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Abstract

Pregnancy is a critical window for long-term metabolic programming of fetal effects stemming
from airborne particulate matter <2.5um (PM,s) exposure. Yet, little is known about long-term
metabolic effects of PM, s exposure during and surrounding pregnancy in mothers. We
assessed potential critical windows of PM; s exposure during and surrounding pregnancy with
maternal adiposity and lipid measures later in life. We included 517 pregnant women from the
PROGRESS cohort with adiposity [body mass index (BMI), waist circumference (WC), % body
fat] and lipids [total cholesterol, high-density-lipoprotein (HDL), low-density-lipoprotein (LDL)]
measured repeatedly at 4, 6 and 8 years post-delivery. Monthly average PM, s exposure was
estimated at each participant’s address using a validated spatiotemporal model. We employed
distributed lag interaction models (DLIMs) adjusting for socio-demographics and clinical
covariates. We found that a 1 ug/m® increase in PM, s exposure throughout mid-/late-pregnancy
was associated with higher WC at 6-years post-delivery, peaking at 6 months of gestation: 0.04
cm (95%CI: 0.01, 0.06). We also identified critical windows of PM, s exposure during and
surrounding pregnancy associated with higher LDL and lower HDL both measured at 4 years
post-delivery with peaks at pre-conception for LDL [0.17 mg/dL (95%CI: 0.00, 0.34)] and at the
11" month after conception for HDL [-0.07 mg/dL (95%Cl: -0.11, -0.02)]. Stratified analyses by
fetal sex indicated stronger associations with adiposity measures in mothers carrying a male,
whereas stronger associations were observed with lipids in mothers carrying a female fetus.
Stratified analyses also indicated potential stronger deleterious lagged effects in women with
folic acid intake lower than 600mcg/day during pregnancy.
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1. Introduction

Obesity and dyslipidemia are key cardiometabolic risk factors and conditions that predispose
individuals to increased risk of stroke, disability, and mortality.*” These conditions have
increased in North America at an alarming rate throughout the past decades®*° and are
particularly more prevalent among Hispanics.'*? In Mexican adults, dyslipidemias are the most
prevalent risk factor for cardiovascular diseases," including hypoalphalipoproteinemia, also
known as low high-density lipoprotein (HDL), and high low-density lipoprotein (LDL), with an
estimated prevalence of ~55%. Excess adiposity and low HDL predispose individuals to
increased metabolic syndrome, a condition on the rise in Mexico, where it is estimated to affect
56% of the adult population.® Importantly, metabolic disease-related morbidities and mortality
affect women more than men in Mexico.™® According to the 2018-2019 ENSANUT National
Health Nutrition Survey there are substantial higher rates of generalized and abdominal obesity
in Mexican adult women compared to men,** with a peak prevalence in women of 40.2% for

generalized obesity and 88% for abdominal obesity.

Airborne particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 2.5 microns or smaller (PM.s) is a
ubiquitous exposure in urban, industrial, and rural environments.>® PM, s exposure can have

endocrine-disrupting effects’?°

and is considered an emerging risk factor for obesity and
adverse metabolic outcomes.”** Experimental studies in animals and epidemiological research
in humans have demonstrated that PM, s exposure may promote weight gain and adipose tissue
expansion, and alter lipid metabolism.?**° Mechanisms by which PM, s could influence
metabolic diseases include hormonal alteration, increased inflammation, oxidative stress, and
reactive oxygen species-induced endothelial dysfunction.®*** Furthermore, PM, s exposure

during pregnancy has been suggested to be a critical exposure window for a wide variety of

health-related outcomes in both birthing-mothers and children.****° However, most of the
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literature examining critical PM, s exposure windows during pregnancy has primarily focused on
children’s health, largely missing potential long-term effects in mothers.** Pregnancy constitutes

a major period of physiological changes*? including pro-inflammatory processes**°

and weight
gain.*®*’ The numerous physiological changes occurring during pregnancy may lead to potential
lingering chronic diseases and metabolic effects.*®*? Research on pregnancy as a window of

susceptibility to environmental exposures in mothers is scarce* and overlook a potential period

in which metabolic conditions may worsen or can effectively be prevented or treated.

