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Abstract

Time-restricted eating (TRE) is a nutritional intervention that confines the daily time-window
for energy intake. TRE reduces fasting glucose concentrations in non-pregnant individuals,
but whether this eating protocol is feasible and effective for glycemic control in pregnancy is
unknown. The aim of this randomized controlled trial was to investigate the feasibility and
effect of a 5-week TRE intervention among pregnant individuals at risk of gestational
diabetes mellitus (GDM), compared with a usual-care control group. Participants underwent
2-h oral glucose tolerance tests and estimation of body composition, before and after the
intervention. Interstitial glucose levels were continuously measured, and adherence rates
and ratings of hunger were recorded daily. Thirty of 32 participants completed the trial.
Participants allocated to TRE reduced their daily eating window from 12.3 (SD 1.3) to 9.9 (SD
1.0) h, but TRE did not affect glycemic measures, blood pressure, or body composition,
compared with the control group. TRE increased hunger levels in the evening, but not in the
morning, and induced only small changes in dietary intake. A 5-week TRE intervention was
feasible for pregnant individuals with increased risk of GDM but had no effect on

cardiometabolic outcomes.
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Introduction

The prevalence of diabetes is increasing in parallel with the obesity pandemic, with
gestational diabetes mellitus (GDM) estimated to occur in up to 14% of all pregnancies.’
GDM is the development of glucose intolerance with onset or first recognition during
pregnancy, brought on by an underlying chronic insulin resistance due to beta-cell
dysfunction.?? Important risk factors for GDM include advanced maternal age, a body mass
index (BMI) > 25 kg/m? previous GDM or a family history with diabetes, delivery of a
macrosomic child, and non-Caucasian ethnicity.*> Glucose intolerance during pregnancy
increases the risk of adverse pregnancy outcomes, such as pre-eclampsia, pre-term birth,

2,6,7

macrosomia, caesarean delivery, and birth injury. Furthermore, GDM increases the risk

of developing diabetes and cardiovascular disease later in life for both the mother and the
offspring.”’®

Lifestyle interventions, including nutritional therapy, is regarded as the primary
strategy for managing GDM.>® However, there is no consensus on which diet is best for
achieving optimal glycemic control in pregnancy.>'® Time-restricted eating (TRE) is a dietary
strategy in which the time-window for energy intake each day is restricted, typically from 6-
10 h/day. TRE has shown to have positive effects on glucose regulation in people with

11,12

overweight/obesity and to improve body composition.” As such, TRE has emerged as a

potentially beneficial intervention for individuals at risk of, or diagnosed with GDM."
However, we are unaware of published research on the feasibility or effect of TRE in
pregnant individuals. The primary aim of this randomized controlled trial (RCT) was to
examine the feasibility of TRE in pregnant individuals with at least one risk factor for
developing GDM. Secondary outcomes included the effect of TRE on markers of metabolic
health and glycemic control. We hypothesized that it would be feasible for pregnant

individuals to adhere to TRE during the second or third trimester, and that TRE would

improve glycemic control.

Results

Participants
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Thirty-two participants undertook baseline assessments and were randomized to either TRE
(n = 15) or a control group (n = 17) (Figure 1). The first participant was recruited 18.01.2019
and the last date of follow-up was 13.03.2023, with a halt in inclusion of participants from
March to September 2020 during the Covid pandemic. We stopped the inclusion of
participants when we had reached our pre-specified number of participants. Two individuals
withdrew their consent to participate in the study after baseline testing and randomization.
All participants had at least one risk factor for GDM according to the Norwegian
recommendations for screening of GDMlS, with some having more than one risk factor.
Most of the included participants (n = 28) had a pre-pregnancy BMI > 25 kg/m’. Nineteen
were expecting their first child at an age > 25 years, two were of Asian or African ethnicity,
three had first-degree relatives with diabetes, two had previously given birth to a child with
birthweight > 4.5 kg, and one had been diagnosed with GDM in a previous pregnancy. Table

1 shows an overview of baseline characteristics according to group.

[ Enrollment ]

Assessed for eligibility f = 41)

Excluded (7 = 41)
> Not meeting inclusion criterian(= 5)
Declined to participaten(= 1)
Other reasons (n = 3)

A 4
Randomized (n= 32)

[ Allocation ]

Allocated to control (7= 17) Allocated to time-restricted eating p = 15)
Received allocated interventiomE 17) Received allocated interventiomE 15)
Did not receive allocated intervention £ 0) Did not receive allocated intervention £ 0)

[ Follow-up ]

Lost to follow-up (n=1) Lost to follow-up (n= 1)
Discontinued interventionn= 1) Discontinued interventionn= 1)
(Withdrew consent) (Unable to complete final tests)

[ Analysis ]

Intention-to-treat analysis fn= 17) Intention-to-treat analysis = 15)
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Figure 1. Flow diagram of participants in the study.

