises,
mindfulness or hypnosis. The meta-analyses showed that the interventions were effective in
improving maternal depressive symptoms (-2.5 points, [95% confidence interval (CI) -3.6, -1.3]) and
stress symptoms (-4.1 points, [95% CI -8.1, -0.1]) during pregnancy. There was no effect of the
interventions overall on birth weight (45 g, 95% CI -56, 146); however, PMR in two studies
increased birth weight (181 g, 95% CI 25, 338) whereas music therapy and yoga had no benefit.
Narrative syntheses of outcomes that were not amenable to meta-analysis indicated beneficial
effects of music interventions on APGAR score (n=4 studies) and gestational age at birth (n=2

studies). Interventions were also reported to significantly increase spontaneous mode of delivery
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n=3 studies) and decrease the rate of instrumental virginal delivery by 5%, caesarcan section b
g ry by y

20% and duration of labor (n=2 study).

Discussion: Adverse life experience during pregnancy impairs the normal adaptive changes
supposed to maintain normal homeostasis during pregnancy and results in increased risk of
stress, anxiety and depression. This imbalance results in increased stress hormone in the
maternal-fetal circulation which is harmful to the mother and her fetus leading for adverse
pregnancy and birth outcomes. Stress reduction relaxation intervention restores the normal
homeostasis in pregnancy and improves normal biological and psychological wellbeing and

consequently improves pregnancy and birth outcomes.

Conclusion: In addition to benefits for mothers, relaxation interventions hold some promise for

improving newborn outcomes; therefore, this approach strongly merits further research.

Key words: Relaxation; intervention; pregnant, women; newborn; systematic review; meta-

analysis
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Introduction

Mental wellbeing is a state whereby a person realizes his/her own abilities, can function
productively, and can cope with normal daily stressors [1]. Maternal stress and disturbances in
mental wellbeing are common problems during pregnancy and after childbirth [2]. The mental
wellbeing of pregnant women can be challenged by the physiological, psychological and social
and role changes during pregnancy, and may be aggravated or mitigated by the level of personal
and social support [3]. Risk factors for symptoms of stress during pregnancy include poor social
and financial support, fear/worry about pregnancy and birth outcomes, previous bad obstetric
experiences, physiological changes of pregnancy, and the change in role associated with
motherhood [2—4]. Empirical evidence suggest that 15-25% of women experience high levels of
anxiety or depressive symptoms during pregnancy [2,3]. The estimate for the magnitude of
prenatal depression and anxiety in low- and middle-income countries also falls within the same

range [5-7].

Maternal stress during pregnancy increases adverse pregnancy and birth outcomes [3,8], such as
maternal poor mental health, premature delivery, low birth weight (LBW), as well as increasing
the risk of maternal and neonatal mortality [3,9]. Many risks for under-five malnutrition
originate in prenatal life, and LBW affects approximately 15% of infants, mostly in low- and
middle-income countries (LMICs) [9,10]. Early life malnutrition is a risk for later life abdominal
adiposity, obesity and non-communicable disease (NCD) in countries undergoing nutrition
transition [9]. The effect of psychological stress during pregnancy on neonatal birth outcomes
was reported among women of different ethnic, socio-economic and cultural backgrounds [11—
13]. Prenatal maternal stress symptoms adversely influence not only fetal growth and
development but also the physical and mental health, and neuro-behavioral development of the

offspring [14].

Various interventions, including psychotropic medication, counseling and psychosocial support,
as well as relaxation therapies, have been tested to improve the psychological wellbeing of
pregnant women. However, no comprehensive review was available to show the synthesized
evidence on the effectiveness of relaxation interventions on maternal and neonatal outcomes.

This paper therefore aimed to synthesize evidence on the effects of relaxation interventions on
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stress during pregnancy (self-report, physiological or biochemical) and maternal and neonatal

outcomes.

Methods

Protocol and registration

The protocol for this review was registered at PROSPERO International prospective register of
systematic reviews and can be accessed at:

https://www.crd.york.ac.uk/prospero/display_record.php?ID=CRD42020187443

Article Selection

The review process followed the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Review and Meta-
Analysis (PRISMA) guideline [15]. To identify relevant articles, a three-step search strategy was
employed. In the first step, key free text and MeSH terms were identified and developed, and
then a comprehensive search was conducted using the following five databases: PubMed,
EMBASE Classic + EMBASE (Ovid), MEDLINE in-process and non-indexed citations,
MEDLINE daily, and MEDLINE (Ovid), Cumulative Index to Nursing & Allied Health Plus
(CINAHL via EBSCO), Cochrane library. In addition, a manual search was conducted to identify
further additional relevant studies from the reference lists of identified studies. Unpublished and

grey literatures were excluded.