To date, no study has evaluated how PM, s exposure during and surrounding gestation may
affect maternal obesity and dyslipidemia in the years following delivery. Therefore, we assessed
potential critical windows of PM, s exposure during and surrounding pregnancy with later
changes in markers for anthropometry and lipids in the years following delivery in women from
the Mexican Programming Research in Obesity, Growth, Environment and Social Stressors
(PROGRESS) study. To achieve this, we employ the novel distributed lag models with
interaction to identify critical windows of PM, s exposure for maternal health endpoints
repeatedly measured over post-delivery follow-up visits.>® Furthermore, given that maternal
metabolic health and associated mechanisms are considered sex-dimorphic®* and that folic acid
(FA) may attenuate adverse health effects from air pollutants,®® we also hypothesized potential

effect modification by fetal sex and FA.

2. Material and Methods

2.1 Study Population

The PROGRESS study enrolled 948 mother-children pairs between 2007-2011 that were
followed for over a decade.*® Healthy pregnant women, affiliated with the Mexican Social

Security Institute, were recruited during the 2" trimester of pregnancy (12-20 gestational
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weeks). Any pregnant woman, =18 years old and living in Mexico City, with no intention of
changing address location for at least three years, were eligible for enroliment. Medical
exclusion criteria included history of infertility, heart or renal diseases, diabetes, psychosis or
use of anti-epilepsy drugs, use of steroids, consumption of one or more alcoholic drinks per day,
or drug addiction. All women enrolled in the study agreed to sign a consent form in Spanish.
This study was approved by the Institutional Review Boards of the participating institutions: the
Icahn School of Medicine at Mount Sinai and the “Instituto Nacional de Salud Publica” in

Mexico.

2.2 Ambient PM, s Exposure at Participants’ Addresses

Daily PM, s predictions with a 1x1-km spatial resolution came from our machine-learning models
developed for the Mexico City Metropolitan Area. Our models employed extreme gradient
boosting (XGBoost) and inverse-distance weighting (IDW), incorporating satellite-based aerosol
optical depth data from NASA'’s Terra and Aqua satellites, meteorological information, and land-
use variables (Methods S1).>" To limit the daily exposure variability and facilitate the
interpretation of long-term maternal health effects from PM, s, we averaged the daily PM, s
exposures into monthly ambient PM, s exposure concentrations. We then focused on exposure
surrounding pregnancy: pre-conception (approximately one and two months prior to the last
menstrual period, LMP), during pregnancy (months 0-9 after LMP), and up to one year after
childbirth (months 10-22 after LMP). We examine exposure time up to one year beyond birth as
we hypothesize that lingering immediate effects from pregnancy or giving birth could make

women more susceptible to environmental exposures.

2.3 Qutcomes
Repeated anthropometric and lipid measures were collected at three follow-up visits 4, 6 and 8

years post-delivery (corresponding to approximately 48, 72, and 96 months after childbirth).
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79  Maternal anthropometric measures (weight, height, waist circumference, and body fat) were
80 collected using standardized protocols.*®*° We calculated body mass index (BMI) based on
81 measured height (collected using a Seca 206 roller tape) and weight (collected by a trained
82  physician). Medical staff measured body fat using InBody 270 or InBody 370 Body Composition
83  Analyzers during each monitoring visit. WC was measured using a Seca tape (model 201)

84  above the iliac crest.®® Total cholesterol and high-density lipoprotein (HDL) cholesterol were
85 measured by enzymatic photometric assays on a Response 910 automated analyzer (DiaSys
86  Diagnostic Systems, Holzheim, Germany) in fasting plasma collected from participants at all
87  post-delivery visits. Low-density lipoprotein (LDL) concentration was derived using the

88  Friedewald equation.®*

89

90 2.4 Additional Variables

91 Information on socio-demographic factors (age, marital status, socio-economic status) was self-
92  reported at recruitment during the 2" trimester of pregnancy. PROGRESS also collected
93 lifestyle information at baseline and across follow-up visits: smoking, alcohol intake, medications
94  (Methods S2), and parity. Self-reported information on multiple pregnancies throughout the
95 follow-up was also monitored and documented in PROGRESS. Pregnancy start date was
96 defined as the LMP, which was used as a proxy of the month of conception in this study. We
97 used a standard physical assessment of gestational age (Capurro method)®® when gestational
98 age differed by more than three weeks from that assigned by the LMP (~4% of participants in
99 the cohort). We estimated pre-pregnancy BMI in accordance to previous published methods
100  using the height at recruitment and the LMP reported weight.”®®® We assessed socio-economic
101  status (SES) using the previously validated Mexican Association of Market and Public Opinion
102  Research Agencies (Spanish acronym AMALI) index used in Mexico.®* The AMAI index is an
103 individual-level variable that considered a total of 13 factors including the education of the head

104  of household, number of appliances in the household, car ownership, and so forth. The index
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105 denotes six categories that were eventually collapsed into three levels of SES: lower (AMAI

106  categories D and E), medium (AMAI categories C and D+), and higher (AMAI categories A, B,
107 and C+). Our SES measures are relative as the cohort was predominantly low SES. Information
108 on the sex of the child and self-reported FA supplementation intake during pregnancy (at

109 trimesters 2 and 3) were also obtained.