Table 1. Baseline characteristics of participants, according to group allocation. Data are
means with standard deviation (SD).

n Control (n = 17) n Time-restricted eating (n =
15)

Age, years 17 30.1(2.9) 15 32.2 (3.8)
Gestational week 17 19.8 (5.2) 15 18.6 (6.7)
Parity 17 0.5 (0.7) 15 0.7 (0.8)
Height, cm 17 169 (7) 15 163 (9)
Weight, kg 17 81.3(15.2) 15 79.6 (16.4)
Body mass index, kg/m? 17 28.5 (5.3) 15 29.9 (5.5)
Muscle mass, kg 17 28.5(4.1) 15 26.9 (4.2)
Fat mass, kg 17 29.7 (11.0) 15 30.8 (11.7)
Fat percentage 17 35.6 (7.5) 15 37.8(7.3)
Visceral fat area, cm® 17 140 (54) 15 147 (60)
Systolic BP, mmHg 16 115 (7) 15 113 (10)
Diastolic BP, mmHg 16 76 (5) 15 74 (6)
Heart rate, beats/min 16 77 (12) 15 80 (10)
Fasting glucose, mmol/L 17 4.5(0.4) 15 4.5(0.3)
120-min glucose, mmol/L | 17 4.9 (1.3) 15 5.3(1.8)
Fasting insulin, plU/mL 17 14.2 (5.4) 15 16.5(8.7)
120-min insulin, ulU/mL 17 42.0(29.0) 15 69.8 (97.4)
HbA1c, mmol/mol 17 29.8 (3.1) 14 31.0(3.4)
HOMA2-IR 17 1.7 (0.6) 15 2.0 (1.0)
Cholesterol, mmol/L 17 5.4 (1.0) 13 5.7 (0.9)
Triglycerides, mmol/L 17 1.5 (0.4) 13 1.5(0.5)
HDL, mmol/L 17 2.0 (0.4) 13 2.0(0.4)
LDL, mmol/L 17 3.4 (0.8) 13 3.7(0.8)

BP = Blood pressure, HDL = High-density lipoprotein cholesterol, HOMA2-IR = Homeostatic model
assessment of insulin resistance, LDL = Low-density lipoprotein cholesterol.

Time-restricted eating was feasible in pregnancy and affected feelings of hunger

The participants allocated to TRE reduced their eating window from 12.0 h (SD 2.2) at
baseline to 9.9 h (SD 1.6) during the 5-week intervention period, with no change in eating
window in the control group (12.5 h (SD 1.9) at baseline and 13.1 h (SD 1.7) during the
intervention period) (Figure 2). During the baseline week, the participants in the TRE group
consumed their first meal at 09:17 h (SD 2.0) and their last meal at 21:01 h (SD 1.1), whereas
the average times for the first and last meal during the intervention were 08:43 h (SD 1.9)

and 18:50 h (SD 1.7), respectively (Figure 3). Individuals in the TRE group adhered to the <
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10-h eating window on 4.7 (SD 0.4) days/week during the intervention period, giving an
adherence rate of 67% {SD 6%).

16+ p < .001
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Figure 2. Mean eating window duration. Observed values at baseline and during the 5-
week intervention period according to group. Descriptive statistics with standard deviation
for the intention-to-treat population. p — value was computed using linear mixed model,
comparing the time-restricted eating (TRE) group with the control group (CON).
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Figure 3. Individual changes in eating window for participants allocated to time-restricted
eating. Lines show the average self-reported window for energy intake per day for each
participant in the intervention group. The graph is based on observed values from
participant handbooks.
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There were no effects of the TRE intervention on the participants’ ratings of hunger
in the morning (Figure 4, Supplementary Table 1). In the evening during the second week of
the intervention, the participants in TRE reported increased hunger levels, desire to eat, and
prospective intake of energy, and decreased satiety, compared with CON (Figure 5,
Supplementary Table 1). Evening hunger was still higher and evening satiety lower in the
TRE group in the last week of the intervention, compared with CON, but the desire to eat in

the evening was not.
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Figure 4. Self-reported appetite in the morning. Feelings of a) hunger, b) fullness, c) satiety,
d) desire to eat, and e) prospective intake of energy, as indicated on a 0-10 visual analogue
scale in the morning before the first energy intake. The data are observed mean scores at
baseline, in the second intervention week (3 weeks) and in the last intervention week (6
weeks). Bars show averages and error bars show standard deviations. p — values are for
between-group comparisons using linear mixed models. CON = Control group, TRE = Time-
restricted eating.
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Figure 5. Self-reported appetite in the evening. Feelings of a) hunger, b) fullness, c) satiety,
d) desire to eat, and e) prospective intake of energy, as indicated on a 0-10 visual analogue
scale in the evening before going to bed. The data are observed mean scores at baseline, in
the second week of the intervention period (3 weeks) and in the last week of the
intervention period (6 weeks). Graphs show averages and error bars show standard
deviations. p — values are for between-group comparisons using linear mixed models. CON =
Control group, TRE = Time-restricted eating.

Time-restricted eating had no effect on secondary metabolic outcomes

At baseline, none of the participants fulfilled the Norwegian criteria for GDM: fasting
glucose between 5.3-6.9 mmol/L and/or 120-min glucose between 9.0-11.0 mmol/L after a
75-g oral glucose tolerance test (OGTT)." At the testing after the intervention period, one
participant in CON had fasting glucose of 5.7 mmol/L, with all remaining participants being
below the threshold for GDM. TRE had no effect on any of the glycemic or metabolic

outcomes (Table 2), nor on 24-h glucose area under the curve {AUC), day-time glucose AUC
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or night-time glucose AUC (Figure 6, Supplementary Table 2). The TRE intervention had no

effect on systolic or diastolic blood pressure (Table 2).
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Figure 6. Area under curve (AUC) glucose. a) 24-hours AUC, b) day-time AUC, and c) night-
time AUC. Data are estimated from continuous glucose monitoring using Glyculator 3.0.
Symbols show averages and error bars show standard deviations for the control group
(CON) and the time-restricted eating group (TRE) in the baseline week (Week 1), the first
three weeks of the intervention period (Weeks 2-4), and in the last two weeks of the
intervention period (Weeks 5-6). p —values are for between-group comparisons using linear
mixed models.

Table 2. Intention-to-treat analyses of secondary outcomes. Baseline data are reported as
mean values with standard deviations (SD) of observed values at baseline, and post-
intervention for n participants in each group. Results from linear mixed model analysis
presents estimated effect, which represents the difference in mean in the time-restricted
eating group (TRE) compared with the control group (CON), with corresponding 95%
confidence interval (Cl) and p-values.

