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ABSTRACT

Animal models suggest physical activity (PA) hasintergenerational effects on brain health and
neurocognition. This scoping review compiles the human literature in this area, identifies knowledge

gaps, and makes recommendations for future research.

We systematically searched for experimental or observational studies conducted in humans, published
in English, and reporting parental PA exposure (preconception or prenatal) and subsequent offspring
brain and neurocognition. Two reviewers independently screened studies according to predetermined

inclusion criteria.

Fourteen articles were included (four experimental and 10 observational). All studies reported
maternal characteristics, whereas only one (7%) study reported paternal characteristics (but not
paternal PA). Prenatal maternal PA exposure was examined in 10 (71%) studies, while preconception
and prenatal PA exposure was examined in four (29%) studies. Maternal PA exposure was positively

related to offspring brain and neurocognitive development in most studies.

Little is known about the intergenerational effects of parental PA on offspring brain and
neurocognition in humans, particularly paternal preconception PA. More experimental studies with

longer offspring follow-up and more objective and/or mechanistic assessments are required.
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HIGHLIGHTS

e Anima models suggest physical activity has intergenerational neurobiological effects

o All observational human studies report a positive relationship between maternal physical activity
and offgpring brain and neurocognition

e Most experimental human studies report no effects of maternal physical activity on offspring

brain and neurocognition
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1. INTRODUCTION

Maternal preconception and prenatal health behaviours such as alcohol consumption, diet, and
smoking are known to impact on offspring neurodevelopment . Over the past three decades, public
health interventions aimed at modifying health behaviours of pregnant women have proven largely
successful #**, Physical activity (PA) isimportant during pregnancy as it has been linked to improved
health outcomes in the mother during preconception, pregnancy, and postpartum and reduced risk of
pregnancy complications . While pregnancy has been documented as a ‘teachable moment’ during
which women have increased motivation to undertake healthy lifestyle behaviours, it isusually
associated with decreased participation in PA™*®. Sadly, only 3 in 10 pregnant women meet PA
guidelines **°, While concerns about safety and potential adverse effects on the developing fetusis

14,20

one of the mogt frequently reported barriersto PA participation during pregnancy <, thereis no

evidence of detrimental effects of PA on fetal development, risk of miscarriage, or preterm birth *4*°,
Knowledge of fetal health benefits has been identified as akey motivator to PA during pregnancy .
A recent delphi study highlights establishing the short- and long- term fetal benefits of PA in
pregnancy is one of the top 10 research prioritiesidentified by pregnant women and health
care/exercise professionals . Taken together, studies that elucidate the link between PA and fetal

health may prove to be more effective in motivating women to remain physically active during

pregnancy.

PA not only helpsto improve physical health but can also enhance brain health and neurocognition
across the lifespan 2%, Numerous cross-sectional studies have demonstrated that people with higher
cardiorespiratory fitness (CRF) or leisure-time PA levels perform better on cognitive tasks,
particularly those measuring executive or memory functions %. Higher CRF is also associated with
better brain structural integrity (e.g., gray matter volume) and function (e.g., activation and
metabolism) in brain regions that support executive and memory functions, including the
hippocampus and prefrontal cortex ?*’. Prospective longitudinal epidemiological studies provide
convergent support to this cross-sectional evidence by demonstrating that CRF confers significant

protection against normal and pathological cognitive declinesin aging. For example, engaging in
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moderate intensity PA at a frequency of three or more times per week reduced the risk of cognitive
impairment or dementia five years later . Furthermore, aerobic activities in young adulthood not
only predict better cognitive performance in young adulthood %, but also better cognitive and brain
health decades later *°. Finally, recent reviews confirm that PA (especially interventions lasting six
months or longer) consistently improves memory and executive functioning, as well as brain structure
and function in specific brain regions ®*. In sum, there is converging evidence that PA enhances
neuroplasticity and inhibits neurodegenerative processes, resulting in better brain health and function

across the lifespan.

