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Synopsis 

Study question 

- What is the association between mid-pregnancy multidimensional sleep health and 

gestational weight gain? 

What’s already known? 

- Sleep is associated with weight and weight gain outside of pregnancy 

What does this study add? 

- We identified patterns of sleep behaviors associated with an increased risk of low 

gestational weight gain 
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Abstract 

Background: Although poor sleep health is associated with weight gain and obesity in the non-

pregnant population, research on the impact of sleep health on weight change among pregnant 

people using a multidimensional sleep-health framework is needed. This study examined 

associations among mid-pregnancy sleep health indicators, multidimensional sleep health, and 

gestational weight gain (GWG).  

 

Methods: We conducted a secondary data analysis of the Nulliparous Pregnancy Outcome 

Study: Monitoring Mothers-to-be Sleep Duration and Continuity Study (n=745). Indicators of 

individual sleep domains (i.e., regularity, nap duration, timing, efficiency, and duration) were 

assessed via actigraphy between 16 and 21 weeks of gestation. We defined “healthy” sleep in 

each domain based on empirical thresholds. Multidimensional sleep health was based on sleep 

profiles derived from latent class analysis. Total GWG, the difference between self-reported pre-

pregnancy weight and the last measured weight before delivery, was converted to z-scores using 

gestational age- and BMI-specific charts. GWG was defined as low (<-1 SD), moderate (-1 or +1 

SD), and high (>+1 SD).  

 

Results: Nearly 50% of the participants had a healthy sleep profile (i.e., healthy sleep in most 

domains), whereas others had a sleep profile defined as having varying degrees of poor health in 

each domain. While indicators of individual sleep domains were not associated with GWG, 

multidimensional sleep health was related to low and high GWG. Participants with a sleep 

profile characterized as having low efficiency, late timing, and long sleep duration (vs. healthy 

sleep profile) had a higher risk (RR 1.7; 95% CI 1.0, 3.1) of low GWG a lower risk of high 
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GWG (RR 0.5 95% CI 0.2, 1.1) (vs. moderate GWG).  

 

Conclusions: Multidimensional sleep health was more strongly associated with GWG than 

individual sleep domains. Future research should determine whether sleep health is a valuable 

intervention target for optimizing GWG. 

 

Keywords: sleep; pregnancy; gestational weight gain; prospective; actigraphy 
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Background 

Low or high gestational weight gain (GWG), defined by the Institute of Medicine (IOM) 

recommendations,1 is associated with adverse maternal outcomes (e.g., cesarean section, 

gestational diabetes, hypertensive disorders of pregnancy, postpartum weight retention)2 and 

child outcomes (e.g., insulin resistance, small-for-gestational-age, large-for-gestational-age, 

shoulder dystocia, childhood adiposity).2-6 The US Preventive Service Task Force recommends 

that clinicians offer all pregnant people behavioral counseling interventions to promote healthy 

GWG. Most behavioral counseling interventions for pregnant people address diet and physical 

activity. However, these standard interventions are only modestly effective. For example, a 

systematic review and meta-analysis by the US Preventive Service Task Force showed that diet 

and physical activity interventions (vs. control) only resulted in one kg lower total GWG and 

were not associated with adherence to the IOM recommendation (neither gaining too much nor 

too little weight).7 Thus, there is a need to identify additional targets for lifestyle interventions 

that can promote healthy GWG.  

 

Sleep health is a promising intervention target to manage GWG. Poor sleep health may lead to 

weight gain through hormonal (e.g., dysregulation of leptin and ghrelin)8-11 and behavioral (e.g., 

increased food consumption, decreased physical activity) pathways.12-17 In non-pregnant 

populations, poor sleep health indicators such as short or long sleep duration, early or late sleep 

timing, low sleep efficiency (a measure of continuous vs. interrupted sleep), and low sleep 

regularity across days are independently associated with obesity and weight gain.18 Among the 

few studies examining associations between sleep and GWG, most,19-21 but not all, 22 studies 

have found short sleep duration and perceived sleep deprivation to be associated with increased 
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risk of low GWG (i.e., less than NAM guidelines).  

 

The research examining associations between sleep and GWG is limited for several reasons. 