After the Difference (group x time)

m r Baselin
Outcome Group aseline intervention compared with CON
Est.
n | Mean(SD) | n | Mean (SD) effect 95% Cl p

Fasting glucose, mmol/L CON |17| 4.5(0.4) 16| 4.5(0.4)
TRE |15| 45(03) |14| 4.4(02) | -01 | -03t00.1 | .187
120-min glucose, mmol/L| CON | 17 4.9 (1.3) 16 5.0 (1.6)
TRE | 15| 53(1.8) |14| 5.6(L6) 02 | -04t00.8 | .529

HbAlc, mmol/mol CON |17| 29.8(3.1) |16 | 30.4(4.2)
TRE |14| 31.0(3.4) |14| 31.2(39) | 03 | -19to1.4 | .724
Fasting insulin, plU/ml CON |17| 14.2(5.4) |16 | 15.8(6.6)

TRE | 15| 165(8.7) |14 | 16.9(9.3) | -0.7 | -46t03.3 | .742
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120-min insulin, plU/ml CON | 17| 42.0(29.0) |16 | 53.7 (42.0)

-23.6to

TRE 15| 69.8(97.4) |13 | 90.3(72.6) | 12.1 478 496
HOMAZ2-IR CON 17 1.7 (0.6) 16 1.9 (0.8)

TRE |15| 2.0(1.0) [14| 21(11) | 01 | -05t00.4 | .743
Muscle mass, kg CON | 17| 285(4.1) |16 | 29.2(4.7)

TRE | 15| 269(4.2) |14| 272(42) | 05 | -1.0t00.1 | .091
Fat mass, kg CON |17 29.7(11.0) |16 | 28.9(8.4)

TRE | 15| 30.8(11.7) |14 | 32.6(11.6) | 0.2 | -0.7to1.2 | .609
Weight, kg CON |17 | 81.3(15.2) | 16| 81.6(13.7)

TRE 15| 79.6(16.4) |14 | 82.0(16.3) -04 -1.3t00.5 .383
Visceral fat area, cm’ CON |17 139.5(53.7) | 16 | 138.2 (46.1)

TRE |15 | 146.7 (60.2) | 14 | 153.6(59.4) | -1.1 | -7.3t05.0 | .707
Systolic BP, mmHg CON |16| 1149(6.7) | 15| 113.5(5.5)

TRE | 15| 113.0(9.7) | 14| 109.7(6.0) | -3.0 | -7.0t0 1.0 | .142
Diastolic BP, mmHg CON |16| 755(5.3) |15| 74.4(4.7)

TRE | 15| 74.0(5.8) |14 | 71.4(6.0) | 24 | -5.4t006 | .117

Resting heart rate, bpm CON | 16| 77.3(12.3) | 15| 77.4(10.8)
TRE 15| 80.1(10.2) | 14| 79.0(8.5) -0.1 -53t05.1 .982

Total cholesterol,

mmol/L CON |17 5.4 (0.9) 14 6.0 (1.0)

TRE |13| 5.7(0.9) |12| 6.3(0.9) 0.0 -0.3t00.3 | .856
HDL-cholesterol, mmol/L | CON |17 | 2.0(0.4) 14| 2.1(0.4)

TRE 13 2.0(0.4) 13 2.1(0.4) 0.0 -0.2t00.1 | .662
LDL-cholesterol, mmol/L CON |17 | 3.4(0.8) 14| 3.9(0.9)
TRE 13 3.7 (0.8) 13 4.4 (0.9) 0.0 -0.3t00.3 | .936
Triglycerides, mmol/L CON |17 1.5(0.4) 14 1.8 (0.5)
TRE 13 1.5(0.5) 13 2.1(0.7) 0.1 -0.1t00.3 | .394
BP = blood pressure, BPM = beats per min, HbAlc = hemoglobin Alc, HDL = high-density lipoprotein,
HOMAZ2-IR = homeostatic assessment of insulin resistance, LDL =low-density lipoprotein

Time-restricted eating had small effect on dietary intake and no effect on physical activity

TRE had no effect on total energy intake (Supplementary Table 3). Participants in the TRE
group consumed 33 g less carbohydrates per day in the last week of the intervention period,
compared with CON (p = .040). In the second week of the intervention period, participants
in the TRE group consumed 34 g less sugar compared with CON (p = .005), but there was no
difference between groups in the last week of the intervention. There were no between-
group differences in other dietary intake variables (Supplementary Table 3), or in total
energy expenditure, or other measures of physical activity throughout the study

(Supplementary table 4).

Adverse events

10
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No adverse events were reported during the study.

Discussion

This study was the first experimental investigation of the feasibility of a TRE intervention
during pregnancy. Our results largely support our main hypothesis that 5 weeks of TRE is
feasible during pregnancy, as the participants could adhere to a < 10 h/day eating window
on ~5 days/week throughout the intervention period. The average eating window was just
under 10 h/day in the intervention period, representing a 2-h reduction from baseline.
Despite this reduced eating window, we failed to detect any beneficial effects of TRE on
glycemic control or other metabolic outcomes.