Accumulating evidence in animal models suggests that PA can also have intergenerational effects on
brain health and development. That is, parental PA levels—both preconception and during
pregnancy—can affect the offspring brain. A number of recent meta-analyses report that parental PA
enhances offspring brain growth factor expression (i.e., brain derived-neurotrophic factor,
tropomyaosin receptor kinase B, vascular endothdlial growth factor), brain structure (neurogenesis),
and neurobehaviour (learning, memory, and anxiety) ¥, Larger effects are generally observed when
parental PA gtarts preconception, however, exercising only during pregnancy also has positive effects
% Effects seem consistent regardless of whether mothers or fathers are physically active and across
all offspring age groups (prenatal -adulthood), indicating that parental PA exerts long-lasting benefits

on offspring brain structure and neurobehaviour ¥,
1.1 Rationaleand aims

Despite several recent reviews of the animal literature reporting on the intergenerational effects of
parental PA on offspring brain health and neurocognition, the extent of evidence of these effectsin
humans is unknown. This scoping review will compile the human literature in this field with the aims
of (a) collating the existing human research evidence, (b) identifying knowledge gaps, and (c) making
recommendations for future human research in this area. To achieve these aims the review will
systematically and comprehensively synthesise the literature according to key potential moderators

including sex of parental PA exposure examined (maternal and/or paternal), timing of PA exposure
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(preconception, prenatal, or both), timing of offspring follow-up, as well as measures of offspring

brain health and neurocognition investigated.

2. METHODS

The conduct and reporting of this review adheres to guidelinesfor scoping reviews 3**. We
conducted a systematic literature search of PubMed, MEDLINE, Embase, Cochrane Central, and
PsycINFO from database inception to 9" December 2021. Our search was limited to studies
conducted in humans and published in the English language. The search strategy was modified to
comply with each database search criteria (Supplemental Information 1).

2.1 Study digibility criteria
Studies were included if they reported data on parental PA exposure preconception (fathers and/or
mothers) or prenatally (mothers only), as well as data on offspring neurocognitive development.
Studies could be observational or experimental in design. Only articles published in peer-reviewed
journals were included. Studies were excluded if they met any of the following criteria: (1) not
published in English; (2) not human subjects; (3) published conference proceedings; or (4) theses.

2.2 Study Sdlection
After removal of duplicates, two reviewers independently screened articlesin Covidence *. Titles and
abstracts were used to classify articles as ‘ possibly relevant’ or ‘definitely irrelevant’. Articles
identified as ‘definitely irrelevant’ by both reviewers were excluded. Articles identified as ‘ possibly
relevant’ by either reviewer progressed to full text review where they were classified as ‘include’ or
‘exclude’. Records classified as ‘include’ by both reviewers were included. Conflicts between
reviewers were independently re-assessed by both reviewers. If agreement was not reached, consensus
was sought through discussion. Agreement between reviewers was calculated in terms of
proportionate agreement and the Cohen'’s K appa statistic .

2.3 Data Extraction and Synthesis
Data from the included studies were extracted by one reviewer and verified by a second reviewer.

Data extraction included:
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Study characterigtics (e.g., design, sample size, country);
Parental characteristics (e.g., age, sex, ethnicity, education, body composition, fitness);
Offspring characteristics (e.g., age, sex, gestational age, method of delivery, body
composition);
Parental PA exposure (e.g., volume, frequency, intensity, type and timing relative to
pregnancy);
Offspring brain and neurocognition (e.g., measures of brain development, neurodevelopment,
communication, verbal 1Q, academic performance and intelligence);
Confounders controlled for in analyses; and
Summary of key findings.
Results of studies were summarised qualitatively for comparison. For the purposes of this review,
these measures of intensity have been interpreted according to agreed definitions for the standardised
categorisation of exercise intensity for subjective and objective measures, where applicable %.
Quantitative assessment was limited to tallying the number of studies reporting the same/similar
outcome. Data are reported as mean (standard deviation), meantstandard error of the mean, mean

[95% Cl], and median {IQR}.

3. RESULTS
3.1 Flow of studiesthrough thereview

Initially 2,428 articles were identified. After removing duplicates, 2,226 articles were screened by title
and abstract. Twenty-nine articles were progressed to full text review, of which 14 were included

(agreement = 93%, x = 0.86) (Figure 1) 2.
3.2 Characteristics of included studies

The publication year of included studies ranged from 1996 3% to 2021 *°. Four studies (29%) were

43,45

from the United States of America****, two (14%) were from Norway ****, while there was one

(7%) study each from Brazil %, Canada®®, Denmark *°, Japan *°, New Zealand %, Poland **, and

Spain *. One study “° reported data on two samples — one from Finland and one from the Netherlands.