The search terms were developed based on the population (“Pregnant women” OR “pregnancy”
OR “prenatal” OR “prenatal care” OR “mother” OR “antenatal” OR “antenatal care” OR
“maternal” OR “maternal care”) AND type of intervention (“Relaxation therapy” OR
“Mindfulness therapy” OR “Progressive muscle relaxation (PMR) therapy” OR “Music therapy”
OR “Exercise therapy” OR “deep breathing relaxation therapy” OR “Meditation therapy” OR
“hypnosis therapy” OR “relaxation lighting”), AND Outcome of interest ("Stress" OR "distress"
OR "anxiety" OR "depression" OR "Birth-weight" OR “birth weight” OR “birth outcome” OR
“Apgar”, “Apgar score”, “Gestation”, OR “Gestational age at birth”). Only Randomized
Controlled Trials (RCT) and quasi-experimental studies were included; case reports, cross-

sectional studies, and editorials or opinion pieces were excluded.
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Studies were eligible if they employed randomized controlled trial (RCT) or quasi-experimental
designs, were published in English, intervened in apparently healthy pregnant women, and
reported any of the outcomes of interest specified in our search strategy. Case reports, cross-
sectional studies, and editorials or opinion pieces were excluded. Studies that involved women at
risk for preterm delivery, complicated or high-risk pregnancies, or women taking psychotropic or
other medications, or where interventions were provided only at the onset of labor or after

delivery, were also excluded.

PICO

Population: apparently healthy pregnant women.

Intervention/exposure: stress reduction and/or relaxation therapy. Any form of relaxation
intervention, whether mind-based (tapes, music) or physical/body-based (massage, stretch, or
exercise) including Progressive Muscle Relaxation (PMR) and deep breathing exercises, that
were applied with the aim of promoting relaxation and reducing stress.

Comparators/controls: pregnant women who did not receive a stress-reduction intervention or
who received treatment as usual.

Outcomes: the main outcomes were measures of stress/relaxation (self-report, physiological, or
biochemical) or mental health or depressive or anxiety symptoms or pregnancy outcomes (birth
weight, Apgar score, gestational age at birth, mode of delivery, and duration of labor).

Timing of outcome measures: studies that measured the outcome during, immediately after, or

some weeks or months after the intervention was delivered were included.

Study screening process

The literature search was concluded on 6 July, 2022. To decide on inclusion, the studies were
first screened by titles and then by abstracts using the eligibility criteria. Secondly, full texts of
the selected studies were assessed based on the inclusion and exclusion criteria. Two authors
(MA and BD) screened all the articles for eligibility. Any queries were discussed with one
additional author (AW) to reach consensus. The screening process and reasons for exclusion of

studies were documented.
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Methodological quality assessment

Two independent assessors (BD and MA) evaluated the methodological quality of studies in
terms of randomization, masking, and availability of descriptions for withdrawal and drop out of
all participants based on the modified Jadad scoring scale [16] and the modified Delphi List
Criteria [17] to assess the overall quality of the studies. Using the Cochrane collaboration’s
assessment checklist [18], risk of bias was assessed and rated as low, high or unclear for
individual elements relating to five domains (selection, performance, attrition, reporting, and
other). The criterion on blinding was excluded as it is usually impossible to conduct relaxation

therapy while blinding the participant or the care providers.

Data extraction:

The findings were extracted using a standard data abstraction form. Data were extracted in two
phases. In the first phase, citation details (author name, publication year, design, sample size,
setting, population, intervention, comparison, and outcomes) were extracted. In the second

phase, the intervention results by group were extracted.

Strategy for data synthesis

To obtain the pooled effects of the intervention, we conducted meta-analyses on the following
outcomes for which there was adequate information: maternal depressive symptoms, maternal
stress symptoms and birth weight. We used the mean difference (MD) with the reported Standard
Deviation (SD) of the outcomes as a measure of effect size for each of the included studies. For
the meta-analysis, the raw mean difference (D), with 95% CI across studies that measured the
same outcome (depression with Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS) or stress with
Perceived Stress Scale (PSS), and birth weight in grams) was examined and presented. Sub-
group analyses were performed to examine the existence of significant differences among studies
that used different relaxation interventions for any given outcome of interest. We assessed
heterogeneity with the Cochrane’s Q test and tau-squared (T?) and measured inconsistency (the
percentage of total variation across studies due to heterogeneity) of effects across relaxation
interventions using the I? statistic. Publication bias was assessed using regression based on
Egger’s test. For all meta-analyses, random effects models using restricted maximum likelihood
estimates (REML) were employed. Statistical significance was defined as P < 0.05. Stata version

16 software was used for the meta-analyses.
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For outcomes where a meta-analysis was not possible because of inadequate number of studies
and small sample size, a narrative synthesis of the reviewed articles on the effect of the

interventions on each outcome of interest was performed and reported.
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Results

Search result: Final reviewed studies:

A total of 19 studies were included in the systematic review (Error! Reference source not

found.).
[Insert Figure I here]

One of the studies was a non-randomized controlled trial while the other 18 were RCTs on the
effect of relaxation interventions during pregnancy on depressive symptoms, stress or anxiety
symptoms in pregnant women, as well as on birth outcomes including birth weight, Apgar score,
and gestational age at birth. From the 19 trials, 12 trials that reported similar measurements and
outcomes, and provided sufficient information were included in the quantitative meta-analysis.
Four of those trials assessed maternal depression using EPDS, six trials examined maternal stress
among the mothers using PSS-10 and five of the trials examined birth weight. Four trials
reported on Apgar score, two trials reported on gestational age, three trials on mode of delivery,
and one trial on duration of labor; these were not included in the meta-analyses as they did not

provide sufficient information or did not use similar measurements.