The adherence rate to TRE in our study was 67%, which is somewhat lower than the
rates reported in other studies of TRE involving non-pregnant individuals and with a daily

eating window of maximum 10 h.”**®

We have previously showed that reproductive-aged
women with overweight/obesity managed to adhere to an identical TRE intervention on 6.2
days/week (89%) for 7 weeks™, while Anton and colleagues reported an adherence rate of
84% to a similar 4-week intervention among overweight, sedentary adults aged 65 years or
older." All these studies had a relatively short intervention period, but Lin et al."’ reported
87% adherence to an 8-h TRE protocol over the course of a 12-month study in participants
with obesity. The main reason for lower adherence in the present study is likely due to the
pregnant state of our participants. In pregnancy, nausea and preference of specific foods
(cravings) are common, especially in the first trimester. These factors may affect the ability
to consume energy only at specific periods during the day as required for TRE. Indeed, a
gualitative study on attitudes towards TRE among people who were pregnant or had
recently given birth, reported that some were concerned about the baby’s health, nausea,
and hunger.'* However, 47% of the participants in that study perceived TRE as safe during
pregnancy, but only 24% of them said they would be willing to try a TRE regimen during
pregnancy.'

We report no adverse effects of adhering to a 10-h TRE window for 5 weeks and

11,13,16-20

neither do previous studies. The most commonly reported adverse effects of TRE

are nausea, headaches, dizziness, diarrhea, and dry mouth. However, these effects will

11,16,18

either diminish over time, or are resolved by increasing water intake. . Despite that a

10-h TRE window was found to be feasible in the current study, including participants earlier

11
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in pregnancy could yield different results. The mean gestational age in the intervention
group in our study was 18.6 weeks (ranging from 12 to 30 weeks) at baseline, whereas
nausea is most common in early pregnancy.”* The on-going BEFORE THE BEGINNING trial
will determine the feasibility of TRE also in early pregnancy.?

There was no effect of TRE on any of the measured cardiometabolic outcomes in our
study. A reason for this could be that 5 weeks may be insufficient to induce any significant
glycemic changes in pregnant individuals.” However, in non-pregnant individuals, TRE

interventions do improve glycemic control after interventions of similar duration.’>*#2* |

n
one study, restricting the window for energy intake to between 08:00 and 16:00 h improved
skeletal muscle insulin sensitivity among healthy males after 2 weeks.” Similar results were
also seen in a crossover trial involving men with prediabetes, in which 5 weeks of TRE with a
6-h eating window early in the day reduced the concentrations of insulin both in the fasting
state and during a 3-h OGTT."® In both these studies, the window of energy intake was
substantially shorter than in the present study, which may explain the different findings. In
our previous study involving reproductive-aged women with overweight/obesity, we
showed lower nocturnal glucose after 7 weeks of TRE with a 10-h window for energy
intake.”® In contrast to our previous trial, the participants in the present study did not
reduce their energy intake during the intervention period.

Concurrent with no change in energy intake or expenditure, 5 weeks of TRE did not
affect body weight. Weight loss is often the goal of TRE interventions’**?’, with
improvements in glycemic measures frequently occurring after weight loss.”* Even if most
TRE regimens allow unrestricted intake of energy within the stipulated eating window,
people typically reduce their daily energy intake unintentionally, which likely underpins

most of the cardiometabolic benefits of TRE.*

The weight loss observed after TRE
interventions makes it difficult to determine whether there is a weight loss-independent
effect of TRE. However, in the study by Sutton and colleagues, in which the participants
were provided with standardized meals to maintain energy balance and weight, they
observed several improvements in glycemic outcomes.™ Conversely, others have reported
reductions in body weight after a TRE intervention without concomitant improvements in

measures of glycemic control.?’” Additionally, we found no change in blood pressure or

resting heart rate after the intervention, which is in concordance with findings in similar
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trials. Conversely, some trials have reported reduced blood pressure following TRE

interventions.'®*%

We placed no restrictions on the timing of the eating window, but we recommended
that the participants started their daily energy intake by 09:00 hrs. On average, participants
commenced their daily eating window at 08:43 h and ended it at 18:50 h during the
intervention. Placing the eating window early in the day has been shown to improve

glycemic outcomes in animals and humans®**%3

, and it is suggested to be beneficial for
glucose metabolism and insulin sensitivity to synchronize meal timing with the circadian
rhythm. Implementing an eating schedule synchronized with the body’s natural activity-rest

. . . 33,34
cycles has been shown to lower blood glucose and insulin concentrations.™

In pregnant
individuals, it was recently shown that consuming > 50% of total daily energy intake
between 19:00 and 07:00 h was associated with less desirable glycemic outcomes, including
increased fasting glucose and higher 24-h glucose levels.>® A previous study by the same
research group also indicated that increased maternal night-fasting intervals were
associated with decreased fasting glucose in the late-second trimester of pregnancy.*®
Furthermore, in non-pregnant individuals with overweight or obesity, early TRE has superior
effects compared with later TRE in improving glycemic control.*”’

The participants in our study had increased risk of developing GDM, but none had
signs of abnormal glucose metabolism at baseline. A more pronounced effect of TRE on
glycemic outcomes would be more likely if the participants’ glucose metabolism was
compromised.”® As such, TRE has demonstrated improved cardiometabolic outcomes in
people with impaired glucose metabolism, including individuals with the metabolic
syndrome, pre-diabetes, or type 2 diabetes.'®'?"3%3°

There are several limitations to this study and the interpretation of results. The
participants who volunteered for our study were probably less bothered by nausea than the
general population of pregnant people with increased risk of GDM, and our intervention
period may have been too short to elicit glycemic or cardiometabolic changes. There is also
a possibility that the duration of the daily eating window in our trial was too long, or it was
set too late in the day to impact glycemic control. Considering the unique physiological state
of pregnancy, our results are difficult to compare with studies in non-pregnant populations.

Pregnant individuals require special considerations and adjustments, and the metabolic

response in pregnant people could differ significantly from that of non-pregnant individuals.

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931; this version posted May 7, 2024. 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 .