110

111

112 2. 5 Statistical Analyses

113 Atotal of n=806 women had monthly PM, s exposure from two months prior to LMP through
114  month 22 after LMP and no missing information on pre-pregnancy BMI, age, or meteorological
115  season (Figure S1). Missing monthly exposure data during the time period of interest

116  (accounting for <0.3% of the total monthly air pollution data in the cohort) were imputed using
117  time series weighted moving averages.®® Women with at least one cardiometabolic marker

118 measured at any follow-up visit were eligible for inclusion resulting in an analytic sample size of
119 n=517.

120

121 To evaluate the potential critical windows of PM, 5 exposure over 25 months in later onset of
122 cardiometabolic conditions (i.e. higher adiposity and cholesterol levels) at the 4, 6, and 8-year
123 post-delivery visits, we implemented distributed lag interaction models (DLIMs).>* The DLIM
124  estimates a linear exposure-time-response function that varies continuously by time after

125  delivery and by outcome assessment time (Methods S3). We compared three possible models
126  for how the exposure effect varies across outcome time using a bootstrap likelihood ratio test:
127  no modification, linear modification (i.e. linear scaling of the linear exposure effect across

128 outcome times), or complex non-linear modification across outcome times. In all models, we
129  adjusted for a core set of covariates based on their associations with both the exposure and

130  outcomes or based on their clinical relevance as previously identified (Figure S2): age at
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131  parturition (continuous),®® pre-pregnancy BMI (continuous),®” socio-economic status (lower,
132 medium, higher),®® smoking during pregnancy (any passive or active smoking reported during

69,70

133  pregnancy), marital status (single, separated or divorced vs. married or living with a

71,72

134  partner), parity at baseline (1% pregnancy, 2" pregnancy, and 3™ or more pregnancies at

135  recruitment),”"

season (dry-cold/November to February, dry-warm/March and April, rainy/May
136  to October),”"® medications to treat cardiometabolic diseases’’ (self-report of a drug treatment
137  for abnormal levels of either glucose, triglycerides, high-density lipoprotein (HDL), or blood

138 pressure vs. lack thereof), alcohol intake (yes/no),’ follow-up visit (stage), and follow-up time in
139  months squared to allow for a non-linear effect. Given that lifestyle variables such as alcohol
140  intake, medications, and pregnancy history could change over time, we updated the models with
141  information on lifestyle data at each follow-up stage (at 4, 6, and 8 years post-delivery) as time-
142 varying covariates.

143

144  We performed sensitivity analyses by fitting DLIMs 1) without pre-pregnancy BMI as covariate,
145  2) controlling for time-varying 1-year average PM, s exposure prior to visit, and 3) without time-
146  varying pregnancy as covariate, generating plots that are smoothed to allow for comparison of
147  sensitivity analyses to our main analyses. Additional analyses were also conducted stratifying
148 by important factors during pregnancy based on prior clinical relevance and/or previous

149  research in PROGRESS. Given the shifting sex-steroid hormone concentrations during

150  pregnancy dependent on fetal sex’®®°

and the protective interaction effects of FA with air

151 pollutant mixtures and metabolic health in PROGRESS women,® we conducted stratified

152  analyses by 1) fetal sex (mothers carrying a male vs. a female fetus) and by 2) FA intake using
153  the average recommended FA supplementation for pregnant women according to clinical

154  guidelines (600 mcg/day).®? All statistical analyses were conducted using R software (version

155  4.3.0) with package dlim (version 0.1.0).

156


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.23.24317830

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.23.24317830; this version posted November 26, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

157 3. Results

158

159  Women were exposed on average to a PM, s concentration of 22.8 pg/m? (standard deviation
160  (SD): 1.5; interquartile range (IQR): 2.21) across the 25-month span from 2 month pre-

161  conception up to 1-year post-partum (Table 1; Figure S3). Women were slightly overweight

162  prior to pregnancy (nearly ~60% were either overweight or obese) with a mean (SD) BMI of 26.5
163  (4.1) kg/m? and were on average (SD) 29 (5.6) years old at the time of parturition. The majority
164  of women had low socio-economic status (53%), reported previous pregnancies at baseline

165  prior to index pregnancy (61%), were married or lived with a partner at the time of recruitment
166  (81%), and did not smoke nor were exposed to passive (2"-hand) smoke during pregnancy

167  (63%). Participants were followed for nearly a decade after parturition and attended up to three
168  follow-up examination visits at approximately 4 years [mean (min, max): 57 months (48, 80)], 6
169  years [mean (min, max): 80 months (71, 115)], and 8 years post-delivery [mean (min, max): 115
170  months (97, 142)].