First, prior research primarily focuses on associations of two specific measures of sleep -- 

duration and self-reported quality, but not other sleep domains (e.g., sleep timing and regularity) 

associated with obesity in non-pregnant populations. Second, sleep health is best characterized 

by multiple co-occurring domains that together are more strongly associated with health 

outcomes than individually.23, 24 However, prior studies in pregnancy examined the associations 

of sleep health indicators and GWG individually in separate models. Lastly, most studies relied 

on self-reported measures of sleep, which can overestimate (e.g., sleep duration) or 

underestimate (e.g., wake after sleep onset) sleep in some domains.25 Studies with objective 

measures of sleep using actigraphy can more accurately measure sleep health, which would 

further our understanding of the association between sleep health and GWG. 

 

In light of the current research gaps, this study aimed to 1) characterize mid-pregnancy 

multidimensional sleep and 2) examine associations between indicators of individual sleep 

domains, multidimensional sleep, and GWG. We hypothesized that multidimensional sleep 

health indicator is more strongly associated with GWG than individual sleep health indicators.   

 

Methods 

Study Design & Population 

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

and Sleep Duration and Continuity Study is ancillary to the parent nuMoM2b study.26 The 
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nuMoM2b was a prospective cohort study to identify maternal characteristics and environmental 

factors predictive of adverse pregnancy outcomes in nulliparous women.26 The study enrolled 

10,038 nulliparous women (no prior delivery >20 weeks’ gestation) with a viable singleton 

pregnancy at the time of screening (6 to 13 weeks of gestation; Visit 1) from eight clinical sites 

across the US. Three additional assessments occurred at 16 to 21 weeks of gestation (Visit 2), 22 

to 31 weeks of gestation (Visit 3), and delivery. In the sleep duration and continuity ancillary 

study, a subset of participants (n=901) was asked to complete a 7-day sleep assessment using a 

wrist actigraphy monitor and sleep diary at the visit 2 assessment. This ancillary study aimed to 

determine the association between objectively measured sleep and pregnancy-related cardio-

metabolic morbidity.  

 

The sleep duration and continuity study excluded nuMoM2b study participants younger than 18 

years of age because sleep characteristics differ between adults and children. Participants were 

also excluded if they had pre-existing chronic hypertension (n=8) or diabetes (n=26) since the 

study aimed to diagnose the new onset of these conditions in pregnancy. For this analysis, we 

further excluded participants who had invalid sleep data (n=119) (described further below) and 

missing GWG values (n=37). The final analytic sample included 747 participants. Each study 

site obtained IRB approval, and each participant provided informed consent before assessments.  

 

Sleep Assessment 

Reid et al. described the quality control procedures and actigraphy scoring for the sleep duration 

and continuity sub-study.27 Briefly, participants were asked to wear the actigraphy monitor on 

their non-dominant wrist for 7 consecutive days. Participants were instructed to press the 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted February 24, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.21.23285931doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.21.23285931


monitor’s event marker button at their primary bedtime (i.e., when turning off the light or trying 

to fall asleep), primary wake time, and when taking naps or falling asleep for more than 5 

minutes. Also, participants completed a log to help interpret the actigraphy data.  

 

A single trained technician scored all actigraphy data at a central reading center. The technician 

manually set the rest intervals using a standardized formula based on the actigraphy event 

markers and sleep logs. The technician used activity or light levels recorded by the monitor if an 

event marker and log were unavailable. A second trained technician scored the actigraphy data if 

there were small (i.e., <30 minutes) differences in the rest intervals between the event markers 

and sleep logs or activity/light levels. The reading center’s director adjudicated disagreements 

between the technicians. The reading center director decided on rest interval placement for large 

(>30 minutes) differences in the rest intervals between the event markers and sleep logs or 

activity/light levels. An actigraphy recording was considered valid if, during the 7 days of the 

study, there were at least 5 primary sleep periods recorded (out of a possible 7), there were less 

than 4 hours of off-wrist time during the 24-hour periods containing the primary sleep periods, 

and there was no off-wrist time during the sleep period. If a participant’s study data did not meet 

these criteria, they were asked to wear the watch again for an additional week as long as the 

recording could be completed by 23 weeks of gestation. The actigraphy data were configured 

using Actiware Sleep V5.59 (Phillips-Respironics, Mini Mitter, Bend, OR) to record epochs with 

a 30-second duration and the presence of red, green, and blue light. The activity threshold was 

set at medium (i.e., 40 activity counts). 