Conclusion

To the best of our knowledge, the present study is the first trial to determine the feasibility
of TRE in pregnancy. While the results of our study suggest that TRE is feasible in the second
and third trimesters of pregnancy among individuals at risk of GDM, there were no
improvements in glycemic or cardiometabolic outcomes in our subject cohort. Further
studies should include a larger number of participants and implement TRE beyond 5 weeks
to determine the long-term feasibility and potential health benefits of TRE during

pregnancy.

Methods

Study design and participants

This parallel-group RCT was carried out at the Norwegian University of Science and
Technology (NTNU) and St. Olav’'s hospital. The study was approved by the Regional
Committees for Medical and Health Research Ethics in Norway (ID 12366) and registered in
Clinical Trials (ClinicalTrials.gov, identifier: NCT03803072). All participants provided written
informed consent before participating in the study. Participants were recruited through
public advertising at St. Olav’s hospital, on social media, and university web pages. We
screened for eligibility via telephone before we included participants in the trial. Table 3
shows the inclusion and exclusion criteria. The study period for each participant was 6
weeks, including one week of baseline measurements and 5 weeks of TRE for the
intervention group or no intervention for participants in control group. Fasting venous blood
sampling, OGTT, estimation of body composition, blood pressure and heart rate
measurements were undertaken at the baseline visit and after the 5-week intervention
period (Figure 7). After baseline assessments were completed, the participants were
randomly allocated (1:1) to either 5 weeks of TRE or usual care (CON). All participants were
fitted with continuous glucose monitors (CGMs) and physical activity monitors and received
instructions on how to self-report their daily eating window in the study handbook. Dietary
intake and physical activity were measured for 7 days in the baseline week, in the second

week of the intervention, and in the last week of the intervention (Figure 7).
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Table 3. Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Inclusion criteria

Exclusion criteria

O O 0O O 0O O

Age > 18 years
Pregnant with a singleton foetus in gestational week 12-30
Understands written and spoken Norwegian or English

At least one risk factor for gestational diabetes (GDM) as

defined by Norwegian guidelines for GDM screeningls:
Pre-pregnancy body mass index > 25 kg/m2
First birth at the age of > 25 years
Previous GDM
Previous delivery of newborn > 4.5 kg
First degree relative with diabetes mellitus
Asian or African ethnicity

Habitual daily eating window <12 h

Previously diagnosed with diabetes type 1 or 2

Visit 1 5-week intervention period

Visit 2

Control (CON)

Baseline
L)

Time-restricted eating (TRE)

ey
10

B @
t)). t))

o

‘ Continuous glucose monitoring E] ({0

Week1 ' Week2 ' Week3 ' Week4 ' Week5 ' Week6
= : @ _ o 1 i :
= Blood sampling — Body composition {_gg = Blood pressure and resting heart rate
e v
@= Randomisation (1:1) = Diet diary (7 days) El= Physical activity monitoring (7 days)

Figure 7. Study design. Participants visited the laboratory for assessments at baseline
before randomization, and after the intervention. These visits included fasting blood
sampling, an oral glucose tolerance test, estimation of body composition, blood pressure
and heart rate measurements. The participants wore continuous glucose monitors
throughout the study and physical activity monitors in the baseline week, week 3, and week



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931; this version posted May 7, 2024. 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 .

6. They registered the time points for first and last energy intake each day throughout the
study and reported dietary intake in the baseline week, week 3, and week 6. baseline week
of the study.

Randomization and blinding

The participants undertook baseline assessments before being randomly allocated (1:1) to
either TRE or CON, after stratification for BMI < 27 kg/m2 or>27 kg/mz. The first or the last
author performed the randomization using a random number generator {(WebCRF, The Unit
for Applied Clinical Research, NTNU, Trondheim). The randomization sequenced was
concealed in the WebCRF until interventions were assigned. Neither participants nor study

personnel were blinded.

Intervention

All participants continued with their habitual eating habits during the baseline week. The
participants allocated to TRE were instructed to limit their time-window for energy intake to
maximum 10 h/day for 5 weeks. We advised the participants to start their eating window no
later than 9:00 h and to consume their last energy intake no later than 19:00 h. They could
freely consume energy-free beverages such as black coffee, tea, and diet soda outside their
daily eating window. We gave no advice regarding the amount of energy or types of foods
to be consumed. Participants allocated to CON were instructed to continue their habitual
eating pattern for the entire 6-week study period. All participants received a booklet about

healthy lifestyle habits in pregnancy.

Primary outcomes

The primary outcome measure in this study was the feasibility of TRE during pregnancy.
Adherence to TRE was self-reported in a study handbook, in which the participants recorded
the time points of their first and last energy intake every day throughout the whole study
period. We calculated adherence as the average duration of the daily eating window
throughout the 5-week study period, as well as the average number of days per week the

participants adhered to the < 10-h eating window.
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Secondary outcomes
Blood analyses

We sampled venous blood at baseline and after 6 weeks. The participants attended the
laboratory after a 10-h overnight fast. After the fasting blood sample was obtained, the
participants underwent a 120-min OGTT in which they ingested 75 g glucose dissolved in
250 mL water (GlucosePro, Norges Naturmedisinsentral AS). A second venous blood sample
was obtained 120 min after the ingestion of the glucose solution. Glycemic outcomes
include fasting plasma glucose, 120-min plasma glucose after the OGTT, HbA1lc, fasting
serum insulin, and 120-min serum insulin after the OGTT. Additionally, fasting blood total
cholesterol, triglycerides, high-density lipoprotein (HDL) and low-density lipoprotein (LDL)
were measured. EDTA tubes were centrifuged immediately after sampling at 2220G and 4°C
for 10 min. Serum tubes rested upright for 30 min before being centrifuged at 2220G and
20°C for 10 min. All analyses apart from insulin concentrations were carried out at the
laboratory at St. Olav’s hospital. Additional aliquots of plasma, serum and full blood were
stored at -80C for later analysis. We analyzed fasting and 120-min serum insulin using
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA, IBL-International, Hamburg, Germany). These
analyses were carried out per manufacturer’s instructions using a DS2 ELISA processing
system (Dynex Technologies, Virginia, USA) at the Department of Circulation and Medical
Imaging, NTNU. Using fasting blood glucose levels and fasting insulin levels, we calculated
insulin resistance (HOMA2-IR) using the online HOMA2 calculator
(https://www.rdm.ox.ac.uk/about/our-clinical-facilities-and-mrc-

units/DTU/software/homa).