Study contexts/settings

Three studies were from India, a lower middle-income country, and the rest were from upper-
middle- (MIC) or high-income (HIC) countries. Reviewed trials on the effect of relaxation
interventions on maternal stress, anxiety or depression included one study each from the United
States, UK, Switzerland, Greece, Malaysia, Iran, Turkey, and China, two studies from India, and
five studies from Taiwan. Studies on relaxation therapy and birth outcomes included one trial
each from India, Iran, Thailand, and Spain. There were no published studies from Africa or from

other low-income countries (LIC) in other global regions.
Risk of bias within and across studies

Most studies had low risk of selection bias, random allocation and concealment bias, and other
sources of bias. Most studies had unclear risks of bias for reporting bias (selective reporting of

outcomes). One study had high risk of bias as there was no random generation and assignment,


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.17.22282468
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.17.22282468; this version posted November 18, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

as well as incomplete reporting of outcome data [19]. Supplementary Table 1 shows the risk of

bias assessment findings for each of the studies.

Types of relaxation intervention

The reviewed articles used one or a combination of the following relaxation therapies: yoga
therapy, music therapy, progressive muscular relaxation (PMR)/guided imagery/deep breathing
exercises, mindfulness or hypnosis. Four of the RCTs applied yoga as a relaxation intervention.
The yoga interventions included a 6 — 8 - week course of a combination of prenatal yoga
techniques specifically adapted to pregnant women covering relaxed breathing, body awareness,
and non-strenuous postures for different stages of labor. Music therapy was applied in seven of
the RCTs. Five RCTs used PMR, Guided imagery (GI) or deep breathing exercise. Two of the
RCTs used mindfulness therapy, and one study used hypnosis as a relaxation intervention. Table

1 contains more information on the included studies.

Intervention outcomes
Maternal mental health symptoms during pregnancy

Outcomes for the effect of relaxation intervention during pregnancy on maternal mental health
were stress, anxiety and depressive symptom scores. Different scales were used to measure the
levels of maternal stress, anxiety, and depressive symptoms and the findings are summarized
below (Table 1).

Table 1: Description and summary of the results of the studies included in the systematic review
and meta-analysis

[Insert Table I here]

Maternal depressive symptoms

Four trials examined the effectiveness of relaxation interventions on maternal depressive
symptoms measured using the Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS) [20-23]. An RCT
in Taiwan allocated pregnant women into an intervention group that received a Mindfulness-
Based Childbirth and Parenting (MBCP) intervention for 8§ weeks with routine clinical care or a

control group given routine care only. Another RCT provided a group of mothers with a music
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CD to listen to daily for two weeks, while control mothers were provided with routine prenatal
care [21]. In an RCT in India, PMR was provided for randomly selected primigravidae mothers
that were divided into experimental and control groups [23]. An RCT in the United States
randomized women to receive Yoga compared to women that received routine antenatal care

[20].

A meta-analysis of the four RCTs was performed. The relaxation interventions resulted in a
significant reduction in mean EPDS scores (mean difference - -2.47, 95% CI [-3.64, -1.31],
p<0.001) between the mothers who received the interventions and those who did not (Error!
Reference source not found.). The studies were highly heterogeneous (Q=10.57, 1>=67.2%,
p=0.01). Publication bias of small study was not significant (betal=2.43, p=0.09).

[Insert figure 2 here]

Maternal stress symptoms

Nine RCTs reported the effectiveness of relaxation in alleviating maternal stress symptoms.
Three RCTs in Taiwan reported a significant improvement in stress in mothers who received
music therapy compared to the controls [21,24,25]. In India, lower mean perceived stress score
was reported among mothers who received mindfulness-based meditation compared to those
who received routine antenatal care [26]. Another RCT conducted in Taiwan reported similar
findings in which mindfulness-based childbirth and parenting program resulted in a significant
reduction in maternal stress [22]. Integrated yoga practice and guided yogic relaxation were

examined for their effectiveness in alleviating maternal stress in India [29].

The perceived stress scale was also used in an RCT conducted in Greece to examine the effect of
PMR/ deep breathing exercise between experimental (n=31) and control (n=29) groups with
measurements taken before and after intervention. There was a significant difference in post-
intervention stress between the groups. Additionally, the mean pre-post difference was higher in
the intervention group (-3.68 =+ 1.80) than the control group (-0.45+1.80) [27]. The effectiveness
of PMR/ deep breathing exercise in reducing maternal stress was also reported in two other
studies conducted in Iran [28] and India [23]. One non-randomized trial that examined the
effectiveness of hypnosis on maternal stress reported that the intervention group (n=28) had less

stress than the control group (n=28) (5.8 £5.4 vs 10.7+9) [19].
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A meta-analysis of six RCTs that examined the effect of relaxation interventions on perceived
stress showed that the relaxation interventions resulted in a significant reduction in stress among
pregnant mothers (mean difference - -4.09 95%CI [-8.10, -0.07], p<0.001). There was a high
level of heterogeneity among the studies (I?=98.02 %). Subgroup analysis by the type of
relaxation interventions revealed a significant difference among the different interventions
(Q=434.20, p<0.001); meditation caused the highest reduction in maternal PSS scores while
music therapy resulted in the lowest reduction in the PSS scores (Error! Reference source not

found.).
[Insert figure 3 here]
Maternal anxiety symptoms

A narrative synthesis of the effect of relaxation on maternal anxiety indicated inconsistent
findings. Studies in Iran and India, reported significant reductions in maternal anxiety symptoms

in the experimental groups that received PMR compared to the control groups [23,28].

Conversely, two RCTs conducted in USA and UK found no significant difference between
groups that received yoga compared to control groups regarding their anxiety levels [20,30].
However, the UK study reported a significant reduction in women’s anxiety toward childbirth
measured using the Wijma Delivery Expectancy Questionnaire (W-DEQ) in the mothers who

received yoga [30].