 

We selected indicators of sleep domains that map to Buysse’s sleep health framework28 and that 
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can be derived from actigraphy.29 We used National Sleep Health Foundation recommendations 

or thresholds used in prior studies to define “healthy” sleep in each domain.30-32 Sleep timing was 

based on the sleep midpoint, the halfway point between the participants’ sleep onset and final 

wake-up time to start the day (i.e., sleep offset). Healthy sleep health was defined as a sleep 

midpoint between 2:00 am and 4:00 am. Early sleep timing was defined as a sleep midpoint < 

2:00 am, and late sleep timing was defined as a sleep midpoint after 4:00 am. Sleep regularity 

was defined as the standard deviation difference in sleep midpoint during the 7-day assessment 

period. Healthy sleep regularity was defined as less than a one-hour standard deviation. Sleep 

duration was estimated by taking the weighted average of weekday/workday and weekend/non-

workday total sleep duration during the primary (usually night-time) sleep period. We defined 

healthy sleep in this domain as 7 to 9 h of sleep per night.33 Short sleep duration was defined as 

less than 7 h of sleep per night. Long sleep duration was defined as greater than 9 h of sleep each 

night. Sleep efficiency was defined as the proportion of actual sleep time within the period from 

sleep onset to sleep offset to start the day; high sleep efficiency indicates less wakefulness during 

the night. We defined healthy sleep efficiency as spending at least 85% of the total sleep interval 

asleep. Napping was defined as falling asleep for at least 15 minutes during the day. We 

calculated the average frequency and duration of naps during the assessment period. We defined 

a healthy nap duration as <100 minutes per day. We set nap frequency and duration to zero for 

participants who did not nap. Multidimensional sleep health was calculated using two methods 

described in the statistical analysis section. 

 

Covariates and Descriptive Factors 

Participants self-reported their demographic characteristics, including age, the highest level of 
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educational attainment (<college, some college and beyond), and race and ethnicity at visit 1. 

The Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS) was used to measure depressive symptoms at 

Visit 1. The EPDS has good sensitivity (86%) and specificity (78%) for identifying perinatal 

depression risk.34 Participants self-reported smoking status three months before pregnancy. 

Participants self-reported their frequency and duration of exercise (e.g., running, aerobics, 

gardening, walking for exercise) in the past 4 weeks. Participants reported their distance travel 

for running, jogging, walking, swimming, or cycling activities. We calculated the total duration 

per week for all reported activities. Diet quality was assessed with a food frequency 

questionnaire. We calculated the Healthy Eating Index values to estimate the overall dietary 

quality.35 

 

Primary Outcome: Gestational Weight Gain 

Total GWG was defined as the difference between self-reported pre-pregnancy weight and 

the chart-abstracted last measured weight before delivery. Total weight gain was converted to 

z-scores using gestational age- and BMI-specific charts.36 Converting absolute total weight 

gain to gestational age-standardized z-scores produces a measure uncorrelated with 

gestational age at delivery, removing bias based on gestational age at birth. Because low and 

high GWG is associated with adverse maternal and child outcomes,37 we used Z-scores to 

define low (<-1 SD), moderate (-1 or +1 SD), and high (>+1 SD) total GWG. We eliminated 

data from participants with extreme GWG values defined as z-scores < -5 or > 5 SD (n=7) 

because of concern that they represented measurement error. 

 

Statistical Analysis  
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For aim 1, we used two methods that have been used in prior research to calculate 

multidimensional sleep health.24, 32, 38, 39 First, we calculated multidimensional sleep health using 

a simple composite score, an aggregate of “healthy” sleep indicators in each domain. For 

simplicity, we will refer to the composite score as an estimate of overall sleep health. The score 

ranges from 0 to 5, with higher scores suggesting better sleep health. 

 

Second, we defined multidimensional sleep health based on sleep patterns/profiles derived from 

latent class analysis (LCA). LCA assumes a finite number of latent (i.e., unmeasured) classes 

whose distributions are a combination of measured nominal variables (i.e., sleep health 

indicators described above). The latent classes represent meaningful subgroups (i.e., sleep 

profiles) that explain variable clusters. Participants are assigned to the latent class for which they 

have the highest membership probability. To determine the number of latent classes that fit the 

data best, we fit a sequence of models, starting with a one-class structure and then adding one 

class at a time. We used the Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) and Akaike Information 

Criterion (AIC) to assist in selecting the final class structure. A better fit is indicated by lower 

BIC and AIC values. We then used a bootstrap likelihood ratio test to compare the fit of models 

with fewer classes. We identified four latent classes (i.e., sleep profiles). Supplemental Table 2 

provides the AIC and BIC values for each class and the p-value from the bootstrap likelihood 

ratio test comparing the fit of models with fewer classes. The bootstrap LRT test indicated that a 

3-class structure best fit the data (3-class vs. 2-class, p<0.01; 4-class vs. 3-class, p=0.23). We 

will use the class with the best sleep profile as the reference group for all models.  