43,45,48

Four (29%) experimental studies were included (three RCTs and one long-term follow-up of
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two RCTs*%), and with sample sizes ranging from n=18 * to n=336 *. Ten (71%) observational

39-42,47,51 44,46,50,52

studies were included (six prospective and four retrogpective ) with the sample sizes

ranging from 40 * to 74,971 .
3.3 Parental characteristics

All studies (100%) reported data on maternal characteristics, whereas only one (7%) study reported
data on paternal age (32.5 (5.5) years) >*. Maternal age was reported in al but one study * and ranged
from <19 years ** to >35 years *"*°. Seven studies ********! reported maternal body mass index which
ranged from <18.5 kg/m? *® to 36 (3) kg/m* *. Two studies reported maternal percentage body fat
which ranged from 16.6+1.3% * to 21.0+0.8 **, while pregnancy weight gain was reported in three

studies ***

and ranged from 12.8+1.1 kg to 13.6+1.4 kg for participants who exercised and
16.2+1.4kg to 17.9+1.7 kg for controls/ participants who did not exercise. Preconception maternal
cardiorespiratory fitness (maximal oxygen consumption) was reported by two studies and ranged from

48.2+2.7 mL/kg/min *! to 54.4+2.6 mL/kg/min *.

3.4 Maternal PA exposure

34.1 Experimental studies

The effect of maternal preconception PA alone was not examined by any experimental study, but one
study reported effects of PA performed as part of alifestyle intervention before and/or during
pregnancy *° (Supplemental Table 2). Otherwise, maternal preconception PA levels were reported by
three RCTs and ranged from 1.0 (0-5) *° to 1.7 (1.4) ** exercise sessions per week, or ascore of 11.0

on the Kaiser Physical Activity Survey “®, and were balanced across groups in all studies.

The characteristics of PA interventions (Supplemental Table 1) varied considerably between the
experimental studies and were generally not reported consistently nor according to the FITT principle
>3, Frequency was most commonly three sessions per week (three studies “***%), but ranged from one
“ to five *° sessions per week. Where reported, exercise consisted of a combination of aerobic,

45,48

strength, and balance activities *® performed at moderate **¢, or moderate-vigorous® intensity.

Exercise session duration ranged from >20 *® to 60 *® minutes, while the duration of the intervention
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was only reported by one study “ and was 12 weeks between 20-36 weeks gestation. Hellenes and
colleagues™ also delivered the intervention between 20-36 weeks gestation but did not specify the
length of the program. In addition to the prescribed exercise, the two RCTs pooled by Menting et al.

aso asked participants to complete >10,000 steps per day *.
3.4.2 Observational studies

Maternal PA levels were most commonly retrospectively recorded subjectively by means of self-
reported surveys and/or interviews in observational studies. In the three studies that examined
preconception and prenatal PA participation levels ““**®, the assessment of PA varied. Nakahara et
al., usad responses to the International Physical Activity Questionnaire to define participantsinto five
groups for each timepoint based on no PA (17% participants before pregnancy; 23% participants
during pregnancy) or quartiles of PA which ranged from 245-8,078 METmin/week before pregnancy
and 196-4774 METmin/week during pregnancy *°. Based upon self-reported recall 10 years post-
partum, Esteban-Cornejo et al., grouped participants dichotomously according to whether they were
active before (45%) and during (41%) pregnancy or not **. They also created subgroups of
participants who remained active (30%), became inactive (15%), became active (11%), or remained
inactive (44%) during pregnancy . Finally, using weekly logbooks, one study compared a group of
pregnant women who regularly performed aerobic exercise (>55-70% V Ozme fOr 220min and >3

times per week) to a group of otherwise active pregnant women “.