Anxiety levels were reported to be significantly lower in groups that received music therapy
compared to controls in three separate studies conducted in Taiwan and China [21,25,31]. The
effect of music therapy on maternal anxiety measured by visual analogue scale was also reported
in two studies. Both studies reported a significant reduction in maternal anxiety in the
intervention group compared to the control group [32,33]. A study in Turkey reported a
reduction in anxiety symptoms in all phases of labor, while another study conducted in Taiwan
reported a difference during the latent phase of labor, but not during the active phase of labor
[32,33]. Meta-analysis was not performed for maternal anxiety as there were an inadequate

number of studies that reported the outcome with comparable measures.

Newborn birth outcomes
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Five RCTs investigated the effect of relaxation interventions on newborn outcomes [23,32,34—

36]. All five trials examined the effects of the intervention on birth weight.

Two studies conducted in India indicated that PMR/deep breathing exercise had a significant
effect on the birth weight of the infants and decreased rates of LBW [23,34]. On the other hand,
studies conducted in Turkey and Spain for music therapy and in India for yoga reported the

interventions had no significant effect on birth weight [32,35,36].

Our meta-analysis of five RCTs on the effect of the interventions on birth weight showed that the
relaxation interventions resulted in no significant differences (mean difference = 45.2, 95% CI [-
55.6, 146.0] g, p=0.38) however there was a significant heterogeneity among the studies
(1>=73.54%) (Error! Reference source not found.). Subgroup analysis revealed there was a
significant group difference among the studies that used different interventions (Q=5.98,
p=0.05). PMR interventions increased birth weight, whereas music and yoga had no significant

effects.
[Insert figure 4 here]

APGAR score was measured in four trials. A study in Turkey reported that 100% of neonates
born to mothers who received music therapy had Apgar scores of 9/10 while only 93.8% of
neonates born to mothers in the control group scored 9/10 (p=0.05) [32]. Another study in Spain
reported no statistically significant difference in the Apgar score of the neonates between the
music therapy group and the control group [36]. Additionally, neither yoga nor PMR
significantly affected Apgar score [23,35].

An RCT in Iran examined the effects of PMR on gestational age at birth and the rate of preterm
birth (experimental and control groups n=55 each). The authors reported no significant
difference in gestational age at birth between the two groups post-intervention [34]. In contrast,
another RCT in India reported a significant effect of PMR on gestational age at birth and rate of
preterm birth [23]. The authors reported that mean (SD) gestational age at birth for mothers in
the experimental group was significantly greater than in the control group (38.0 (3.6) weeks vs
37.2 (4.2) weeks, t=1.97, p=0.04). The same RCT also reported that the percentage of births
prior to 37 weeks of gestation was significantly lower in the experimental (11.5%) compared to

the control group (20.3%) (F,=6.08, p=0.014) [23].
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Obstetric outcomes

Four of the RCTs assessed the effects of relaxation on obstetric outcomes. In Turkey, it was
reported that music therapy had no effect on the mode of delivery [32]. In contrast, Iranian
mothers who received PMR had fewer instrumental deliveries and caesarean sections than
mothers in the control group (21.2 % vs 48.1%, P=0.002) and an increased rate of spontaneous
vaginal delivery (78.8% vs 39.7, P=0.01) [34]. Similarly, there was a significant reduction in
assisted deliveries and caesarian deliveries in mothers who received PMR in India [23]. The
same trial reported there a statistically significant difference in the rate of induced labor among

mothers in the PMR group and the control group (F,=5.50, p=0.019) [23].

One study examined the effect of music therapy on duration of labor among mothers in Turkey.
They reported that the experimental group had significantly shorter mean (SD) labor time for
active first stage 189 (28) minutes vs 198 (15) minutes and second stages 83 (13) minutes vs 89
(18) minutes of labor than the control group [32]. An RCT in Thailand also reported a shorter
first stage labor 520 (186) minutes Vs 660 (273) minutes and total duration of labor 559 (203)

minutes vs 684 (276)minutes in the yoga group compared to the control group [35].
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Discussion

This paper reviewed available evidence on the effect of various relaxation interventions on
maternal stress, mental health, and obstetric and newborn outcomes. The relaxation interventions
included were music therapy, PMR, yoga, deep breathing exercise, meditation, and mindfulness
interventions, and the trials examined the effects on reducing stress during pregnancy, and

improving maternal wellbeing, obstetric and birth outcomes.

The findings of this review provide a better understanding on the effect of different types of
relaxation interventions in improving maternal stress, anxiety and depression. The meta-analysis
showed that relaxation interventions in general are effective in reducing perceived stress and
depressive symptoms during pregnancy. MBCP, Music therapy, and PMR were shown to be
effective in reducing maternal depressive symptoms [21-23] whereas music therapy [21,24,25],
meditation [26], mindfulness-based childbirth and parenting [22], PMR [23,27,34], yoga [29],
and hypnosis [19] improved stress symptoms during pregnancy. Maternal anxiety symptoms

were found to be lower with the application of PMR [23,28] and music therapies [21,25,31-33].