Continuous glucose monitoring

The participants wore CGMs (FreeStyle Libre 1, Abbott Diabetes Care, Norway) throughout
the entire 6-week study period. They were fitted with CGM sensors at baseline and
instructed to do minimum four scans evenly spaced out throughout each day of the study.
We gave out replacement sensors at baseline to cover the whole 6-weeks study duration.
We covered the screen of the CGM monitor to avoid that the participants got aware of their

glucose levels. Raw CGM data were processed using Microsoft Excel and divided into a 1-

17


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931; this version posted May 7, 2024. 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 .

week baseline period (week 1), a 3-week mid-study period (weeks 2-4) and 2-week end-

period (weeks 5-6). We used the Glyculator 3.0 calculator {https://glyculator.btm.umed.pl)

to impute missing glucose measurements due to infrequent scans and to estimate glucose

AUC for 24 h, daytime (06:00 — 00:00) and night-time (00:01 — 05:59).

Body composition, blood pressure, and resting heart rate

We estimated the participants’ body composition using a bioelectrical impedance scale
(InBody770, Biospace CO, Ltd, Seoul, Korea) after a > 10 h overnight fast. The participants
wore light clothing and no shoes during these tests. Parameters used to estimate body
composition include height, weight, BMI, fat mass, muscle mass and visceral fat area. Blood
pressure and heart rate were measured using an automated blood pressure device (Welch
Allyn, Germany). We obtained three measurements with 1-min intervals and report the

average of these three measurements.

Physical activity and diet

We fitted the participants with physical activity monitors (BodyMedia Sensewear Armband,
Pittsburgh, PA) during the baseline testing. These monitors were worn during the baseline
week, the 3" study week, and the 6™ study week to estimate average weekly physical
activity and energy expenditure. Raw physical activity data were processed using Microsoft
Excel and divided into baseline (week 1), mid-study {weeks 2-4), and end-period (weeks 5-
6). In the same periods, the participants recorded their dietary intake for 7 days using an
online food diary (kostholdsplanleggeren.no). Raw dietary data were processed using
Microsoft Excel. In the same weeks, participants recorded subjective feelings of hunger,
fullness, satiety, and desire to eat in the mornings and evenings on 10-cm visual analogue

scales printed in their study handbooks.

Sample size

We did not perform a formal power analysis for this trial. Generally, a sample size between

24 and 50 is recommended to estimate effect size and standard deviation in feasibility

40-42

studies . We aimed to include 32 participants to ensure that we had a minimum of 24
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(12 in each group) with measurements of glucose tolerance and insulin sensitivity at two

time points, accounting for an expected drop-out of 20%.

Statistical analysis

The adherence data are reported as descriptive statistics. We used linear mixed models
(LMM) to compare adherence in TRE with CON. In the LMM models, we included time and
the interaction between time and group as fixed factors, and participants as random
factor.” We report the estimated mean change in the TRE group, with corresponding 95%
confidence intervals (Cl) and p-values, compared with CON. We also used linear mixed
models to compare secondary outcome measures between TRE and CON. All randomized
participants were included in the intention-to-treat analysis, regardless of adherence. We
excluded data with less than 4 days of valid CGM measurements or physical activity datain a
period, as well as less than at least two weekdays and one weekend day of nutritional
intake. However, if the participant had sufficient data in other time periods, then these data
were included in the analyses. Statistical analyses were performed in IBM SPSS Statistics 27.
We consider p-values < .05 as statistically significant and have not performed any
adjustments for multiple comparisons due to the exploratory nature of our research

questions.

Data availability

Data reported in this paper will be shared by the corresponding author upon reasonable

request.

Author contributions

TM, KAS, and JAH conceived the study and analysis plan. HMS, KLH, TMG, and MKIJ collected
the data. HMS, MAIJS, KLH and TM analyzed the data. All authors contributed to the

interpretation of the data. HMS drafted the manuscript. All authors critically reviewed the

19


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931; this version posted May 7, 2024. 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 .

manuscript for intellectual content and gave their final approval of the version to be

published.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the Norwegian University of Science and Technology (NTNU),
by a Novo Nordisk Foundation Challenge Grant to JAH (NNF140C0011493), an EFSD and
Novo Nodisk Foundation Future Leaders Award Programme grant to TM (NNF19SA058975),
and by The Liaison Committee for Education, Research, and Innovation in Central Norway
(2020/39645). The funding bodies had no role in the design, data collection, or
interpretation of results. We wish to thank the Unit for Applied Clinical Research at NTNU
for providing the internet-based randomization, Elisabeth Eide Axe and Guro Rosvold for
assistance with blood sampling and data collection, and the Department of Clinical
Chemistry at St. Olavs Hospital for biochemical analyses of blood samples. Finally, we want

to thank all the participants in the trial.

