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Study Objectives:  To characterize sleep duration, timing and continuity measures in pregnancy and their association with key demographic variables.
Methods:  Multisite prospective cohort study. Women enrolled in the nuMoM2b study (nulliparous women with a singleton gestation) were recruited at the second 
study visit (16–21 weeks of  gestation) to participate in the Sleep Duration and Continuity substudy. Women <18 years of  age or with pregestational diabetes or 
chronic hypertension were excluded from participation. Women wore a wrist activity monitor and completed a sleep log for 7 consecutive days. Time in bed, sleep 
duration, fragmentation index, sleep efficiency, wake after sleep onset, and sleep midpoint were averaged across valid primary sleep periods for each participant.
Results:  Valid data were available from 782 women with mean age of  27.3 (5.5) years. Median sleep duration was 7.4 hours. Approximately 27.9% of  women 
had a sleep duration of  <7 hours; 2.6% had a sleep duration of  >9 hours. In multivariable models including age, race/ethnicity, body mass index, insurance 
status, and recent smoking history, sleep duration was significantly associated with race/ethnicity and insurance status, while time in bed was only associated 
with insurance status. Sleep continuity measures and sleep midpoint were significantly associated with all covariates in the model, with the exception of  age for 
fragmentation index and smoking for wake after sleep onset.
Conclusions:  Our results demonstrate the relationship between sleep and important demographic characteristics during pregnancy.
Keywords:  pregnancy, sleep duration, sleep quality, epidemiology.

INTRODUCTION
Poor sleep quality is common in the general population, and 
women are more likely to have sleep disturbances than are 
men.1 Poor sleep quality, defined here, as inadequate sleep 
duration and poor sleep continuity, can be the result of environ-
mental and psychosocial factors, medical and psychiatric disor-
ders, as well as sleep disorders such as insomnia, sleep apnea, 
and restless legs syndrome. There are mounting data linking 
poor sleep quality and adverse health outcomes. Experimental 
studies show that sleep restriction and fragmentation adversely 
affect appetite-regulating hormones, insulin sensitivity, mark-
ers of systemic inflammation, and autonomic regulation and 
function,2–5 while epidemiologic studies demonstrate that short 
sleep duration is associated with an increased risk of obesity, 
diabetes, hypertension, and mortality.6–12 Sleep duration in non-
pregnant individuals has also been associated with cardiomet-
abolic risk factors including age, body mass index, smoking, 
race/ethnicity, and socioeconomic status.13,14 There is also a 

link between later sleep timing and unhealthy behaviors such as 
smoking, alcohol use, and poor diet.15,16

Recent studies suggest that pregnant women are a popula-
tion at particularly increased risk for sleep disturbances.17–19 
However, most of these studies are conducted in select popu-
lations and have relied on self-reported sleep measures, which 
may overestimate sleep duration compared to objective sleep 
measures.17,20–23 Those studies using actigraphy typically have 
less than 200 women and are often samples of convenience 
from a small geographic area.21,24–26 One actigraphy-based 
study of 80 urban, low-income women reported a mean actigra-
phy-based sleep duration of 6.8 hours in comparison to a mean 
self-reported sleep duration of 7.2 hours.21 Another more recent 
study, examining sleep across pregnancy using actigraphy, 
reported a mean second-trimester sleep duration of 6.6 hours.25 
Another important factor is that simply focusing on sleep dura-
tion ignores other characteristics of sleep such as sleep conti-
nuity, sleep timing, and variability, despite growing evidence 

Statement of Significance
The current study represents one of  the largest cohorts of  objectively measured habitual sleep in pregnancy to date and demonstrates the feasibility 
of  objectively assessing sleep over a week during pregnancy. Our data indicate that, in the second trimester of  nulliparous pregnancy, sleep duration, 
continuity, and timing of  sleep are associated with multiple demographic characteristics. Furthermore, more than 20% of  women had a sleep duration that 
has previously been shown in nonpregnant cohorts to be associated with poor cardiometabolic health.

brought to you by COREView metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk

provided by IUPUIScholarWorks

https://core.ac.uk/display/227054229?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1


2SLEEP, Vol. XX, No. X, 2017 Sleep During Pregnancy nuMoM2b Substudy—Reid et al.

regarding the multidimensional nature of healthy sleep.27,28 
To date, systematic population-based prospective studies to 
determine the type and prevalence of sleep problems during 
pregnancy, and their association with patient demographic and 
behavioral characteristics, are lacking.

The Nulliparous Pregnancy Outcome Study: Monitoring 
Mothers-to-be (nuMoM2b) is a prospective cohort study of 
nulliparous women with singleton gestations. Enrolled women 
underwent research assessments over the course of their preg-
nancies to study the mechanisms and predictive factors of 
adverse pregnancy outcomes including hypertensive disease 
of pregnancy, preterm birth, and fetal growth restriction.29 
The nuMoM2b Sleep Duration and Continuity Substudy is 
a prospective study of a subset of the women enrolled in the 
nuMoM2b parent study. The primary objective of this Substudy 
was to examine the relationship of objectively assessed sleep 
duration, continuity, and timing, with cardiovascular and meta-
bolic morbidity related to pregnancy.