In normal circumstances, pregnant women undergo some biochemical and physiological
adjustments in the endocrine, nervous and immune systems, all of which contribute to the
development of normal pregnancy and birth outcomes [37,38]. To achieve these adjustments,
maternal stress responses and inflammatory responses are suppressed during pregnancy because
of a down-regulated hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal (HPA) axis and the shift of the immune
system to favor anti-inflammatory responses [39]. However stress due to various psycho-social
stressors during pregnancy affects these normal biochemical and physiological adaptations which
are supposed to support optimal maternal health and wellbeing, and the offspring’s prenatal and
postnatal growth and development [37-39]. Thus, through its counter-effect on maternal stress
response, relaxation interventions help pregnant women maintain this normal
homeostasis/adjustment. Relaxation improves breathing and helps the body to release muscle
tension and to regain calmness and a sense of rest with improved heart rate, blood pressure,
digestion, absorption, and blood circulation [40—42]. Through these mechanisms, relaxation
helps to reverse the development or worsening of symptoms of anxiety and depression in

pregnant women.
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The results from the meta-analysis showed that relaxation interventions have no overall effect on
birth weight. However, there were differences in the outcome depending on the type of
intervention: PMR had positive effects on birth-weight [23,34] while music and yoga had no
effect [32,35,36]. Studies on the other outcomes including gestational age, mode of delivery, and
duration of labor resulted in improved gestational age and spontaneous delivery and reduced
instrumental or cesarean delivery. Though the findings on obstetric and birth outcomes are
inconclusive at the moment, the interventions showed promising effects in improving obstetric
and birth outcomes. The current trials included in the review on obstetric and birth outcomes had
small sample sizes and are heterogeneous which could partly explain the lack of significant
effects on obstetric outcomes. Thus, there is a need for further evidence on the effect of
relaxation interventions on obstetric and birth outcomes to get adequate power so as to reach

robust conclusions.

There is already a body of evidence that stress, anxiety, and depression, through their direct or
indirect effects, result in adverse neonatal and obstetric outcomes [8,43,44]. Through its indirect
effect, stress during pregnancy reduces maternal capacity for self-care during pregnancy, and
may result in sub-optimal preparation for delivery and infant care during the post-natal period
[45]. Moreover poor self-care during pregnancy, sleep disturbance, increased risk for
maladaptive behaviors, poor help-seeking behavior and poor nutrition as a result of poor
maternal wellbeing contributes to adverse pregnancy and birth outcomes [8,46,47]. These
adverse effects of maternal stress during pregnancy may be transmitted to the offspring even if
fetal growth and gestation are not affected, as demonstrated by research on epigenetic effects
[14]. Moreover stress hormone-related suppression of the immune system contributes to
increased risk of maternal infection/illness which may further complicate pregnancy and birth

outcomes [46,48].

As a direct effect, stress during pregnancy activates the stress response mechanism through the
activation of the HPA axis and subsequent release of corticotrophin releasing hormone (CRH)
leading to increased release of cortisol to the fetal circulation which will result in decreased
supply of oxygen and essential nutrients from the mother to fetus [46,49,50]. This may
contribute to preterm birth, low birth-weight and other poor obstetric outcomes [51-54]. Fetal

exposure to glucocorticoids during pregnancy programs the development of the fetal stress
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response and can thus affect the health, growth and development of the offspring across the life
span [55]. In summary, the up-regulated HPA axis and down-regulated immune system with an
increased inflammatory response during pregnancy may all affect fetal and postnatal growth and

development of the offspring.

Thus the mechanisms through which relaxation interventions could improve pregnancy and birth
outcomes involve an interplay between psychological, biochemical, physical, and endocrine
effects [56—60]. In previous studies, relaxation interventions have shown reduced release of these
stress hormones (cortisol, epinephrine, norepinephrine, and adrenocorticotrophic) thereby
preventing the activation of the HPA axis and its effect on the placental circulation, a key
component of maternal-fetal communication [58—60]. To see stronger and robust findings on the
effect of relaxation interventions on obstetric and birth outcomes there is a need for additional
primary studies with adequate power and sample size to contribute to the current gab in evidence

to make a conclusive decision.
Limitations:

As strength of this work, we have included studies form different forms of relaxation
intervention and have done both narrative as well as pooled meta-analysis based on data
availability. The interpretation of the findings of the systematic review and meta-analysis should
be taken with some careful considerations. The first is the limited number of studies conducted
on the topic and the small number of studies providing evidence for the effectiveness of some of
the interventions. Data on the effect of the relaxation interventions on neonatal outcomes other
than birth weight was very limited and was insufficient to conduct a meta-analysis. In addition,
the review team did not contact authors when there was missed information on the reported
studies. This may have impacted the amount of information from the studies available for

narrative synthesis as well as meta-analysis.

Most of the studies included in this review are from middle- or high-income countries with the
exception of India, which is a lower middle-income country. This indicates that evidence is still
lacking for the effectiveness of these interventions in low-income countries, including those in

sub-Saharan Africa. It is crucial to establish an evidence base in sub-Saharan African countries
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as populations in these countries experience persistent high levels of fetal and child

undernutrition which continue to impair health and development of millions of children.
Conclusion and Recommendation

The results of the review in general indicate that, in addition to benefits for mothers, relaxation
interventions hold some promise for improving newborn outcomes; therefore, this approach
strongly merits further research. Considering the high magnitude of perinatal mental health and
psychological problems, the high burden of obstetric complications and the associated maternal
and neonatal morbidity and mortality, the results of this review indicate sets of complementary
treatment mechanisms for tackling the problems and contributing to the achievement of the
sustainable development goals, specifically the third goal of achieving good health and
wellbeing. Their relative cost-effectiveness, ease, and relative absence of adverse and teratogenic
effects in comparison to pharmacological treatments favor the application of one or combination
of the relaxation interventions in this population group. Relaxation interventions are low-
intensity and may be more scalable than individualized psychological interventions in resource-

limited settings.