Competing interests

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Materials & Correspondence

Correspondence and material requests should be addressed to Trine Moholdt

References

1 Wang, H. et al. IDF Diabetes Atlas: Estimation of Global and Regional Gestational Diabetes
Mellitus Prevalence for 2021 by International Association of Diabetes in Pregnancy Study
Group's Criteria. Diabetes Res Clin Pract 183, 109050 (2022).
https://doi.org:10.1016/j.diabres.2021.109050

2 Buchanan, T. A,, Xiang, A. H. & Page, K. A. Gestational diabetes mellitus: risks and
management during and after pregnancy. Nat Rev Endocrinol 8, 639-649 (2012).
https://doi.org:10.1038/nrendo.2012.96

3 Plows, J. F., Stanley, J. L., Baker, P. N., Reynolds, C. M. & Vickers, M. H. The Pathophysiology
of Gestational Diabetes Mellitus. Int J Mol Sci 19 (2018).
https://doi.org:10.3390/ijms19113342

20


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931; this version posted May 7, 2024. 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.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21
22

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

Zhang, C., Rawal, S. & Chong, Y. S. Risk factors for gestational diabetes: is prevention
possible? Diabetologia 59, 1385-1390 (2016). https://doi.org:10.1007/s00125-016-3979-3
ACOG Practice Bulletin No. 190: Gestational Diabetes Mellitus. Obstet Gynecol 131, e49-e64
(2018). https://doi.org:10.1097/a0g.0000000000002501

Johns, E. C., Denison, F. C., Norman, J. E. & Reynolds, R. M. Gestational Diabetes Mellitus:
Mechanisms, Treatment, and Complications. Trends Endocrinol Metab 29, 743-754 (2018).
https://doi.org:10.1016/j.tem.2018.09.004

Sullivan, S. D., Umans, J. G. & Ratner, R. Gestational diabetes: implications for cardiovascular
health. Curr Diab Rep 12, 43-52 (2012). https://doi.org:10.1007/s11892-011-0238-3
Szmuilowicz, E. D., Josefson, J. L. & Metzger, B. E. Gestational Diabetes Mellitus. Endocrinol
Metab Clin North Am 48, 479-493 (2019). https://doi.org:10.1016/j.ecl.2019.05.001
Moholdt, T., Hayman, M., Shorakae, S., Brown, W. J. & Harrison, C. L. The Role of Lifestyle
Intervention in the Prevention and Treatment of Gestational Diabetes. Semin Reprod Med
(2021). https://doi.org:10.1055/5-0040-1722208

Yamamoto, J. M. et al. Gestational Diabetes Mellitus and Diet: A Systematic Review and
Meta-analysis of Randomized Controlled Trials Examining the Impact of Modified Dietary
Interventions on Maternal Glucose Control and Neonatal Birth Weight. Diabetes Care 41,
1346-1361 (2018). https://doi.org:10.2337/dc18-0102

Cienfuegos, S. et al. Effects of 4- and 6-h Time-Restricted Feeding on Weight and
Cardiometabolic Health: A Randomized Controlled Trial in Adults with Obesity. Cell Metab
32, 366-378.e363 (2020). https://doi.org:10.1016/j.cmet.2020.06.018

Parr, E. B., Devlin, B.L., Radford, B.E., Hawley, J.A. . A delayed morning and earlier evening
time-restricted feeding protocol for improving glycemic control and dietary adherence in
men with overweight/obesity: A randomized controlled trial. Nutrients (2020).

Haganes, K. L. et al. Time-restricted eating and exercise training improve HbAlc and body
composition in women with overweight/obesity: A randomized controlled trial. Cell Metab
34, 1457-1471.e1454 (2022). https://doi.org:10.1016/j.cmet.2022.09.003

Flanagan, E. W., Kebbe, M., Sparks, J. R. & Redman, L. M. Assessment of Eating Behaviors
and Perceptions of Time-Restricted Eating During Pregnancy. J Nutr 152, 475-483 (2022).
https://doi.org:10.1093/in/nxab397

Helsedirektoratet. Svangerskapsdiabetes. Nasjonal faglig retningslinje for
svangerskapsdiabetes, <https://helsedirektoratet.no/retningslinjer/svangerskapsdiabetes>
(2018).

Anton, S. D. et al. The Effects of Time Restricted Feeding on Overweight, Older Adults: A Pilot
Study. Nutrients 11 (2019). https://doi.org:10.3390/nu11071500

Lin, S. et al. Time-Restricted Eating Without Calorie Counting for Weight Loss in a Racially
Diverse Population : A Randomized Controlled Trial. Ann Intern Med 176, 885-895 (2023).
https://doi.org:10.7326/m?23-0052

Sutton, E. F. et al. Early Time-Restricted Feeding Improves Insulin Sensitivity, Blood Pressure,
and Oxidative Stress Even without Weight Loss in Men with Prediabetes. Cell Metab 27,
1212-1221.e1213 (2018). https://doi.org:10.1016/j.cmet.2018.04.010

Pavlou, V. et al. Effect of Time-Restricted Eating on Weight Loss in Adults With Type 2
Diabetes: A Randomized Clinical Trial. JAMA Netw Open 6, €2339337 (2023).
https://doi.org:10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2023.39337

Suthutvoravut, U. et al. Efficacy of Time-Restricted Eating and Behavioral Economic
Intervention in Reducing Fasting Plasma Glucose, HbAlc, and Cardiometabolic Risk Factors in
Patients with Impaired Fasting Glucose: A Randomized Controlled Trial. Nutrients 15 (2023).
https://doi.org:10.3390/nu15194233

Festin, M. Nausea and vomiting in early pregnancy. BMJ Clin Evid 2014 (2014).

Sujan, M. A. J. et al. Randomised controlled trial of preconception lifestyle intervention on
maternal and offspring health in people with increased risk of gestational diabetes: study

21


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931; this version posted May 7, 2024. 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.