 

For aim 2, the primary analysis, we used multinomial logistic regression to examine the 
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association between the indicators of individual sleep health domains and multidimensional sleep 

health to determine the odds of low or high GWG (moderate GWG was the reference group). We 

fit multiple models, first unadjusted and then controlling for demographic factors.40, 41 We used a 

directed acyclic graph to identify covariates for multivariable adjustment. First, we identified 

empirical predictors of gestational weight gain.40-42 Then, we selected factors associated with 

GWG that were also associated with sleep health based on our expertise. Specifically, we 

adjusted for descriptive covariates, including age, mid-pregnancy depressive symptoms, 

education, marital status, and smoking status.  

 

We generated descriptive and regression tables using the summary package in R (version 1.5.2). 

Latent class analyses were performed using the poLCA package in the R statistical environment 

(R version 4.0.2, RStudio Version 1.3.1073). STATA SE was used to derive relative risk ratios 

from the multinomial regression models (StataCorp, version 16, College Station, TX). 

 

Results 

A total of 901 people in the nuMoM2b parent study were enrolled in the Sleep Duration and 

Continuity Substudy. Of the 901 people who participated in the sub-study, 782 (87%) had valid 

actigraphy sleep data. Among the 119 people with invalid sleep data, the two most frequent 

reasons were participant noncompliance (60%, watch not worn at least 20 hours/day for at least 5 

days) and watch failure (40%). Watch failure was primarily due to one of the following reasons: 

faulty off-wrist detection, a corrupted database, or constant low-level activity counts.27 A total of 

759 individuals had sleep diary data. After additionally removing participants with missing or 

extreme GWG values (n=7), the final analytic sample included 745 participants.  
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Table 1 provides the final analytical sample’s demographic characteristics. The sample had a 

median age of 27 years, was predominantly white, college educated, and currently employed. 

Among individuals currently employed, approximately 20% work an afternoon, night, or 

irregular shift. The median GWG was 15 kg (IQR 12, 20) (Table 1). The median GWG among 

individuals in the low GWG group was 8 kg, individuals in the moderate GWG group were 15 

kg (IQR 13, 18), and individuals in the high GWG group were 25 kg (IQR 23, 28). 

 

Sleep health characteristics 

Overall, participants had healthy sleep in a median of three sleep domains. Most participants had 

healthy sleep duration, with a median of 8.2 hours/night (IQR 7.7, 8.7). Only 24% (n = 177) of 

participants reported napping more than 100 minutes/per day. A lower proportion of people had 

healthy sleep efficiency and timing than other sleep domains. Specifically, 48% (n = 386) of 

participants had poor sleep efficiency, and 38% (n = 438) had late sleep timing (Table 2). 

 

We identified four latent classes that represent distinct sleep profiles. Table 2 depicts the sleep 

characteristics of each profile. Profile 1 (n=362, 48.6%) had a higher probability of good sleep in 

each domain compared to all other classes. For simplicity, we will refer to profile 1 as the 

“healthy sleep” profile. Participants in the healthy sleep profile had healthy sleep in a median of 

four of five sleep domains, whereas all other profiles had healthy sleep in a median of two sleep 

domains. Profile 2 (n=204, 27.4%) was best characterized as having the latest sleep timing than 

the other profiles. Profile 3 (n=119, 16.0%) was best characterized as having late sleep timing, 

low sleep efficiency, and long sleep duration. Profile 4 (n-60, 8.1%) was best characterized by 
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their short nocturnal sleep duration and long daytime nap duration. 

 

Participants in the healthy sleep profile (vs. all other profiles) were older, reported fewer 

depressive symptoms, were more physically active and had higher diet quality (Table 3). The 

distribution of sleep profiles differed by race, education, income level, and smoking status. 