This article describes sleep duration, sleep timing, sleep con-
tinuity, and sleep variability measures in pregnancy and their 
association with important demographic characteristics as well 
as the detailed methods for actigraphy acquisition and scoring 
used in the nuMoM2b Sleep Duration and Continuity Substudy.

METHODS

General Design nuMoM2b Parent Study
Details of the nuMoM2b parent study have been previously pub-
lished.29 The nuMoM2b study was conducted at 8 clinical sites 
from 2010 through 2013: Case Western Reserve University, 
Columbia University, Indiana University, the University 
of Pittsburgh, Northwestern University, the University of 
California at Irvine, the University of Pennsylvania, and the 
University of Utah. Data were managed by a central data 
coordinating and analysis center (RTI International). Briefly, 
the nuMoM2b study was a prospective cohort of nulliparous 
women (no prior delivery at ≥20 weeks gestational age), with 
a viable singleton pregnancy at the time of screening between 
60–136 weeks’ gestation. Study visits were conducted at 4 times 
antepartum (Visits 1–4): 60–136, 160–216 and 220–296 weeks’ 
gestation as well as at the time of delivery. Data were collected 
through interviews, self-administered questionnaires, clinical 
measurements, ultrasounds, and medical records review to 
obtain pertinent demographic, psychosocial, dietary, physio-
logic, and outcome information. In addition, maternal serum, 
plasma, urine, and cervicovaginal fluid were collected at each 
visit; maternal blood for DNA was collected at Visit 1; and 
cord blood and placental samples were collected at delivery. All 
types of samples were stored in a repository for later use.

General Design of nuMoM2b Sleep Duration and Continuity 
Substudy
Women were recruited into the Sleep Duration and Quality 
Substudy at the second nuMoM2b study visit (160–216 weeks of 
gestation) from 2011 through 2013. As part of this nuMoM2b 
Substudy, women were asked to wear a wrist actigraphy moni-
tor (Spectrum, Phillips Respironics) for 7 consecutive days and 
to complete a daily sleep log. The 7 days of rest–activity col-
lection was completed prior to 230 weeks of gestation. Women 

were compensated for participation with a $20 gift card. All 
actigraphy data were scored by a central reading center located 
at Northwestern University. The primary aim of the Sleep 
Duration and Quality Substudy was to determine the associa-
tion between sleep quality and the pregnancy outcomes of ges-
tational hypertension, preeclampsia, and gestational diabetes.

Prior to participation in the Substudy, women gave writ-
ten informed consent. The Substudy was approved by the 
Institutional Review Board at each of the participating sites and 
the data coordinating center prior to initiation.

Study Population
The nuMoM2b study protocol included nulliparous women 
who were at least 13  years of age, although, in the Sleep 
Duration and Continuity Substudy, participants under 18 years 
of age were excluded. The decision to include only those aged 
18 years and older was made because sleep characteristics are 
significantly different between children (<18 years of age) and 
adults, and there were not a sufficient number of women less 
than 18 years of age to meaningfully adjust for this difference 
in analysis.30–32 In addition, while the parent study included 
women with chronic hypertension, these women were excluded 
from this substudy, given the difficulty in accurately diagnos-
ing a new-onset hypertensive disorder in women with preexist-
ing hypertension. Women with preexisting diabetes were also 
excluded, as they cannot be diagnosed with gestational diabetes.

Demographic Characteristics
Except for gestational age at screening, baseline demographic 
data were collected in early pregnancy (6–13 weeks’ gestation). 
Insurance status was created as follows: If the participant indi-
cated that her health care was paid for by commercial health 
insurance/commercial Health Maintenance Organization, then 
insurance status was set to Commercial. Otherwise if the par-
ticipant indicated that her health care was paid for by gov-
ernment insurance, military insurance, personal household 
income, or other, then insurance status was set to Government/
Self-pay.

Sleep Log
Participants were asked to maintain daily sleep logs for 7 con-
secutive days and to record bedtime, wake time, total sleep 
time, sleep latency, wake after sleep onset (WASO), naps, any 
unusual events during the day or night, overall sleep quality, and 
whether it was a free day or work/school day. The sleep log was 
a modified version of the Karolinska Sleep Log.33 Participants 
were instructed to complete the sleep log every day within 1 
hour of waking. Participants were encouraged to keep the sleep 
log next to their place of sleep so that they would not forget to 
fill out the log each day. The first page of the sleep log packet 
was an example page, and study personnel were instructed 
to complete this page with the participant. Study personnel 
marked the rest of the pages with the date and day of the week 
when they should be completed.