Therefore, we recommend that these relaxation interventions be evaluated for their effectiveness
in LMICs so that relaxation can be integrated in the routine clinical care of pregnant women.
Further evaluating the interventions in these settings would also be beneficial to understand
whether, in places with massive food insecurity and high burden of infections, which affect both
maternal and infant health, a relaxation intervention could mitigate the effect of these stressors.
We recommend routine consideration of the mental health of pregnant women during antenatal
care visits. This recommendation is in line with the global initiatives such as the World Health
Organization’s mental health Gap Action Program which are based on integration of mental
health care into all health settings, including maternal care. In addition, we recommend further
studies to be conducted on the effectiveness of these interventions on maternal, obstetric, and

neonatal outcomes in low-income countries including in sub-Saharan Africa.
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Tables:

Table 2: Description and summary of the results of the studies included in the systematic review and meta-analysis

Authors Sample | Setting | Design | Relaxation Timing Result
interventions outcome Outcome Experimental Control
measured
1. Farideh Bastani, EG:55 Iran RCT Progressive Pre/post Percieved stress (PSS), points 2444+ 5.8 37.52£5.7
2005 CG:55 muscle State anxiety (S-STAI), points 22.71+£74) 38.5+5.7
relaxation and Trait anxiety (T-STAI), points 2271  +£7.38 38.50 £5.7
breathing
exercise for 7
weeks
2. Farideh Bastani, EG:55 Iran RCT Progressive At birth Birth weight average, grams 3168 +42 2883+ 6
2006 CG:55 muscle Low birth weight; n (%) 3(5.8) 14 (26.9)
relaxation and Gestational age at birth, week 3845.9 38 +4.40
breathing Preterm birth (Frequency, n (%) 1(1.9) 5(9.8)
exercise for 7 Types of delivery; Abnormal 11(21.2) 25(48.1)
weeks n (%) Normal vaginal 41 (78.8) 27(39.7)
delivery
Cesarean section 8(15.4) 21 (40.40)
Instrumental 3(5.8) 4 (7.70)
delivery
3. Chuntharapat S, EG:33 Thailan | RCT Yoga At birth Birth weight, grams, 3076.8 £311.2 3125.5£287.4
2008 CG:33 d.
Apgar score, 1% <7;n (%) 2(6.1) 515.2)
minute 8-10; n (%) 31(93.9) 28 (84.8)
Apgar score, 5th <7; n (%) 0 0
minute 8-10; n (%) 33 (100) 33 (100)
Length of labor, First stage 520+ 19 660 =27
Minute Second stage 27+ 15 31+ 14
Total labor time 559 +20 684 + 28
4. Mei-Yueh Chang, | EG:120 | Taiwan | RCT Music Therapy | Pre/post Perceived Stress (PSS), points 1529452 15.8+£6.0
2008 CG:121 for 2 weeks Anxiety (STAI-S), points 35.79+10.9 37.8 +12.1
Edinburg Postnatal Depression scale (EPDS) | 10.3 4.1 12.1+£4.6
5. Maharana EG:45 India RCT Yoga Pre/post Perceived Stress | 20™ week of pregnancy 159 £5.0 15.4+5.7
Satyapriya, 2009 CG:45 (PSS), points 36™ week of pregnancy 10.9+4.9 17.345.3
6. Min Yang, 2009 EG:60 China RCT Music Therapy | Pre/post Anxiety (STAI points), only mean SD not 26.6 41.9
CG:60 at hospital for 3 reported
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days

7. Corinne Urech, EG1=1 | Switzerl | Experi | Progressive Pre/post Anxiety decreased equally in all three groups
2010 3 and mental | Muscle after the State anxiety (S-STAI) from pre- to post-relaxation,
EG2=1 /RCT | relaxation AND | experiment F(1,35)=5.14,p=.030,d = .38
3 Guided
CG=13 imaginary
experiment
8. Yu-Hsiang Liu, EG:30 Taiwan. | RCT Music Therapy | Pre/post and | Anxiety (VAS), Latent phase labor 6.40+3.0 520+22
2010 CG:30 during labor midline Mean(SD), points Active phase labor 820+2.3 7.70 2.1
9. Serap Simavli, EG:67 Turkey | RCT Music Therapy | Pre/post Anxiety (VAS), Latent phase labor 43+£0.8 5.1+0.9
2014 CG:65 during labor Mean(SD), points Active phase labor 8.47+0.7 9.4+0.7
Second phase labor 9.1+0.6 9.8+04
2 h after delivery 1.7+ 0.3 42+0.8
Weight, g 3,375+ 25 342 +£2
Apgar 9/10, n (%) 67 (100%) 61 (93.8%)
Duration of labor, Latent phase 162 £ 15 164 £ 15
Minutes; Active phase 189 + 28 198 £ 15
Second phase 83+13 89+ 18
Third stage 17+ 50 17+5
Mode of delivery; Caesarian section 5(6.9) 9(12.2)
n (%) Instrumental 2(2.7) 5(6.8)
Spontaneous vaginal 65 (90.2) 60 (81)
delivery
Episiotomy 51(76.1%) 52 (80%)
10. Christina Tragea, EG:31 Greece | RCT Breathing and Pre/post Perceived Stress (PSS) (median (IQR)), 23.0 (18.0, 27.0) 22.0(16.0, 27.0)
2014 CG:29 progressive points
muscle
relaxation
11. Newham, 2014 EG:29 UK RCT Yoga for 8 Pre/post Trait anxiety (T-STAI), Points, Baseline: 28(24-42) | Baseline:32 (24-37)
CG:22 weeks medians (IQR) Endline: 27(22-36) | Endline:34 (25-38)
State anxiety (S-STAI), Points, medians Baseline: 34 (29-40) | Baseline: 35 (33-39)
(IQR) Endline: 34 (29-39 | Endline: 34 (30-41)
Depression (EPDS), Points, medians (IQR) Baseline: 5 (2-10) Baseline: 5 (4-8)
Endeline: 4 (2-7) Endline: 6 (3-10)
Anxiety (WDEQ) Baseline: 74 (62—87 | Baseline: 77 (60-85)
Endline: 61 (42-77) | Endline: 69 (58-78)
12. Kyle Davis, 2015 EG:23 USA RCT Yoga for 2 Pre/post, Depression (EPDS, points) Midline= 8.5 +£4.9; | Midline= 8.8 £6.0;
CG:23 weeks and midline Endline=6.35+4.0 | Endline=7.3+£5.1
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Anxiety (STAI-S), points