171

172  Using DLIMs, we found evidence of non-linear modification of the exposure-time-response

173 function across outcome times for all outcomes using the bootstrap likelihood ratio test (rejected
174  null of linear modification versus the alternative of non-linear modification). We estimated critical
175  windows of exposure surrounding pregnancy during which PM, s exposure was linked with

176  several anthropometric measures and lipid levels (Tables S1-S6), although these associations
177  were not identified as statistically significant for all cardiometabolic markers examined.

178  Pregnancy PM, s exposure was associated with changes in several metabolic health measures
179  up to the 6-year post-delivery visit (Figures 1-2). A 1-ug/m®increase in PM, s exposure

180  throughout the 2™ and 3™ trimesters of pregnancy (gestational months: 4-8 after LMP) was

181  associated with an increase in WC levels at the 6-year post-delivery visit (Figure 1). The peak

182  effect was at 6 months of gestation which showed an increase of 0.04 cm in WC (95% CI: 0.01,


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.23.24317830

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.23.24317830; this version posted November 26, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

183  0.06) per ug/m® PM, s (Figure 1; Table S2). A suggestive late pregnancy window of

184  susceptibility to PM, s exposure was identified in relation to WC levels at the 4-year post-delivery
185  visit [gestational month 9 after LMP: 8 = 0.03 (95% CI: -0.01, 0.06)]. In addition, we identified
186  alterations in BMI at the 8-year post-delivery visit in association with a peri-conception window
187  of PM,s exposure (during pre-conception and early-pregnancy period) (Figure 1; Table S1).
188  These negative PM,s-BMI associations were not sustained in the sensitivity (Figure S4) and in
189 the female-stratified (Figure S8) analyses, and can be driven by the over-adjustment with pre-
190 pregnancy BMI. There was no evidence of associations in relation to percent body fat.

191

192  PM,s exposure surrounding pregnancy was associated with a dysregulation of several lipid

193 levels at the 4-year post-delivery visit, but not thereafter (Figure 2). We observed a susceptible
194  PM,sexposure window from the 2™ trimester of pregnancy and up to the early post-partum

195  period (critical window between months 6 and 18 after LMP) on high-density lipoprotein (HDL)
196  cholesterol 4 years post-delivery (Table S5). The peak effect at the 11" month after LMP was
197  associated with a 0.07 mg/dL decrease in HDL (95% CI: -0.11, -0.02) per ug/m? increase in
198 PM.s. In addition, we observed associations between increased PM, s exposure throughout
199  preconception, pregnancy, and the post-partum period (2 months prior to and up to month 17
200 after LMP) and higher low-density lipoprotein (LDL) cholesterol at the 4-year post-delivery visit.
201  The largest associations occurred during pre-conception (2 months prior to conception) which
202 led to an increase of 0.17 mg/dL in LDL (95% CI: 0.00, 0.34) per PM,s ug/m? (Table S6). While
203 no critical windows of susceptibility to PM, s were observed with respect to total cholesterol, the
204  overall trend was positive in directionality between the pre-conception and pregnancy PM; s
205  exposure periods with cholesterol levels at the 4-year post-delivery visit that attenuated over
206  time.

207
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208 Compared to main results, sensitivity analyses that did not control for pre-pregnancy BMI

209  showed consistent windows of susceptibility to PM, s exposure across health outcomes and

210  across follow-up visits (Figures S4-S5). Also, no notable differences were observed in

211  sensitivity models that controlled for time-varying 1-year PM, s exposures average prior to

212 follow-up visits (Figures S6-S7), or without time-varying pregnancies as covariate (Figures S8-
213  S9). Stratified analyses by fetal sex indicated stronger effects positive in directionality on

214  anthropometric markers in pregnant mothers carrying a male fetus compared to mothers

215  carrying a female fetus (Figures S10-S12), particularly for WC (Figure S11). On the other

216 hand, stratified analyses by fetal sex showed more persistent effects from PM, s exposures