Data from all sleep logs that were returned were entered by 
a research technician into a data management system devel-
oped and managed by RTI. Each entry was checked by a 
separate research assistant, and any disagreements between 
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initial data and quality control review were adjudicated by a 
third party.

Actigraphy
Participants were instructed that the rest–activity monitor 
should be worn on and securely fastened around the nondomi-
nant wrist, just as a “wrist-watch” would be worn. Participants 
were instructed to press the event markers when going to bed 
for their main sleep period (i.e., when turning off the light or 
trying to fall asleep), when waking up in the morning, and 
when taking naps or falling asleep for more than 5 minutes. An 
actigraphy recording was considered successful if, during the 
7 days of the study, there were at least 5 primary sleep periods 
recorded (out of a possible 7), there was less than 4 hours of off-
wrist time during the 24-hour periods containing the included 
primary sleep periods, and there was no off-wrist time during 
the sleep period. If a participant’s study data did not meet these 
criteria, she was asked to wear the watch again for an additional 
week as long as the recording could be completed by 230 weeks. 
Actiwatches were configured using Actiware Sleep V5.59 
(Phillips-Respironics, Mini Mitter, Bend, OR) to record epochs 
with a 30-second duration and the presence of red, green, and 
blue light. The activity threshold was set at medium (i.e., 40 
activity counts).

Training of Study Personnel at Each Site
Study personnel from all study sites attended an in-person train-
ing session held at RTI before recruitment began to review the 
operation of study equipment and other study procedures. This 
session was conducted by study investigators and a represent-
ative from Phillips Respironics. Study personnel at all sites 
were certified by the Actigraphy Reading Center after passing a 
written test and demonstrating successful transmission of valid 
actigraphy data and sleep logs.

Analysis and Scoring of Actigraphy
All actigraphy files and sleep log data were securely transmitted 
to the Actigraphy Reading Center. Actigraphy data were ana-
lyzed with Actiware Sleep V5.59. Data were processed through 
the Actiware Sleep scoring algorithm. The default setting was 
used and is presented in this article. The default scoring algo-
rithm was set with 10 minutes of immobile time for sleep start, 
in reference to the set rest start, and 10 minutes of immobile 
time for sleep end, in reference to the set rest end.

Scoring Method
The analysis algorithm calculates sleep/wake within defined 
rest intervals, and these rest intervals were manually set by a 
trained technician using the event markers (EM) and/or sleep 
log entries (SL) when available. If neither an event marker nor 
sleep log was available, or if either were clearly inaccurate, the 
trained technician set the rest interval based on a reduction in 
activity and light levels.34,35 All technician-scored rest intervals 
were reviewed by another scorer.

Each rest interval start and end was given a value ranging 
from 1 to 4 (with “1” indicating the data with the best concord-
ance) that coincided with the cues that were used to set that 
interval. For example, if there was good concordance between 

the event marker, sleep diary, and a drop in the activity level, 
the interval would be given a value of 1. The number of primary 
sleep periods for each code is presented in the results section, 
but they were not used in the analysis. Details of the criteria 
used to code the rest intervals are outlined below.

1.	 If the start and/or end of a given rest interval had a time 
from the event markers (EM) and the sleep log (SL) that 
were within 15 minutes of each other and the actual activity 
reflected rest, it was assigned a score of 1.

2.	 If the start and/or end of a given rest interval had an EM 
that differed from the SL entry by more than 15 minutes, 
it received a score of 2 (provided the EM was supported by 
activity level).

3.	 If the start and/or end of a given rest interval had an SL that 
was in agreement with the drop in activity level and the EM 
was considered unreliable or absent, it received a score of 3.

4.	 In situations where the EM and SL were (a) completely 
absent, (b) present but in poor agreement with the activity 
drop/rise, or (c) limited to only one EM or SL entry either at 
the beginning or at the end of the rest interval, it received a 
score of 4. This score implies that the interval was set by the 
technician’s judgment based on the information available.

In addition to activity level, the device has the capability of 
recording photopic light, so when a study was “level 4,” the 
technician also used light level as a guide to set the rest inter-
vals.36 To illustrate, in order to set the start of the rest inter-
val, the technician would coalesce the drop in light level with a 
sequential series of activity counts that were <200 for a 5-min-
ute period.37 Conversely, in order to determine the end of the 
rest interval, the first epoch in a consecutive 5-minute sequence 
of nonzero counts >200 was used along with an accompanying 
rise in light level.