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

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

protocol for the BEFORE THE BEGINNING trial. BMJ Open 13, e073572 (2023).
https://doi.org:10.1136/bmjopen-2023-073572

Kang, J. et al. Effect of Time-Restricted Feeding on Anthropometric, Metabolic, and Fitness
Parameters: A Systematic Review. J Am Nutr Assoc 41, 810-825 (2022).
https://doi.org:10.1080/07315724.2021.1958719

Jones, R. et al. Two weeks of early time-restricted feeding (eTRF) improves skeletal muscle
insulin and anabolic sensitivity in healthy men. Am J Clin Nutr 112, 1015-1028 (2020).
https://doi.org:10.1093/ajcn/nqaal92

Moro, T. et al. Effects of eight weeks of time-restricted feeding (16/8) on basal metabolism,
maximal strength, body composition, inflammation, and cardiovascular risk factors in
resistance-trained males. J Transl Med 14, 290 (2016). https://doi.org:10.1186/s12967-016-
10440

Jamshed, H. et al. Early Time-Restricted Feeding Improves 24-Hour Glucose Levels and
Affects Markers of the Circadian Clock, Aging, and Autophagy in Humans. Nutrients 11
(2019). https://doi.org:10.3390/nu11061234

Chow, L. S. et al. Time-Restricted Eating Effects on Body Composition and Metabolic
Measures in Humans who are Overweight: A Feasibility Study. Obesity (Silver Spring) 28,
860-869 (2020). https://doi.org:10.1002/0by.22756

Chang, Y., Dy, T, Zhuang, X. & Ma, G. Time-restricted eating improves health because of
energy deficit and circadian rhythm: A systematic review and meta-analysis. iScience 27,
109000 (2024). https://doi.org:10.1016/].isci.2024.109000

Gabel, K. et aol. Effects of 8-hour time restricted feeding on body weight and metabolic
disease risk factors in obese adults: A pilot study. Nutr Healthy Aging 4, 345-353 (2018).
https://doi.org:10.3233/nha-170036

Zhang, L. M. et al. Randomized controlled trial for time-restricted eating in overweight and
obese young adults. iScience 25, 104870 (2022). https://doi.org:10.1016/].isci.2022.104870
Wilkinson, M. J. et al. Ten-Hour Time-Restricted Eating Reduces Weight, Blood Pressure, and
Atherogenic Lipids in Patients with Metabolic Syndrome. Cell Metab 31, 92-104.e105 (2020).
https://doi.org:10.1016/j.cmet.2019.11.004

Jamshed, H. et al. Early Time-Restricted Feeding Improves 24-Hour Glucose Levels and
Affects Markers of the Circadian Clock, Aging, and Autophagy in Humans. Nutrients 11
(2019).

Chaix, A,, Lin, T., Le, H. D., Chang, M. W. & Panda, S. Time-Restricted Feeding Prevents
Obesity and Metabolic Syndrome in Mice Lacking a Circadian Clock. Cell Metab 29, 303-
319.e304 (2019). https://doi.org:10.1016/j.cmet.2018.08.004

Chaix, A., Manoogian, E. N. C., Melkani, G. C. & Panda, S. Time-Restricted Eating to Prevent
and Manage Chronic Metabolic Diseases. Annu Rev Nutr 39, 291-315 (2019).
https://doi.org:10.1146/annurev-nutr-082018-124320

Loy, S. L. et al. Associations of predominant night-eating with plasma glycemic status and
continuous glucose monitoring measures among pregnant women. Clin Nutr 42, 2320-2327
(2023). https://doi.org:10.1016/j.cInu.2023.10.009

Loy, S. L. et al. Maternal Circadian Eating Time and Frequency Are Associated with Blood
Glucose Concentrations during Pregnancy. J Nutr 147, 70-77 (2017).
https://doi.org:10.3945/jn.116.239392

Liu, J., Yi, P. & Liu, F. The Effect of Early Time-Restricted Eating vs Later Time-Restricted
Eating on Weight Loss and Metabolic Health. J Clin Endocrinol Metab 108, 1824-1834 (2023).
https://doi.org:10.1210/clinem/dgad036

Che, T. et al. Time-restricted feeding improves blood glucose and insulin sensitivity in
overweight patients with type 2 diabetes: a randomised controlled trial. Nutr Metab (Lond)
18, 88 (2021). https://doi.org:10.1186/s12986-021-00613-9

22


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931; this version posted May 7, 2024. 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.

39

40

41

42

43

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

Hutchison, A. T. et al. Time-Restricted Feeding Improves Glucose Tolerance in Men at Risk
for Type 2 Diabetes: A Randomized Crossover Trial. Obesity (Silver Spring) 27, 724-732
(2019). https://doi.org:10.1002/0by.22449

Lancaster, G. A., Dodd, S. & Williamson, P. R. Design and analysis of pilot studies:
recommendations for good practice. J Eval Clin Pract 10, 307-312 (2004).
https://doi.org:10.1111/j.2002.384.doc.x

Browne, R. H. On the use of a pilot sample for sample size determination. Stat Med 14,
1933-1940 (1995).

Sim, J. & Lewis, M. The size of a pilot study for a clinical trial should be calculated in relation
to considerations of precision and efficiency. J Clin Epidemiol 65, 301-308 (2012).
https://doi.org:10.1016/j.jclinepi.2011.07.011

J, T. et al. Different ways to estimate treatment effects in randomised controlled trials.
Contemp Clin Trials Commun 10, 80-85 (2018). https://doi.org:10.1016/j.conctc.2018.03.008

23


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.06.24306931
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