PA levels were examined during the prenatal period only in seven observational studies 3944246475152

Two studies **

compared physically active control groups to women who continued to perform
structured exercise training throughout pregnancy which consisted of aerobic activities (e.g., running,
swimming, aerobics, use of ergometers, etc.) performed at moderate-vigorous *or vigorous **
intensity for >20 minutes *!, three ** to 10 * times per week. Two studies grouped participants
dichotomously according to whether they were meeting the PA guidelines or not ****. Domingues et
a., administered a custom made questionnaire at birth to retrospectively determine whether
participants performed at least 150 minutes of leisure time PA during the three trimesters of

pregnancy (1st trimester = 7%, 2nd trimester = 5%, 3rd trimester = 4%)*, while Polanskaet al.,
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classified participants according to whether they met the American College of Obstetrics and
Gynecology’s PA recommendation> for >3 METs and >2.5 h/week (16%) or not (i.e., <3 METs or >3
METs and <2.5 h/week) (84%)>". Jukic et al., measured prenatal PA at 18 weeks gestation using the
leisure time PA index as well as a survey regarding general PA (53% performed less than two hours
per week)*’. Jochumsen et al., assessed maternal PA levels using the Saltin[ Grimby Physical Activity
Level Scale as well as sports participation levels during the first trimester and reported that 43% were
sedentary and 51% participated in light PA, while 74% did not participate in any sports®. Pryor et al.,
interviewed mothers of offspring born small-for-gestational age and asked them to retrospectively
recall whether they performed little or no exercise (45%), moderate levels of exercise (45%), or high

levels of exercise (11%) during pregnancy .

3.5 Offspring characteristics and measur es of neurocognition

Offspring sex was reported in al but three studies **"*

and was generally well-balanced (ranging
from 40% * to 54% ** male), except for one study which only included male offspring *. Offspring
follow-up was during the neonatal stage (n=2, 14%) “>®, infant stage (1-2y) (n=7, 50%) **4>4>470°1
early childhood (4-7y) (n=3, 21%) *** |ate childhood (8-10y) (n=2, 14%) ***', and young

adulthood (17-21y) (n=1, 7%) “.

The most commonly reported outcome of offspring brain and neurocognitive devel opment was
neurodevelopment which was most commonly measured with the Bayley Scales of Infant
Development “*°°1%2  |_ess common measures of neurodevelopment included the Brazelton Neonatal
Behavioural Assessment Scales “°, Battelle's Developmental |nventory *, Five-to-Fifteen
Questionnaire *®, and the Ages and Stages Questionnaire “>*°. Other outcomes of offspring brain and
neurocognitive development included measures of intelligence such as the Wechsler Intelligence
Scale *¥**%%” and the Barge Priens test score *°, brain activity (el ectroencephal ography) %,
communication (MacArthur Infant Communication scale) *’, academic performance (math and

language grades, grade point averages) * and behaviour (Child Behavior Checklist) *°.

3.6 Relationships between parental PA and offspring brain and neur ocognitive development
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All studies that examined preconception and prenatal maternal PA exposure “>***° and eight of 11
studies that examined prenatal maternal PA exposure only 3944246485152 £6nd a positive relationship
with offspring brain and neurocognitive development. Maternal PA exposure was positively related to
offspring brain and neurocognitive development as neonates (2/2 studies)*®*, infants (5/7
studies)******%2 and young adults (1/1 studies) “® (Table 1). The majority of studiesin early childhood
(3/4) 4" did not find an association between maternal PA exposure and offspring brain and
neurocognitive development, whereas the results of studies with follow up in late childhood (2/2)
were mixed “** (Supplemental Table 2). Irrespective of timing of maternal PA exposure or offspring
age, while all 10 observational studies found a positive relationship between maternal PA exposure

t 39-42,44,46,47,50-52

and measures of offspring brain and neurocognitive developmen , three of four

experimental studies found no effect 44,
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Table 1. Summary of findings from included studies