Review of Actigraphy Scoring
All studies were scored by a single experienced technician 
(MH). For studies with minor (<30 minutes) disagreement 
between the EMs or SLs and with actual activity/light levels, a 
second trained scorer reviewed the study, and if there was fur-
ther disagreement in the study score, the study was adjudicated 
further by the reading center director (KJR) who made the final 
decision on rest interval placement. For studies with more than 
30 minutes disagreement between the EMs and SLs with actual 
activity/light levels, the reading center director made the final 
decision on rest interval placement (typically these would be 
given a scoring value of 4). Also, all intervals given a value/
score of 4 were reviewed by the reading center director. As a 
final check, all scored actograms were printed in color and vis-
ually reviewed by the reading center director.

Actigraphy-Derived Sleep Variables
The primary and secondary measures used to assess the 
domains of sleep duration and sleep continuity were as follows: 
time in bed, sleep duration, sleep fragmentation index (FI), 
sleep efficiency, WASO, and sleep midpoint. Data from the pri-
mary sleep period from all available valid days were averaged 
to provide a single value for each measure for each participant. 
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Time in bed was defined as the time between the start and end of 
the rest interval. Sleep duration was defined as the total amount 
of time scored as sleep, by the Actiware algorithm, during the 
main sleep period. Insufficient sleep was defined as a mean of 
<7 hours of sleep/night in the main sleep period, based on the 
consensus statement given by the American Academy of Sleep 
Medicine and Sleep Research Society31 and prior research by 
the authors.38 Sleep fragmentation index, sleep efficiency, and 
WASO provide measures of sleep quality. The sleep fragmen-
tation index is calculated as the proportion of all epochs from 
sleep onset to sleep offset with an activity count of 2 or greater 
plus the proportion of all bouts of immobility (activity count 
less than 2 in every epoch) that were 1 minute or less in dura-
tion.39,40 Sleep efficiency is calculated as the proportion of time 
from rest start to rest end scored as sleep. WASO is the total 
amount of minutes spent awake between sleep onset and the 
end of the rest interval. Sleep midpoint is the clock time that 
represents the midpoint between the clock time of sleep onset 
and the clock time of sleep offset. For each woman, the standard 
deviation value of time in bed, sleep duration, and sleep mid-
point was calculated across the week of recording.41,42

Sample Size for Primary Outcome Analysis
The primary outcome measures for the Sleep Duration and 
Continuity Substudy are maternal cardiovascular and meta-
bolic morbidity related to pregnancy. The reported prevalence 
of gestational diabetes ranges from 1.4% to 14%, gestational 
hypertension from 4% to 6%, and preeclampsia from 3% to 
8%.43,44 From prior data, we estimated a prevalence of short 
sleep duration of 25%.18 In nonpregnant individuals, short sleep 
duration has been associated with a 1.5- to 4-fold increased 
risk of cardiovascular and metabolic disease.45,46 Power calcu-
lations for detectable effect sizes (relative risk) for short sleep 
duration assessed by actigraphy are presented in Table 1. The 
power calculations take into account an outcome prevalence of 
8–12%, an N of 760 subjects, a 5% level of statistical signif-
icance (2-sided), and an R2 value of 0.01 for the association 
between the categorical exposure and the covariates included in 
a logistic regression model.47

Statistical Analysis
In this report, in addition to describing the study methods, we 
provide a descriptive analysis of the actigraphy data and exam-
ine sleep duration, sleep continuity, and sleep timing meas-
ures in relation to maternal age, race/ethnicity, body mass 
index (BMI), insurance status, and recent smoking history. 
Demographic characteristics were categorized and medians 
and interquartile ranges (IQRs) for sleep actigraphy measures 
were compared for each demographic characteristic tested 
using Kruskal-Wallis tests. For multivariable analyses, the main 
effects of association of the demographic characteristics with 
the sleep actigraphy measures were evaluated using F-tests 
associated with type III sums of squares from analysis of var-
iance models. The actigraphy measures are analyzed on the 
original (time in bed and sleep duration) or, in some cases, a 
transformed scale to better satisfy normality assumptions of the 
model. For sleep fragmentation, WASO, and sleep midpoint, a 
log transform was used, while sleep efficiency was cubed. All 
tests were performed at a nominal significance level of α = .05. 
No corrections are made for multiple comparisons. Analyses 
were conducted using SAS/STAT 9.3 and 9.4 software (SAS 
Institute Inc, Cary, North Carolina).

RESULTS
A total of 901 women in nuMoM2b enrolled in the Sleep 
Duration and Continuity Substudy. Valid actigraphy data were 
available for 782 (86.8%) women, 759 of whom also returned a 
sleep log (Table 2). There were 119 (13.2%) invalid studies. The 
two most frequent reasons for the invalid studies were partici-
pant noncompliance (60%, watch not worn at least 20 hours/day 
for at least 5 days) and watch failure (40%). Watch failure was 
primarily due to one of the following reasons: faulty off-wrist 
detection, a corrupted database, or constant low-level activity 
counts.