217  during pregnancy on lipids over time in pregnant mothers carrying a female fetus (Figures S13-
218 S15). For instance, windows of susceptibility to PM, s on higher levels of LDL were sustained
219  throughout all follow-up visits in pregnant mothers carrying a female fetus whereas the

220  associations disappeared over time in those carrying a male fetus (Figure S15). Interestingly,
221  stratified analyses by FA intake showed more prominent deleterious effects in the low FA intake
222 group as compared to the high FA intake group (Figures S16-S21). This is apparent for all

223 anthropometric outcomes but particularly for WC and body fat where women with lower FA

224  intake levels during pregnancy had lagged PM; s-induced increased levels of adiposity as

225  compared to women with higher FA intake levels (Figures S17-S18). Similarly, it is notable that
226 windows of susceptibility to PM, s on higher LDL and lower HDL cholesterol were stronger in
227  women with lower FA intake levels than in their counterparts (Figures S20-S21).

228

229 4. Discussion

230

231  This is the first study assessing long-term alterations of maternal adiposity and lipid measures
232 stemming from PM, s exposures occurring during and surrounding the time of pregnancy (peri-

233 pregnancy). Several maternal biomarkers assessed at the 4- and 6-year post-delivery visits
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234 showed potentially deleterious associations from PM, s exposures during the period surrounding
235  pregnancy. Long-term adverse associations induced by pregnancy PM, s exposure were

236  particularly observed for WC (at the 6 year post-delivery visit) and for lipids (at the 4 year post-
237  delivery visit). Critical PM, s exposure windows were identified during mid and late pregnancy for
238  WC, whereas for lipid outcomes sensitive windows were prominent throughout all pregnancy
239  and during the first post-partum months. Stratified analyses by fetal sex indicated potential

240  stronger deleterious effects with anthropometric measures that were more prominent in mothers
241 carrying a male fetus, whereas PM, s associations with lipid biomarkers were stronger in

242  mothers carrying a female fetus. Stratified analyses indicated also potential stronger deleterious
243  effects in women with lower FA intake during pregnancy.

244

245 In this study, we showed that PM, s exposures during and surrounding pregnancy could

246  exacerbate potential physiological changes occurring during gestation and we also showed that
247  those associations can last up to 6 years post-delivery. Pregnancy induces physiological
248  changes that uniquely affect maternal metabolism influencing post-partum weight retention.®*3*
249  Weight gain can be sustained after delivery through weight retention triggered by pro-

250  inflammatory processes starting during conception.®>®’ For instance, during gestation major
251  changes in lipid and glucose homeostasis ensure an adequate supply of energy to the

252 developing fetus.®®® These changes could promote body fat accumulation,®**

changes in leptin
253 hormone levels,* increased glucose production,®® which in turn, can lead to increased risk of
254  developing gestational diabetes® and subsequent type-2 diabetes or cardiovascular diseases
255 later in life.*>*° Increased adiposity has been previously observed in adults exposed to PM,5.%>
256 ¥

257

258  PM,sexposures during mid-pregnancy altered cholesterol levels up to the 4-year post-delivery

259  visit. Our findings showed that pregnancy and early post-partum PM, s exposure increased
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260 levels of LDL and decreased levels of HDL. These PM, s-associated increases in LDL levels or
261  decreases in HDL levels in women having undergone pregnancy were consistent with previous
262 literature in non-pregnant adults.?®® Higher LDL and lower HDL cholesterol levels have been
263  shown to predispose women to higher risk of cardiovascular events later in life 9104102103

264  Currently, there is a scarcity of studies examining lipid levels in pregnant women that also

265 examine critical periods of susceptibility to PM, s but one lipidomic study indicated that PM, s
266  during the 2" trimester can exacerbate adverse birth outcomes in women with hyperlipidemia
267  through increased inflammation.**

268

269  Our findings also suggested that pregnancy PM, s exposures are associated with adiposity and
270  adverse lipid alterations up to 6 years post-delivery but not at 8 years in our sample. It is

271  possible that PM, s exposures during and surrounding pregnancy may still have lingering

272 deleterious effects at later stages in life but subsequent exposures could also be inflicting

273  adverse effects and drown out the signal of more distant exposure such as those occurring in
274  pregnancy years prior. Moreover, future studies with longer follow-up time are needed to