Newborn 1-2years 4-7 years 8years 10 years 17-21 years
First Author, Year PA exposure Neurodevelopment ~ Neurodevelopment ~ Communication  Neurodevelopment  Behaviour Verbal 1Q Academic Intelligence
performance
Experimental
Ellingsen, 2020 Prenatal ~
Hellenes, 2014 Prenatal ~
Labonte-Lemoyne, Prenatal +
2017
Menting, 2019 Preconception and/or ~ ~
prenatal =
(7]
3
Observational 2
@
Clapp, 1996 Prenatal + 2
Clapp, 1998 Prenatal +/~ ?—,'
Clapp, 1999 Preconception & + s
prenatal S
Domingues, 2014 Prenatal + &
Esteban-Cornejo, 2016 Preconception & +ind /~in Q o
prenatal 8
Jochumsen, 2019 Prenatal + ©
Jukic, 2013 Prenatal + ~/ = %
Nakahara, 2021 Preconception & + P
prenatal N
Polanska, 2015 Prenatal + o
Pryor, 1996 Prenatal + 2
+ = positive relationship with physica activity é
o
>
~ = no relationship with physical activity e
=
@
— = negative relationship with physical activity §
1
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4. DISCUSSION

In this scoping review, we systematically compiled the human literature on the intergenerational
effects of parental PA on offspring brain health and neurocognition. Fourteen studies were included in
the review, of which four were experimental studies focused on effects of prenatal maternal PA
interventions while 10 were observational. Four studies examined preconception and prenatal
maternal PA exposure and 10 examined prenatal maternal PA exposure only. While the majority of
studies found that parental PA exposure was positively related to offspring brain and neurocognitive
development, all sudies focused on maternal PA exposure only, were mostly observational in design,
and assessed infant neurodevelopment using non-objective measurement tools. Therefore, despite
several recent reviews of the animal literature reporting on the beneficial intergenerational effects of
parental PA on offspring brain development and neurocognition, this phenomenon is comparatively
understudied in humans. Furthermore, there are several overarching limitations of the existing human
evidence on thistopic that present opportunities for future research including timing and method of
assessment of offspring, as well asthe potential mechanisms, mediators, and moderators of any

effects.
4.1 Adherenceand attrition

Characterigtics of PA interventions were generally not reported, not reported consistently, or in
sufficient detail to enable replication by future experimental studies and in clinical practice > nor
comparison of effects of different PA programs by future systematic reviews. Therefore, future
experimental studies should report intervention characteristics according to the CERT checklist™ or,
at the very least, in the FITT format *. In the studies that conducted a PA intervention, adherence to
the intervention was typically not reported, not clear, or was very low. For example, one sudy
reported that only 56% of participants adhered to the PA intervention *, while another reported 64%
adhered *°. Interestingly, neither of these studiesfound an effect of prenatal maternal PA on offspring
neurocognitive outcomes, but this could potentially be at least partially explained by poor intervention

adherence.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.12.22279883
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.12.22279883; this version posted September 14, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

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

The same studies al so reported high rates of attrition (49% at 18 months offspring follow-up * and
68% at 7 years offspring follow-up *) which may have further impacted upon capacity to detect any
intergenerational effects of the PA intervention (i.e., smaller than expected effect size due to poor
intervention adherence combined with smaller than expected sample size due to attrition). High rates
of attrition were also notable for the observational studiesin thisfield. For example, one study
experienced 50% attrition between mothers recruited and assessed during pregnancy and offspring
followed up at 2 years of age>'. Retention of participantsin thisfield seems disproportionately poor
when compared to that typically observed in pregnancy/birth cohort studies (e.g., mean retention at
follow-up <2 years = 87.2%; 95% Cl, 81.7-92.8)) °’. While some attrition is unavoidable, retaining
adequate participants ensures findings remain representative and unbiased. Therefore, it isimperative
that future studies in this field employ a range of retention strategies tailored to both the cohort and
each participant %%,

4.2 Assessments of neur ocognition and mechanisms

While the weight of the existing human evidence clearly pointsto a positive or neutral effect of PA on
brain health and neurocognition in newborns and infants, it is difficult to compare effects
meaningfully across studies because of the heterogeneity of assessments/measures used. Further,
some of the assessments utilised were developed to screen for abnormal development (e.g., ASQ) and
are not suited for detecting interindividual variability and/or giftedness in neurocognitive function
within otherwise typically developing infants and children, such as assessments like the Bayley Scales
of Infant Development and the Brazelton Neonatal Behavioural Assessment Scales. Relatedly, it
should be noted that while one study observed a relationship between prenatal maternal PA and infant
mental development in offspring who were born small-for-gestational age, but not those born at an
appropriate size-for-gestational -age (as measured by Bayley Scales of Infant Devel opment), this could
have been due to the considerably smaller sample size in the appropriate-sized (n=20) compared to the

small-sized group (n=65) *.