Baseline demographic characteristics of the 782 women 
with actigraphy data are presented in Table  3. The mean age 
of the women at entry into the Substudy was 27.3 years (stand-
ard deviation 5.5  years). Sixty-three percent (63.4%) of the 
women were non-Hispanic white, 11.8% were non-Hispanic 
black, 15.6% were Hispanic, 3.6% were Asian, and 5.6% were 
classified as “other” on race/ethnicity. Fourteen percent of 
the sample were neither employed or in school and 15% had 
less than a college education. Women were classified by their 
prepregnancy BMI as follows: 50.7% of women were normal 

Table 1—Statistical Power for Detection of  Effect Size (Relative Risk) for 
Short Sleep Duration (SSD).

Composite outcome rate Difference  
in rates

Relative  
risk

Powera

Without SSD With SSD

0.08 0.12 50% 1.5 0.40

0.08 0.16 100% 2.0 0.86

0.10 0.15 50% 1.5 0.48

0.10 0.20 100% 2.0 0.93

0.12 0.18 50% 1.5 0.55

0.12 0.24 100% 2.0 0.97

aAssuming N = 760 participants included in the evaluation, 25% prev-
alence of  SSD, an R2 = 0.01 for association of  SSD (categorical) with 
covariates included in the logistic regression model, and Type I error 
(2-sided) = 0.05.

Table 2—Actigraphy Assessment.

Characteristic n (%)

Eligible participants 901

  Valid sleep actigraphy studies 782 (86.8)

  Valid actigraphy with sleep log returned 759 (84.2)

  Invalid actigraphy studies 119 (13.2)

    Off  wrist > 4 hours (participant noncompliance) 71 (60.0)

    Watch failure 48 (40.0)



5SLEEP, Vol. XX, No. X, 2017 Sleep During Pregnancy nuMoM2b Substudy—Reid et al.

weight (BMI 18.5–24.9 kg/m2), 25.1% were overweight (BMI 
25.0–29.9 kg/m2), 21.5% were obese or morbidly obese (BMI 
≥ 30 kg/m2), and 2.7% were underweight (BMI < 18.5 kg/m2). 
Approximately fourteen percent (14.5%) of the participants 
smoked during the 3 months prior to the pregnancy.

A summary of the characteristics of weekday/weekend, work/
school, and nonwork/nonschool day, and scoring methods is 
provided in Table  4. Seventy-seven percent of women con-
tributed 7 valid days of actigraphy data. Seventy-nine percent 
of women had actigraphy data collected on at least one work/
school day. Only 2% of the sample had no data collected on 
nonwork/nonschool days. Of a total of 5253 primary sleep peri-
ods, 85% had an event marker and/or sleep log entry for scoring 
and 15% required technician only scoring.

Actigraphic measures of sleep duration, continuity, timing, 
and variability stratified by age, race, BMI, insurance status, 
and recent smoking history are provided in Tables 5 and 6. 
Overall, the median (IQR) of time in bed was 8.7 (1.1) hours 
and of sleep duration was 7.4 (1.0) hours, with 42.2 (23.4) min-
utes of WASO and a sleep midpoint of 3:38 am (100 minutes). 
Twenty-eight percent (27.9%) of women had a sleep duration 
of <7 hours and 2.6% had a sleep duration of >9 hours. Time 
in bed was associated with age and insurance status; it was 
longer for younger women and those with government/self-pay 
insurance. Sleep duration was significantly different by race/
ethnicity, with non-Hispanic blacks and Asian women hav-
ing the shortest sleep durations. The three measures of sleep 
continuity (sleep fragmentation, sleep efficiency, wake after 
sleep onset) and sleep midpoint were significantly related to all 
demographic characteristics (maternal age, BMI, race/ethnicity, 
insurance status, and recent smoking history).

The standard deviation as a measure of variability in sleep 
across the recording period was also assessed for time in bed, 
sleep duration, and sleep midpoint for each individual and strat-
ified by baseline characteristics and is provided in Table 6. In 
the overall sample, more than 50% of women had a standard 
deviation in sleep duration that was over an hour across the 
week of recording, while sleep midpoint varied by more than 
40 minutes. The three measures of sleep variability included 
in this analysis were significantly related to all demographic 

Table 3—Baseline Characteristicsa.