275  elucidate whether protracted effects from pregnancy PM, s exposure go beyond 6 years post-
276  delivery. To evaluate the potential influence of concurrent PM, s exposures, we adjusted for
277  average PM,s exposures throughout a 1-year span prior to each examination visit as a time-
278  varying variable in sensitivity analyses, which did not change the results of primary analyses.
279  Although differences in associations over time may reflect women'’s lifestyle changes and/or
280  weight changes after giving birth, we controlled for several time-varying lifestyle variables in
281 analyses. In addition, we did not observe clear patterns of associations between lagged PM, 5
282  exposures throughout pregnancy and anthropometric markers other than WC, suggesting that
283  protracted PM, s exposures may have later effects on abdominal adiposity but perhaps not on
284  generalized adiposity in birthing people, which is in line with the absence of associations with

285  total body fat in our study.
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286
287  We also observed potential diverging effects by fetal sex in our study. Critical windows of
288  susceptibility to pregnancy PM, s exposure may be sex-dimorphic due to different circulating

289 levels of sex-steroid hormones during pregnancy’®®

that may exacerbate or alter effects from
290  air pollution. Our findings are consistent with previous literature indicating that carrying a male
291  fetus is accompanied with a higher risk of poor cardiovascular health for the mother resulting in
292  pregnancy complications and/or adverse health.> Moreover, our results indicated also a

293  suggestive protective role of FA against protracted effects from PM, s exposure. These results
294  are consistent with prior findings in PROGRESS mothers showing beneficial effects of higher
295  FAintake levels (above 600 mcg/day) during pregnancy in the associations of air pollutant

296  mixtures and risk of liver injury.®* In addition to cardiometabolic outcomes, FA has been shown
297  in prior literature to attenuate the risk of adverse birth outcomes induced by airborne particulate
298  matter during pregnancy.> However, these hypotheses suggested in stratified analyses warrant
299  further exploration and need to be formally tested with new methods accommodating for

300 distributed lag models that can handle multiple modifying factors.

301

302 We also recognize potential limitations in our study. First, estimates for months 7 through 9 after
303 LMP refer to a population at the 3" trimester of gestation but also encompasses a small fraction
304 of women (n=55; ~11%) with early-term pregnancies (baby born before the 37" week of

305 pregnancy). Second, our study intended to focus specifically in the most relevant epidemics of
306 generalized and abdominal adiposity in the Mexican population, as well as its top major

307 dyslipidemias: hypoalphalipoproteinemia and hypercholesterolemia. However, other markers of
308 metabolic syndrome such as blood pressure and diabetes-markers may be of interest to explore
309 in future studies. We also acknowledge potential measurement error from self-reported

310 covariates and underreport of compromising lifestyle information during pregnancy such as

311 alcohol intake and smoking.'®>'°® While we acknowledge that measurement errors of the
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312  exposure modeling can introduce some degree of exposure misclassification, we believe that
313  our overall approach— including the use of validated models, cross-validation, and conservative
314  monthly exposure averaging— reduces these errors and enhances the reliability of the

315  estimates. We also used the first day of the LMP as a proxy for conception, which can be prone
316  to biological error.*®"'%® However, we do not expect a substantial change in the interpretation as
317 it was conducted in monthly intervals, thus minimizing the biological error, and we used a

318 validated approach to identify LMP when gestational age differed by more than three weeks to
319  LMP (Methods S2).%% In addition, due to the poor analytical performance of LDL-C analysis

320  methods,'®**° no direct LDL measurement in blood was performed in our study. Although a
321  comprehensive adjustment of covariates was implemented, unmeasured confounding biasing
322  results could also still be present as this is an observational study. Given that it is an

323  observational study, we recognize that we cannot directly establish a causal relationship

324 between critical windows to PM, s exposure on maternal lipids and waist circumference and that
325 instead we are examining associations. Similarly, we did not measure other concurrent

326 environmental exposures that could be correlated with PM, s driving the associations. Also, our
327  effect estimates are small and results should be interpreted with caution. Last, although this

328  study in Mexican women may not be generalizable to other populations, using a relatively

329  homogenous sample increases the internal validity of our results.