Specifically, a larger proportion of non-Hispanic White participants had a healthy sleep profile 

compared to all other racial groups. Likewise, a larger proportion of participants who reported 

some college or beyond had a high income or worked a day shift had a healthy sleep profile. 

(Table 3).  

 

Sleep Health and Gestational Weight Gain 

None of the individual indicators of domain-specific sleep health were associated with GWG in 

adjusted models (Table 4). Sleep profiles were associated with GWG such that participants with 

a sleep profile characterized as having low efficiency, late timing, and long sleep duration (vs. 

healthy sleep profile) had a higher risk (RR 1.7; 95% CI 0.9, 3.1) of low GWG a lower risk of 

high GWG (RR 0.5 95% CI 0.2, 1.1) (vs. moderate GWG) in models adjusting for education, 

depressive symptoms, marital status, and smoking status (Table 5). Global sleep health was 

inversely associated with low GWG risk. Specifically, each additional indicator of good sleep 

health was associated with a 14% lower risk of having low GWG in adjusted models.  

 

Comment 

In this observational cohort of nulliparous pregnant people, we characterized multidimensional 

sleep health (i.e., global sleep health and sleep profiles) and examined the associations of 
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indicators of individual sleep domains and multidimensional sleep health with GWG. We 

identified four sleep profiles in the sample population. Approximately 50% of the participants 

were characterized as having a healthy sleep profile (i.e., healthy sleep health in most assessed 

domains), with the remainder of participants experiencing varying degrees of disturbances in 

sleep regularity, nap duration, timing, efficiency, and duration. Consistent with our hypothesis, 

multidimensional sleep health was more strongly associated with GWG than the indicators of 

individual sleep domains. Specifically, we found that participants whose sleep profiles were best 

characterized as having the latest sleep timing, lowest sleep efficiency, and longest sleep 

duration had a nearly 70% higher risk of low GWG and 50% lower risk of high GWG than 

participants with a healthy sleep profile. Likewise, each additional healthy sleep indicator was 

associated with a 14% lower risk of low GWG. In contrast, we did not observe associations 

between the indicators of individual sleep domains and low GWG risk.  

 

To our knowledge, this study is the first to characterize multidimensional sleep health in 

pregnancy. Indeed, prior research largely characterizes individual indicators of sleep duration, 

continuity (e.g., efficiency, sleep onset latency), and quality across pregnancy, with limited data 

on sleep regularity, timing, napping behaviors, or sleep profiles.43 We found that nearly half of 

the participants had a healthy sleep health profile, and just over half had varying degrees of 

“unhealthy” sleep regularity, napping behavior, sleep timing, and sleep efficiency. Overall, 

participants’ sleep efficiency and timing were relatively worse than their sleep health in other 

domains. Nearly half of the participants had low sleep efficiency (i.e., <85%), and almost 40% 

had early or late sleep timing. Also, a large proportion of the sample (44%) had low sleep 

regularity. These findings could have important implications for intervention design because they 
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highlight sleep behaviors most commonly disturbed in mid-pregnancy. Indeed, multiple 

behavioral intervention strategies, such as cognitive behavioral therapy for insomnia, brief 

behavioral therapy for insomnia, and sleep education, address these sleep domains and have been 

shown to improve sleep quality.44 Future studies should examine the impact of such interventions 

on weight management during pregnancy. 

 

Another important finding was that multidimensional sleep health was more strongly associated 

with low GWG than the indicators of individual sleep domains. This finding supports our a priori 

hypothesis that the sleep dimensions relate synergistically and suggests that we should consider 

the patterns of sleep behaviors for assessing the patient's risk of low gestational weight gain. 

Unfortunately, there is limited data examining associations of multidimensional sleep health and 

weight or weight change in women during or outside pregnancy. Hence, it is difficult to contrast 

this study’s findings with the existing literature. In the Pittsburgh Hill/Homewood Research on 

Neighborhoods, Sleep, and Health (PHRESH Zzz) study (n=738, 78% female), the investigators 

did not find cross-sectional associations between actigraphy-derived (i.e., sleep duration, 

regularity, timing, and efficiency) and self-reported (i.e., sleep satisfaction) indicators of sleep 

health domains and BMI individually, or as a composite score.45 The Study of Women Across 

the Nation (SWAN) used actigraphy to estimate sleep efficiency, midpoint (timing), length, 

regularity, and self-reported measures of alertness and satisfaction to construct a composite sleep 

health score.32 They did not find an association between multidimensional sleep health and BMI 

change after adjusting for age, race, study site, menopausal status, vasomotor symptoms, apnea-

hypopnea index, and negative affect. Differences between this study’s findings and the prior 

literature are likely due to differences in sample characteristics (e.g., age, pregnancy status) and 
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confounder adjustment set.  