Characteristic (N = 782) Statistic

Estimated gestational age at screening, n (%)

  <8 weeks 0 days 11 (1.4)

  8 weeks 0 days to 9 weeks 6 days 78 (10.0)

  10 weeks 0 days to 11 weeks 6 days 236 (30.2)

  12 weeks 0 days to 13 weeks 6 days 457 (58.4)

Maternal age, years

  Mean (standard deviation) 27.3 (5.5)

  Median (interquartile range) 27.0 (23, 31)

Category, n (%)

  <22 148 (18.9)

  22–35 573 (73.3)

  >35  61 (7.8)

Maternal race/ethnicity, n (%)

  Non-Hispanic white 496 (63.4)

  Non-Hispanic black  92 (11.8)

  Hispanic  122 (15.6)

  Asian  28 (3.6)

  Other  44 (5.6)

Maternal education status, n (%)

  Less than high school 28 (3.6)

  Completed high school or GED 89 (11.4)

  Some college 176 (22.5)

  Associate or technical degree 87 (11.1)

  Completed college 210 (26.9)

  Degree work beyond college 192 (24.6)

Employment/school status, n (%)

  Employed and in school  116 (15.6)

  Employed and not in school  474 (63.9)

  Unemployed and in school 48 (6.5)

  Unemployed and not in school 104 (14.0)

Insurance status, n (%)b

  Government insurance 188 (24.2)

  Military insurance  2 (0.3)

  Commercial health insurance 564 (72.5)

  Personal household income  150 (19.3)

  Other  9 (1.2)

BMI

  Underweight (<18.5) 21 (2.7)

  Normal Weight (18.5–24.9) 391 (50.7)

  Overweight (25.0–29.9) 194 (25.1)

  Obese (30.0–34.9) 98 (12.7)

  Morbidly Obese (>35) 68 (8.8)

Ever smoked, n (%) 322 (41.2)

Smoked during 3 months prior to pregnancy, n (%) 113 (14.5)

  Among smokers during 3 months prior to pregnancy

    Cigarettes per day: n (%)  

    <20 cigarettes per day 99 (87.6)

    20–40 cigarettes per day 14 (12.4)

    >40 cigarettes per day 0 (0.0)

Abbreviation: BMI, body mass index.
aExcept for gestational age at screening, baseline data were collected in 
early pregnancy (6–13 weeks’ gestation).
bPercentages do not add up to 100% as participants were allowed to 
select multiple methods of  payment for healthcare.

Table 3—Continued
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characteristics examined including maternal age, BMI, race/
ethnicity, insurance status, and recent smoking history.

After adjustment for the other baseline characteristics (age, 
race/ethnicity, education, employment, insurance status, BMI, 
and recent smoking history), time in bed remained associated 
with insurance status, and sleep duration remained associated 
with race/ethnicity and insurance status. Sleep midpoint and all 
sleep continuity measures (with the exception of age for sleep 
fragmentation index and smoking for wake after sleep onset) 
remained associated with age, race/ethnicity, BMI, insurance 
status, and recent smoking history.

After adjustment, the standard deviation of time in bed and 
sleep duration remained significantly associated with all of the 
baseline characteristics (age, race/ethnicity, BMI, and recent 
smoking history) except insurance status while for the standard 
deviation of sleep midpoint only age remained significant.

DISCUSSION
In this initial report of the nuMoM2b Sleep Duration and 
Continuity Substudy, we have provided a descriptive analysis 
of our actigraphy data. Our results demonstrate the relationship 
between sleep variables and important baseline demographic 
characteristics.

Sleep disturbance is common in pregnancy18; however, there 
are limited objective sleep data available in this population. The 
current study represents one of the largest cohorts of objec-
tively measured habitual sleep in pregnancy to date. Although 
the women in this study spent a median of 8.7 hours in bed for 
their primary sleep period each day, sleep efficiency was low, 
with a median sleep duration of 7.4 hours. In addition, sleep 
continuity and midpoint were significantly associated with age, 
BMI, race/ethnicity, insurance status, and recent smoking his-
tory; sleep duration varied only by race/ethnicity and insurance 
status.

Several studies have now shown that in nonpregnant adults 
both long (i.e., >8.5 hours) and short sleep duration (i.e., < 7 
hours) are associated with poor cardiometabolic health.13,31 
There is also some evidence, from small studies using self-re-
ported sleep measures, to suggest that short sleep is associated 
with an increased frequency of poor pregnancy outcomes.38,48 
Although the sleep duration in this cohort is longer than that 
reported for pregnant women in other studies,24,26 of note is that 
27.9% of the women in this cohort had a sleep duration of <7 
hours, and 2.9% had a sleep duration of > 9 hours. In a recent 
consensus statement given by the American Academy of Sleep 
Medicine and Sleep Research Society, it is recommended that 
adults regularly obtain 7 or more hours of sleep a night to pro-
mote optimal health.31

Sleep duration is not the only measure of sleep health.27 
Disrupted sleep continuity may be just as important a risk fac-
tor for poor cardiometabolic health as short sleep duration. In 
healthy young adults, experimental fragmentation of sleep, 
without a reduction in sleep duration, has been shown to be 
associated with alterations in glucose metabolism.49 In other 
population-based studies using actigraphy, fragmentation index 
(FI) has also been associated with significant differences in 
measures of metabolic function such as fasting insulin and glu-
cose as well as insulin resistance.50 There are several ways to 
measure sleep continuity and in this study, we report WASO, 
fragmentation index, and sleep efficiency.