330

331  Our study also benefits from several strengths. To our knowledge, this is the first study

332 assessing the long-term cardiometabolic effects of pregnancy PM, s exposure in a Hispanic

333  population and using a comprehensive panel of anthropometric and lipids. Our study also uses
334  state-of-the-art methods to characterize daily PM, s air pollution data. We also used a novel

335 application of a recently developed statistical model to simultaneously estimate critical windows
336  of exposure in a trajectory analysis with repeated outcome assessment and a continuous time

klll

337 component. This has the advantage to reduce bias using the DLM framework™"" while pooling
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338 strength and gaining power from repeated outcome assessments. We also leveraged a

339  population of pregnant women from Central Mexico exposed to high PM, 5 levels that could be
340 more susceptible to developing cardiometabolic diseases. In Mexico, the prevalence of

341  overweight and obesity reached 39% in 2018 with mid-life adults, and women in particular,
342 having the highest rates.'*? Our study also highlights that in Mexico City average PM, s levels

343 are 4-5 times the WHO recommended annual average levels (5 ug/m®),**®

making these findings
344  of interest to help drive policy change, and particularly in view of the UN Sustainable

345 Development Goals aiming to prevent non-communicable diseases in lower-middle-income
346 countries.’** Additional studies should be conducted in pregnant women with more than eight
347  years of follow-up, using multi-pollutant protracted exposures, directly measuring LDL via

348  centrifugation or homogenous assays,'*°*** leveraging different populations outside Mexico,
349  and evaluating high-order interactions with effect modifiers. Our study provides a framework for
350 assessing windows of susceptibility with trajectory outcomes that can be replicated in such

351  future studies.

352

353 5. Conclusion

354

355  Pregnancy itself may constitute a critical window to PM, 5 exposure for dysregulated long-term
356  maternal metabolic health after delivery. Pregnant women could largely benefit from policies
357  targeting reduction to air pollution exposure.

358

359
360 6. Data Sharing

361 Data is only available upon reasonable request from the authors.

362
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Table 1. Main Participant Characteristics in PROGRESS (n=517) ?

Variables Mean (SD) [Range]; n (%)
Exposure
Average Pregnancy PM;s (pg/m3) b 22.8 (1.5) [15.9, 27.7]

Fixed Covariates

Age at parturition (years) 28.1 (5.6) [18.0, 44.0]
Pre-pregnancy BMI © 26.5 (4.1) [18.4, 43.5]

Obese (BMI=30)
Overweight (BMIz25 & <30)
Normal (BMI=18.5 & <25)
Underweight (BMI<18.5)

AMAI SES Index ¢
Lower
Medium
Higher

Passive or Active Smoking during Pregnancy

No Smoking during Pregnancy
Smoking during Pregnancy

Marital Status at Baseline
Married or Living With Partner
Single, Separated or Divorced

Parity at Baseline
First Pregnancy
Second Pregnancy
Three or More Pregnancies

Meteorologic Season at Last Menstrual Period

Dry/Cold
Dry/Warm
Rainy

Time-Varying Covariates

Cardiometabolic Medications by Year ~4 ©

Yes
No/Unknown
Cardiometabolic Medications by Year ~6 ©
Yes
No/Unknown
Cardiometabolic Medications by Year ~8 ©
Yes
No/Unknown
Alcohol Intake by Year ~4
Yes
No
Alcohol Intake by Year ~6 f
Yes
No
Alcohol Intake by Year ~8

96 (19%)

214 (41%)

205 (40%)
2 (0.4%)

272 (53%)
190 (37%)
55 (11%)

324 (63%)
193 (37%)

417 (81%)
100 (19%)

200 (39%)
181 (35%)
136 (26%)

158 (31%)
105 (20%)
254 (49%)

14 (2.7%)
503 (97.3%)

20 (3.9%)
497 (96.19%)

37 (7.2%)
480 (92.8%)

59 (11%)
458 (89%)

53 (10%)
464 (90%)
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Yes 55 (11%)

No 462 (89%)
Multiple Pregnancies by Year ~4 °

Yes 131 (25%)

No 386 (75%)
Multiple Pregnancies by Year ~6 °

Yes 158 (31%)

No 359 (69%)
Multiple Pregnancies by Year ~8 ¢

Yes 197 (38%)

No 320 (62%)
Follow-Up Month ‘48’ (Visit at Year ~4) h 56.7 (6.5) [48.0, 80.0]
Follow-Up Month ‘72’ (Visit at Year ~6) h 80.0 (6.8) [71.0, 115.0]
Follow-Up Month ‘96’ (Visit at Year ~8) h 115.3 (8.1) [97.0, 142.0]

Effect Modifiers

Fetal Sex
Male 267 (52%)
Female 250 (48%)

FA Intake (mcg/day) i 505.3 (248.2) [7.5, 2,600]
<600 mcg/day 97 (22%)
2600 mcg/day 339 (78%)

% Mean (SD) [Range]; n (%). Data shown has PM, s exposure information available and with at least one
measurement of the outcome across follow-up visits.

® From 2 months before last menstrual period (LMP) to month 22 after LMP.