Midline= 41.8+15.2;
Endline= 34.8+10.7

Midline= 39.0+11.4;
Endline= 38.8 +£13.7

Anxiety (STAI-T), points T1=43.1 £11.40; T1=42.4+13.5;
T2=38.4 +£9.90 T2=40.4+10.9
13. Hsing-Chi Chang, | EG:145 | Taiwan | RCT Music Therapy | Pre/post Perceived Stress (PSS), points 16.0 £5.6 16.4+£53
2015 CG:151
14. Yu-Hsiang Liu, EG:61 Taiwan | RCT Music Therapy Perceived Stress (PSS), points 172 £54 16.3 £5.2
2015 CG:60 Anxiety (STAI-S), points 39.7 £10.7 40.2 £10.2
15. Shobitha EG:37 India RCT Mindfulness 5 weeks Perceived Stress (PSS), points 19.1+1.4 32.1£2.40
MuthukriShnan, CG:37 Meditation after
2016 intervention
16. Zuhrah Beevi, EG:28 Quasi- | Hypnosis Two months | Stress (DASS-21), Mean (SD) 5.81+54 10.7 £8.9
2016 CG:28 | Malaysi | experi postpartum | Anxiety (DASS-21), Mean symptom M =6.10, SE =1.27, p=.001),
a mental reduction,
Depression (DASS-21), mean symptom (M =3.29,SE=1.00,p=.012),
reduction,
17. Gonzalez J. Garcia, | EG:204 | Spain) RCT Music Therapy | Pre/post Onset of labor Spontaneous 140 (68.63) 111 (54.2)
2017 CG:205 n (%) Stimulated 5(2.5) 12 (5.9)
Induced 59 (28.9) 82 (40.0)
Mode of Vaginal 155 (75.9) 151 (73.7)
delivery; n (%) | Caesarean section 49 (24.02) 54 (26.3)
Labor duration | First stage of labor, in h 4.36 £3.7 5.54 +4.8
State-Trait- STA, points 30.58 £13.2 43.11 £15.0
Anxiety (STA)
18. Rajeswaril S, 2019 | EG:120 | India RCT Progressive Pre/post Stress: Calvin Minimal; n (%) 0(0.00) 0(0.0)
CG:119 Muscle Hobel scale Mild; n (%) 51 (41.6) 19 (15.2)
Relaxation Moderate; n (%) 67 (54.4) 71 (56.8)
Severe; n (%) 5 (4.00) 35 (28.0)
Overall stress; 40.52 +£8.6 77.6 £8.9
State anxiety Minimal; n (%) 0(0.00) 0(0.0)
(S-STAI) Mild; n (%) 22 (17.9) 9(7.2)
Moderate; n (%) 97 (78.9) 84 (67.2)
Severe; n (%) 4(3.2) 32 (25.6)
Trait anxiety Minimal; n (%) 0 (0.00) 0(0.0)
(T-STAL) Mild; n (%) 24 (10.0) 10 (8.0)
Moderate; n (%) 95 (83.0) 83 (66.4)
Severe; n (%) 4 (3.0 32 (25.6)
Overall anxiety: | Minimal; n (%) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
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(STAI) Mild; n (%) 26 (11.0) 11 (8.8)
Moderate; n (%) 93 (82.0) 82 (65.6)
Severe; n (%) 4(32.0) 32 (25.6)
Depression Depression (EPDS), mean (SD) 6.9 +2.45 10.5+2.7
Gestational age at Before 37 weeks 14 (11.5) 25 (20.3)
birth, n (%) After 37 weeks 108 (88.5) 98 (79.7)
Gestational age at birth (weeks) 38 (3.60) 37.2 (4.2)
Apgar score; n (%) 0-3 0 (0.0) 3(2.4)
4-6 2.7 10 (8.2)
7-10 120 (98.3) 110 (89.4)
APGAR score, mean (SD) 8.3+0.2 8.0 £0.6
Birth weight (kg), mean (SD) 2.7+0.4 2.6 0.5
Mode of delivery | Normal vaginal Delivery 90 (74.2) 61 (49.6)
n (%) Assisted vaginal delivery 5(4.0) 12 (9.8)
Caesarean section 27 (21.8) 50 (40.60)
19. Wan-Lin Pan, 2019 | EG:39 Taiwan | RCT Mindfulness Baseline and | Perceived stress (PSS), points 11.64+6.1 143 +£5.2
CG:35 based 3mo Depression (EPDS), points 6.51+4.5 8.8+3.4
Programs for 8 | postpartum Anxiety (DASS-21), Mean symptom reduction, | (M =6.10, SE=1.27, p=.001),
weeks Depression (DASS-21), mean symptom (M =3.29, SE=1.00, p=.012),