Women in this study spent a relatively long time in bed 
attempting to sleep, with WASO accounting for the majority of 
the difference between time in bed and sleep duration. In fact, 
50% of the sample had a WASO of >42 minutes. In pregnant 
women, a WASO ≥30 minutes has been shown to be associated 
with significant alterations in blood pressure.24 Other studies of 
adults have shown that a long WASO is associated with depres-
sive symptoms and cognitive decline. While WASO is a useful 
measure, it simply reflects how much time a person spent awake 

Table 4—Actigraphy Data Quality Summary.

Characteristic Statistic

Valid number of  days recorded for n = 782 participants

  Total n (%) 5 41 (5)

6 139 (18)

7 602 (77)

Mean (SD) 6.7 (0.6)

  Work/school days: n (%) None 164 (21)

1-3 199 (25)

4 or 
more

419 (54)

Mean (SD) 3.1 (2.0)

  Nonwork/school days: n (%) None 16 (2)

1-2 295 (38)

3 or 
more

471 (60)

Mean (SD) 3.6 (2.0)

  Week days: n (%) 3 25 (3)

4 125 (16)

5 631 (81)

6 1 (0)

Mean (SD) 4.8 (0.5)

  Weekend days: n (%) 0 1 (0)

1 51 (7)

2 724 (93)

3 6 (1)

Mean (SD) 1.9 (0.3)

Score method summary for n = 5,253  
primary sleep intervals, n (%)

 � Matching marker and diary (1) used  
for start and end

1774 (34)

  Marker (2) used for start & end 1207 (23)

  Diary (3) used for start & end 1102 (21)

 � Different method (marker/diary) used for  
start & end

361 (7)

  Technician (4) assigned start & end 809 (15) 
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after initially falling asleep, and it does not provide information 
on how fragmented the sleep was during this time. For example, 
a person who is awake for 50 consecutive minutes, and a person 
awake 10 times for 5 minutes each time, would both have a 
WASO of 50 minutes. The consequences for sleep architecture 
in these scenarios is likely considerably different. The FI is an 
additional measure of the degree of sleep disturbance that has 
been shown to be associated with cardiometabolic health. The 
median FI in the nuMoM2b Substudy was 17.5%. In a group 
of diabetic women with a mean FI of 20%, a 10% increase in 
FI was associated with 43% greater insulin resistance even in a 
fully adjusted model.50

In addition to sleep duration and continuity, there are other 
measures of sleep that have been shown to be associated with 
health and health behaviors, such as sleep timing and variability 

in sleep measures from day-to-day. The median sleep midpoint, 
a measure of sleep timing, reported in this study of pregnant 
women is similar to that previously reported for adults,15,51 
while the variability in sleep duration and timing are similar to 
that reported in older adults with insomnia.41,42

In addition to describing sleep during pregnancy the 
nuMoM2b Substudy examined, the association between sleep 
duration, sleep timing, and continuity and key demographic 
factors, including age, race/ethnicity, BMI, insurance status, 
and prepregnancy smoking. Sleep duration was not associated 
with most demographic characteristics other than race/ethnicity 
and insurance status after adjustment. However, there was an 
association between sleep continuity, timing and variability, and 
demographic characteristics. For example, while after adjust-
ment, age was not significantly associated with sleep duration, 

Table 5—Actigraphic Measures of  Sleep Duration and Continuity Averaged Over 7 Days by Baseline Characteristics.

Baseline 
characteristic

Sample 
size

Time in bed,  
hours

Sleep duration,  
hours

Sleep fragmenta-
tion index

Sleep  
efficiency, %

Wake after sleep  
onset, minutes

Sleep Midpoint, 
hours:minutes

Median 
(IQR)

pa Median 
(IQR)

pa Median 
(IQR)

pa Median (IQR) pa Median  
(IQR)

p valuea Median  
(IQR)

p valuea

Overall 782 8.7 (1.1) 7.4 (1.0) 17.5 (7.6) 85.2 (6.9) 42.2 (23.4) 3:38 (1:40)

Maternal age,  
years

  <22 148 9.1 (1.3) <.0001 7.4 (1.1) .5063 19.7 (8.7) <.0001 82.0 (7.3) <.0001 50.9 (31.3) <.0001 4:33 (1:40) <.0001

  22–35 573 8.6 (1.1) 7.5 (0.9) 17.0 (7.2) 85.8 (6.2) 40.6 (21.1) 3:25 (1:28)

  >35 61 8.6 (1.1) 7.3 (0.8) 18.6 (8.2) 84.6 (6.7) 42.9 (20.9) 2:59 (1:19)

Race/ethnicity

 � Non-Hispanic 
white

496 8.7 (1.0) .1140 7.5 (0.9) <.0001 16.4 (6.9) <.0001 86.6 (5.5) <.0001 39.9 (20.0) <.0001 3:19 (1:19) <.0001