¢ Estimated from self-reported height at recruitment (trimester 2) and the LMP reported weight obtained from a
linear mixed-effects model.

 Household socio-economic status index.

¢ Any cardiometabolic medication self-reported cumulatively at month 48 follow-up visit, prior to or at the 72
month follow-up visit, and prior to or at the 96 month follow-up visit, respectively.

" Any alcohol intake self-reported during pregnancy, at each respective follow-up stage (48, 72, or 96
months), or report of previous alcohol intake (ever drinking) before pregnancy.

9 Self-reported additional pregnancy or pregnancies by each respective follow-up stage (48, 72, or 96
months) after index pregnancy (parturition).

" Continuous time component included as effect modifier in analyses. Missing participants across visits were
n=62 at year ~4, n=51 at year ~6, and n=16 at year ~8.

' Average FA intake during pregnancy (average of trimesters 2 and 3). n=81 participants with missing information
and not included in stratified analyses.
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Table 2. Participant Cardiometabolic Outcomes at each Follow-up Visit @

48 Months (~4 Years)
Mean (SD) [Range]

72 Months (~6 Years)
Mean (SD) [Range]

96 Months (~8 Years)
Mean (SD) [Range]

Anthropometric Measures

Body Mass Index (BMI in kg/m®)
Waist Circumference (WC in cm)

Body Fat (%)

Cholesterol Levels

Total Cholesterol (mg/dL)

High-Density Lipoprotein (HDL in mg/dL)

Low-Density Lipoprotein (LDL in mg/dL)

27.5 (4.9) [16.4, 45.4]
n=455
94.2 (12.2) [63.6, 133.3]
n=440
38.1 (6.6) [16.3, 53.9]
n=439

185.2 (39.5) [98.0, 441.0]
n=447

51.3 (12.1) [29.5, 163.0]
n=447

108.5 (33.9) [17.3, 308.2]
n=447

28.0 (5.1) [17.9, 49.6]
n=426
92.6 (11.9) [61.1, 132.6]
n=453
38.4 (7.0) [3.0, 54.7]
n=451

179.8 (32.9) [74.0, 407.0]
n=462

48.6 (11.9) [10.5, 135.4]
n=462

103.6 (27.9) [22.1, 261.6]
n=462

29.1 (5.2) [16.1, 53.7]
n=503
95.3 (13.0) [62.9, 167.6]
n=492
40.4 (6.2) [19.9, 54.3]
n=493

179.1 (34.1) [91.0, 322.0]
n=499
47.2 (11.0) [21.0, 93.0]
n=499
104.7 (29.0) [10.8, 226.5]
n=499

# Data shown has PM, s exposure information available and was restricted to observations with at least one of the outcomes of interest at

each stage.
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Figure 1. Estimates of the association (blue dots) and 95% confidence interval (95% CI) (grey whiskers)
between monthly PM, s exposure and anthropometric measures Body Mass Index (BMI), Waist Circumference
(WC), body fat percentage at 48, 72, and 96 months (~4, 6, 8 years) after delivery using distributed lag
interaction models (DLIMs) with penalization and non-linear modification. Negative and positive values on the
x-axis indicate months before and after last menstrual period (LMP), respectively. Month 0 indicates the LMP
month (month 0). Models were adjusted for age, pre-pregnancy BMI, socio-economic status, smoking during
pregnancy, marital status, parity at enroliment, meteorological season, cardiometabolic medications, alcohol
intake, multiple pregnancies throughout follow-up, stage, and follow-up time in months squared to allow for a
non-linear effect. Sample sizes for analyses with BMI were n=516 and sample sizes for analyses with WC and
body fat were n=515.

Figure 2. Estimates of the association (blue dots) and 95% confidence interval (95% CI) (grey whiskers)
between monthly PM, s exposure and total cholesterol, high-density lipoprotein (HDL), low-density lipoprotein
(LDL) at 48, 72, and 96 months (~4, 6, and 8 years) after delivery using distributed lag interaction models
(DLIMs) with penalization and non-linear modification. Negative and positive values on the x-axis indicate
months before and after last menstrual period (LMP), respectively. Month 0 indicates the LMP month (month
0). Models were adjusted for age, pre-pregnancy BMI, socio-economic status, smoking during pregnancy,
marital status, parity at enrollment, meteorological season, cardiometabolic medications, alcohol intake,
multiple pregnancies throughout follow-up, stage, and follow-up time in months squared to allow for a non-
linear effect. Sample sizes for analyses with total cholesterol, HDL, and LDL were n=517.
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