Additionally, only one included study used an objective and/or non-behavioural task to probe the

possible neural mechanisms of intergenerational PA in humans *. One direction for future studies
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would be to include neuroimaging outcomes (e.g., magnetic resonance imaging, functional near-

infrared spectroscopy, or event-related potentials) alongside neurocognitive testing.
4.3 Mediators

No studies explored potential mediators of the effects of intergenerational PA on offspring brain
development and neurocognition. Many of the best evidenced risk factors for adverse offspring brain
and neurodevelopment are modifiable by PA, including poor maternal mental (e.g., stress, depression,
anxiety), cardio-metabolic (e.g., diabetes, hypertension, obesity), and sleep health. Many of the

domains of maternal mental health that are linked with aberrant offspring brain development ©,

t 64,65 13,66-71

impaired neurodevelopmen , and cognition , areinversely related to PA participation. PA
plays a pivotal rolein the primary prevention and clinical treatment of many mental disorders * and is
positively associated with mental health in pregnant women 3. Therefore, it is plausible that PA could

exert beneficial intergenerational effects by preventing poor maternal mental health in the first place.

Mediators of the intergenerational effects of PA on offspring brain health and neurocognition may

also be associated with preventing the ill-effects of poor maternal cardio-metabolic and sleep health.

14,7374

For example, PA is known to prevent diabetes , which is linked with adverse neurodevel opment

including lower mental and psychomotor development in infants and lower intelligence quotient in
school-aged children "7, Maternal hypertension "®” and obesity ® are also recognised cardio-
metabolic risk factors for impaired offspring neurodevelopment and can also be addressed by PA
14738185 pPoor maternal sleep health during pregnancy has also been linked to aberrant offspring brain

86-88

development and neurodevel opment and can also be improved with PA participation ®.

Additionally, acritical direction for future human studies of PA will be to examine whether

there could be similar and distinct mediating mechanisms of the intergenerational effects of PA

90,91 d92,93

between mothers (e.g., cord blood neurotrophin™=" and neurosteroi concentrations, placental

metabolism™ ), and fathers (e.g., sperm epigenetic programming)®”.

4.4 Moderators
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The majority of existing studies have focused on maternal PA during pregnancy (i.e., prenatal PA).
There is still limited evidence in humans regarding the effects of preconception maternal PA on
offspring brain health and neurocognition, and there is virtually no evidence examining the effects of
paternal PA on offspring brain health and neurocognition; in fact, only one study in this review even
reported paternal characteristics **. In contrast, maternal and paternal PA (both prenatally and
preconception) have been comparatively well-investigated in animal models**"%, Another gap in
our exigting understanding of the intergenerational effects of parental PA on offspring brain health
and neurocognition in humans isthe timeframe in which any intergenerational effects of PA are
strongest. The vast majority of studies in this review assessed brain health and neurocognition in the

neonatal or infant stage, and did so using a variety of neurocognitive or developmental screening tests.
4.5 Strengthsand limitations

Key limitations of this scoping review are that we only included studies published in the English
language and only focused on elements of offspring brain and neurodevel opment that relate to

neurocognition (i.e., we did not include studiesthat only reported on offspring motor development

99,100 101

or behaviour™"). While the scoping review protocol was not prospectively registered and a
formal assessment of methodological quality of the included studies was not performed, thisisin
accordance with guidelines for the conduct of scoping reviews *®. Other strengths of this scoping
review are the comprehensiveness of the search, and that two investigators screened studies for

eligibility and had “amost perfect agreement” 1%,

5. CONCLUSION

Despite extensive evidence from animal models, little is known about the intergenerational effects of
parental PA on offspring brain and neurocognitive development in humans, particularly paternal
preconception PA. Evidence is promising but more experimental and large prospective observationa
studies with offspring follow-up into late adolescence and young adulthood are needed that have

sophisticated strategies in place to promote participant retention and, for experimental studies,
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adherence to the PA intervention. Additionally, more objective and/or mechanistic assessments are

also required as most existing evidence is based on subjective measures.
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Figure 1. Flow of studiesthrough the review
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