 

Our findings that individuals' sleep domains were not associated with GWG are consistent with 

the findings of some literature but conflict with others.19-22, 46, 47 For example, Abeysena et al. 

examined associations of self-reported sleep duration in the second and third trimesters and 

found sleeping <8 h/day (vs.>8 h/day) during the second, third, or both second and third 

trimesters was associated with higher odds of the IOM defined inadequate GWG (OR 1.60, 95% 

CI 1.05, 2.46) adjusting for the effect of body mass index and gestational age.19 Likewise, Hill et 

al. found that short sleep duration in late pregnancy was associated with higher odds of 

inadequate GWG (1.39; 1.03–1.87) and inversely associated with gestational fat gain (-0.36 – 

0.16 0.02).20 Hill et al. also found that lower sleep quality, assessed with the Pittsburgh Sleep 

Quality Index, was associated with higher GWG. However, we did not find associations between 

individual sleep health indicators and GWG. Differences between this study’s findings and prior 

literature are likely due to sampling variability, sleep assessment timing (assessment in prior 

studies ranged between 12 to 28 weeks of gestation), assessment methods (e.g., self-report, 

actigraphy), and outcome assessment (IOM recommendations based on absolute total weight 

gain vs. gestational age-standardized weight gain z-scores).  

 

There are limitations to consider when interpreting the study findings. As mentioned, the sleep 

health profiles identified in this study were derived from available sleep measures at visit 2. 

Sleep characteristics change over pregnancy, and the patterns of change may significantly impact 

GWG. It is also important to consider that the sleep profiles we identified depend on specific 

indicators of the sleep domains we assessed. Thus, the number and characteristics of the sleep 
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profiles identified in the current study may differ from what is reported in other samples. Lastly, 

total GWG was measured using self-reported pre-pregnancy weight, which could lead to under-

reporting.  

 

In conclusion, multidimensional sleep health is more strongly associated with low GWG than 

indicators of individual sleep health domains. Future research should consider sleep health 

profiles during pregnancy when assessing patients’ risk for low GWG. Future research should 

identify predictors of good sleep profiles and determine if interventions that promote healthier 

sleep profiles can promote healthier GWG.  
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Table 1 - Sample descriptive characteristics 

Characteristic N = 7451 

Age, yrs 27 (23, 31) 

Gestational Age 39.00 (38.00, 40.00) 

Race/Ethnicity  

Non-Hispanic White 478 (64%) 

Non-Hispanic Black 88 (12%) 

Hispanic 112 (15%) 

All Other Race/Ethnicities 67 (9.0%) 

Education  

<College 278 (37%) 

Some College or Beyond 467 (63%) 

Work schedule  

Not working 145 (21%) 

Day shift 416 (59%) 

Afternoon/Night/Irregular shift 142 (20%) 

Income Level  

High 441 (59%) 

Middle 85 (11%) 

Low 85 (11%) 

Unknown 134 (18%) 

Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Score 5.0 (2.0, 8.0) 

Pre-pregnancy BMI 23.9 (21.3, 27.6) 

MVPA, min/day 120 (0, 360) 

Health Eating Index 65 (54, 73) 

Pre-pregnancy Smokers 110 (15%) 

Gestational weight gain, kg 15 (12, 20) 
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Table 1 - Sample descriptive characteristics 

Characteristic N = 7451 
1Median (IQR); n (%) 
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Table 2- Sleep characteristics overall and by sleep profile 

  Sleep Profiles 

Characteristic Overall, N = 7451 Profile 1, N = 3621 Profile 2, N = 2041 Profile 3, N = 1191 Profile 4, N = 601 

Sleep midpoint 
regularity 

49 (35, 68) 44 (33, 58) 59 (41, 84) 49 (32, 67) 81 (51, 100) 

Sleep midpoint, SD 
<60 min 

491 (66%) 285 (79%) 105 (51%) 81 (68%) 20 (33%) 