reduction,

Abbreviations: ACTH, Adrenocorticotropin Hormone; BP, Blood Pressure; CG, Control Group; DASS-21, Depression, Anxiety, Stress Scale- 21 items version; E, Epinephrine;
EG, Experimental Group; EPDS, Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale; HR, Heart Rate; IQR, Inter-Quartile Range; Mo, Month; NE, Nor-Epinephrine; PSS, Perceived Stress

Scale; RCT, Randomized Control Trial; SD, Standard Deviation; STAI-S, State-Trait Anxiety Inventory—State version; STAI-T, State-Trait Anxiety Inventory— Trait version; T1,
Time 1 (Baseline findings); T2, Time 2 (Findings after intervention); VAS, Visual Analogue Scale; WDEQ, Wijma Delivery Expectancy Questionnaire-modified version.
- All outcomes reported in mean (SD) unless specified otherwise
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Figure 1: PRISMA flow chart showing literature search results and study selection process
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Treatment Control Mean Diff Weight

Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
Davis et al., 2015 23 63 40 23 73 541 | 0.1 [-(36. 1.7] 133
Chang, Chen and Huang, 2008 (2) 116 103 41 120 121 486 R 1.9 [-3.0, -0.8) 300
Pan etal., 2018 (2) 39 65 45 35 88 34 L) 2.3 [-41, -0.4] 203
Rajeswari and Sanjeevareddy, 2020 120 69 24 119 105 27 - -3.6 [4.3, -3.0) 364
Overall —=iliE— -2.5 [-3.8, -1.3]
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.9, I° = 67.2%, H* = 3.1

Testof 8, = 0;: Q(3)=10.6, p = 0.01

Testof8=0:z=42 p=0.00

Random-effacts REML modal

Figure 2: Forest plot for the raw mean difference in Edinburgh postnatal depression scale score
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Treatment Control Mean Diff Weight

Study N Mean 3D N Mean SD with 95% ClI (%)
Integrated Yoga
Satyapriya et al , 2009 45 109 50 45 173 53 - 64 [86, -43] 164
<l 654 [-B6, -43]
MECP
Panetal 2018 39 16 61 35 143 52 —8— 28 [53, -01] 160
- 26 [-53 -01]
Meditation
Muthukrishnan et al., 2016 37 191 14 37 321 24 I -13.1 [-139, -122] 17.0
& -13.1 [-138, -12.3)]
Music Therapy
Chang et al., 2015 145 160 56 151 164 52 B 04 (186 08 169
oreprint (whiah oS oE b i HO) er review) s 1hé agteritndbidnno hds Bramdd hedrida ickibake by e megrmim pervewty. I -14  [-26, -0.1] 169
Chang, Chen anidcHefsay I 2M0ader 4§GBY $8 Iengignal yplse . 15 8 6.0 05 [(19, 098] 168
t 08 [15 -0.1]
Overall el 41 [-81, -01]
Heterogeneity: T = 24.4, 1' = 98.0%, H' = 50.4
Testof8. =6, Q(5)=4351, p<0.01

-15 -10 -5 0
Random-efiects BEEML model

*MBCP = Mindfulness-Based Childbirth and Parenting; the blue colored estimates show effect
size on each study, the red colored estimates show the effect size for each group and the green
shows the overall pooled estimate for the effect size.

Figure 3: Forest plot and subgroup analysis for raw mean difference of studies for the effect of

relaxation interventions on maternal stress measured using perceived stress scale.
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Treatment L-ontrol Iteam LI, Whelght

Study M Mean SD N Mean SD with 85% CI (%)
Music
Simavii et al., 2014 67 33752 245 65 34201 238 449 [-127.5, 37.7] 244
Garcia Gonzalez el al., 2017 204 3380 420 206 3370 480 10,0 [-74.4, B84.4] 238
180 [-77.1, 41.0]
FME
Bastani et al., 2008 55 MBE 420 55 2883 640 —il— 2850 [82.7, 487.3] 1133
Rajeswari and Sanjeevareddy, 2 120 2710 390 119 2590 540 —l— 1200 0.6, 239.3] 205
i 1814 [25.1, 337.8)
"Irﬂg-ﬂ
Chuntharapat, Petpichetchian and Hatthakit, 2008 33 3076 311.2 33 31254 2874 —H— 484 [-184.0, 25.1] 181
—ii— 494 [-194.0, 85.1)
Cverall i 452 [-55.5, 146.0)
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Testof @ = 8: Q(d) = 12.6, p = 0.01
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Figure 4: Forest plot and subgroup analysis for raw mean difference of studies for the effect of

relaxation interventions on birthweight (g).
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