Nap duration, min 55 (0, 98) 44 (0, 78) 68 (0, 112) 48 (0, 86) 104 (80, 154) 

Nap Duration, <100 
min/day 

568 (76%) 308 (85%) 140 (69%) 93 (78%) 27 (45%) 

Sleep Timing 3:38am (2:56am, 
4:38am) 

3:07am (2:41am, 
3:32am) 

4:46am (4:16am, 
5:51am) 

4:12am (3:16am, 
5:14am) 

4:01am (3:11am, 
6:04am) 

Sleep Timing      

<2am 22 (3.0%) 0 (0%) 20 (9.8%) 2 (1.7%) 0 (0%) 

2-4am 435 (58%) 359 (99%) 0 (0%) 48 (40%) 28 (47%) 

>4am 288 (39%) 3 (0.8%) 184 (90%) 69 (58%) 32 (53%) 

Sleep Efficiency, % 85.3 (81.7, 88.5) 86.4 (83.3, 89.2) 84.6 (80.6, 87.8) 83.7 (80.2, 87.4) 84.0 (79.7, 87.1) 

Sleep efficiency, 
>85% 

386 (52%) 217 (60%) 98 (48%) 46 (39%) 25 (42%) 

Sleep Duration, 
h/night 

8.16 (7.67, 8.69) 8.06 (7.71, 8.38) 8.09 (7.76, 8.55) 9.39 (9.15, 9.77) 6.71 (6.33, 6.89) 

Sleep Duration, 
min/day 
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Table 2- Sleep characteristics overall and by sleep profile 

  Sleep Profiles 

Characteristic Overall, N = 7451 Profile 1, N = 3621 Profile 2, N = 2041 Profile 3, N = 1191 Profile 4, N = 601 

Short Sleep 60 (8.1%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 60 (100%) 

Sufficient Sleep 566 (76%) 362 (100%) 204 (100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Long Sleep 119 (16%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 119 (100%) 0 (0%) 

Global Sleep Health 3.0 (2.0, 4.0) 4.0 (3.0, 4.0) 2.0 (1.0, 3.0) 2.0 (1.0, 2.0) 2.0 (1.0, 2.0) 
1Median (IQR); n (%) 

Profile 1: “Healthy Sleep” – best sleep profile 

Profile 2: latest sleep timing  

Profile 3:  late sleep timing, low sleep efficiency, and long sleep duration  

Profile 4: shortest nocturnal sleep duration and longest daytime nap duration 
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Table 3 - Descriptive characteristics by sleep profile 

Characteristic 
Overall, N = 

7451 
Profile 1, N = 

3621 
Profile 2, N = 

2041 
Profile 3, N = 

1191 
Profile 4, N = 

601 

Age, yrs. 27 (23, 31) 29 (26, 33) 25 (21, 30) 24 (21, 29) 28 (23, 31) 

Gestational Age 39.00 (38.00, 
40.00) 

39.00 (38.00, 
40.00) 

39.00 (38.00, 
40.00) 

39.00 (39.00, 
40.00) 

39.50 (38.75, 
40.00) 

Race/Ethnicity      

Non-Hispanic White 478 (100%) 275 (58%) 99 (21%) 74 (15%) 30 (6.3%) 

Non-Hispanic Black 88 (100%) 26 (30%) 35 (40%) 16 (18%) 11 (12%) 

Hispanic 112 (100%) 35 (31%) 49 (44%) 20 (18%) 8 (7.1%) 

All Other Race/Ethnicities 67 (100%) 26 (39%) 21 (31%) 9 (13%) 11 (16%) 

Education      

<College 278 (100%) 77 (28%) 102 (37%) 74 (27%) 25 (9.0%) 

Some College or Beyond 467 (100%) 285 (61%) 102 (22%) 45 (9.6%) 35 (7.5%) 

Work schedule      

Not working 145 (100%) 36 (25%) 56 (39%) 41 (28%) 12 (8.3%) 

Day shift 416 (100%) 265 (64%) 81 (19%) 38 (9.1%) 32 (7.7%) 

Afternoon/Night/Irregular 
shift 

142 (100%) 43 (30%) 56 (39%) 31 (22%) 12 (8.5%) 

Income Level      

High 441 (100%) 276 (63%) 90 (20%) 43 (9.8%) 32 (7.3%) 
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Table 3 - Descriptive characteristics by sleep profile 

Characteristic 
Overall, N = 

7451 
Profile 1, N = 

3621 
Profile 2, N = 

2041 
Profile 3, N = 

1191 
Profile 4, N = 

601 

Middle 85 (100%) 30 (35%) 25 (29%) 22 (26%) 8 (9.4%) 

Low 85 (100%) 24 (28%) 31 (36%) 25 (29%) 5 (5.9%) 

Unknown 134 (100%) 32 (24%) 58 (43%) 29 (22%) 15 (11%) 

Edinburgh Postnatal 
Depression Score 

5.0 (2.0, 8.0) 4.0 (2.0, 7.0) 5.0 (3.0, 8.2) 5.0 (3.0, 9.0) 5.0 (2.8, 9.0) 

Pre-pregnancy BMI 23.9 (21.3, 
27.6) 

23.5 (21.2, 
27.0) 

24.4 (21.7, 
27.8) 

24.9 (21.7, 
29.4) 

24.0 (21.7, 
31.6) 

MVPA, min/day 120 (0, 360) 190 (60, 479) 90 (0, 236) 60 (0, 210) 78 (0, 360) 

Health Eating Index 65 (54, 73) 69 (59, 75) 62 (51, 69) 58 (48, 66) 59 (50, 69) 

Pre-pregnancy Smokers 110 (100%) 32 (29%) 38 (35%) 29 (26%) 11 (10%) 
1Median (IQR); n (%) 

2Kruskal-Wallis rank sum test; Pearson's Chi-squared test 

Profile 1: “Healthy Sleep” – best sleep profile 

Profile 2: latest sleep timing  

Profile 3:  late sleep timing, low sleep efficiency, and long sleep duration  

Profile 4: shortest nocturnal sleep duration and longest daytime nap duration 
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1 
Table 4 - The associations of individual sleep health dimensions and gestational weight gain 

  Low Gestational Weight Gain  High Gestational Weight Gain 

Characteristic N (%) RR 95% CI1 N (%) RR 95% CI1 

Sleep Regularity       

Sleep Midpoint SD >1hr 40 (16%) — — 43 (17%) — — 

Sleep Midpoint SD <1hr 70 (14%) 1.1 0.7, 1.8 56 (11%) 0.7 0.5, 1.2 

Nap Duration       

>100 min/day 31 (18%) — — 28 (16%) — — 

<100 min/day 79 (14%) 0.8 0.5, 1.4 71 (12%) 0.9 0.5, 1.5 

Sleep timing       

<2am or >4am 53 (17%) — — 46 (15%) — — 

2-4am 57 (13%) 0.9 0.5, 1.4 53 (12%) 1.1 0.7, 1.8 

Sleep efficiency       

<85% 57 (16%) — — 57 (16%) — — 

>85% 53 (14%) 0.9 0.6, 1.5 42 (11%) 0.8 0.5, 1.3 

Good Sleep Duration       

<7 or >9 h/night 35 (20%) — — 21 (12%) — — 

7-9 h/night 75 (13%) 0.8 0.5, 1.2 78 (14%) 1.5 0.9, 2.6 

Moderate gestational weight gain is the reference group 
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Model adjusts for education, depressive symptoms, smoking status, and marital status  
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Table 5 - The associations of multidimensional sleep health dimensions and gestational weight gain 

  Low Gestational Weight Gain  High Gestational Weight Gain 

Characteristic N (%) RR 95% CI1 N (%) RR 95% CI1 

Global Sleep Health 110 (15%) 0.9 0.7, 1.0 99 (13%) 1.0 0.8, 1.2 

Sleep Phenotypes       

Profile 1 42 (12%) — — 44 (12%) — — 

Profile 2 33 (16%) 1.4 0.8, 2.3 34 (17%) 1.1 0.7, 1.9 

Profile 3 25 (21%) 1.7 0.9, 3.1 10 (8.4%) 0.5 0.2, 1.1 

Profile 4 10 (17%) 1.4 0.6, 3.1 11 (18%) 1.3 0.6, 2.7 

Moderate gestational weight gain is the reference group 

Model adjusts for education, depressive symptoms, smoking status, marital status 

Profile 1: “Healthy Sleep” profile, best across each domain 

Profile 2: latest sleep timing  

Profile 3:  late sleep timing, low sleep efficiency, and long sleep duration  

Profile 4: shortest nocturnal sleep duration and longest daytime nap duration 
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