 � Non-Hispanic 
black

92 8.9 (1.5) 7.1 (1.0) 21.5 (7.8) 80.6 (6.5) 54.6 (30.4) 4:20 (1:54)

  Hispanic 122 8.8 (1.1) 7.4 (1.0) 18.5 (7.4) 83.4 (7.6) 47.0 (30.4) 4:15 (2:11)

  Asian 28 8.5 (1.3) 7.0 (1.0) 18.3 (8.1) 82.9 (7.8) 43.9 (21.8) 3:41 (1:23)

  Other 44 8.7 (1.4) 7.4 (1.3) 18.1 (9.5) 83.1 (7.4) 45.8 (24.6) 4:00 (2:02)

BMI, kg/m2

  <18.5 21 9.0 (1.1) .0939 7.7 (0.8) .3279 17.9 (8.8) <.0001 84.5 (7.9) <.0001 42.9 (35.7) <.0001 5:04 (2:07) .0029

  18.5 to <25 391 8.6 (1.0) 7.4 (0.9) 16.7 (7.3) 85.6 (6.9) 39.4 (20.9) 3:33 (1:22)

  25 to <30 194 8.8 (1.1) 7.5 (0.9) 17.5 (6.8) 86.0 (5.7) 42.8 (20.3) 3:34 (1:41)

  30 to <35 98 8.7 (1.3) 7.5 (1.0) 18.4 (7.3) 84.6 (6.6) 42.3 (21.8) 3:52 (2:02)

  ≥35 68 8.8 (1.4) 7.1 (1.2) 20.9 (7.5) 81.8 (7.8) 54.7 (26.4) 3:48 (2:26)

Insurance Status

  Commercial 564 8.6 (1.1) <.0001 7.4 (0.9) .2713 16.5 (7.1) <.0001 86.2 (6.2) <.0001 39.6 (19.7) <.0001 3:19 (1:19) <.0001

 � Government/ 
Self-pay

214 9.0 (1.3) 7.5 (1.2) 19.8 (7.3) 82.1 (7.5) 51.7 (29.2) 4:30 (1:54)

Smoked during 
3 months prior  
to pregnancy:

  Yes 113 8.8 (1.4) .0818 7.3 (1.3) .4537 19.5 (7.7) <.0001 83.1 (6.0) <.0001 48.3 (21.1) <.0001 4:25 (2:15) <.0001

  No 669 8.7 (1.1) 7.5 (0.9) 17.0 (7.5) 85.6 (6.9) 41.0 (22.7) 3:32 (1:28)

Abbreviation: BMI, body mass index; IQR, Interquartile range.
aThe p values associated with Kruskal-Wallis tests.
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younger women (<22  years) had the highest WASO, lowest 
sleep efficiency, latest sleep midpoint, and most variable sleep.

Non-Hispanic black and Asian women had the shortest sleep 
duration, and non-Hispanic black women also had the worst sleep 
continuity and latest sleep midpoint. Our findings are in agree-
ment with similar results from nonpregnant cohorts.52–54 Adverse 
pregnancy outcomes such as preeclampsia and preterm birth are 
also more common among black women.55,56 The racial differ-
ences we documented in sleep duration, continuity, and timing 
may be contributing factors in this important health disparity.

Women who were obese (BMI ≥35) at screening had high 
sleep fragmentation, low sleep efficiency, and a long WASO; 
while sleep duration was not associated with BMI, obese 
women had a median sleep duration that was 36 minutes less 
than the lowest BMI group. It is possible given that obesity is a 
risk factor for sleep disordered breathing (SDB) that the level 
of sleep disturbance in the obese group could be due to SDB57 
which was not assessed as part of this Substudy. In contrast, 

women with a low BMI (<18.5) had the longest sleep duration 
but latest sleep midpoint by almost 1.5 hours.

Health-related behavior, like smoking in the 3 months prior 
to pregnancy, was not significantly associated with sleep dura-
tion, but it was associated with higher FI, lower sleep efficiency, 
later sleep midpoint, and greater variability in sleep duration 
after controlling for other factors. Overall, these findings sug-
gest that demographic characteristics are associated with sleep 
characteristics and should be considered when examining sleep 
during pregnancy.

While this is one of the first large-scale studies to systemat-
ically measure objective sleep during pregnancy using actigra-
phy, we recognize the limitations of the study. The gold standard 
for documenting sleep is polysomnography (PSG). The correla-
tion between actigraphy and PSG in measuring sleep duration 
has been shown to be high (0.7–0.97), and actigraphy is consid-
ered by the American Academy of Sleep Medicine to be a valid 
method to determine sleep patterns in healthy adult populations.58 

Table 6—Actigraphic Measures of  Variability in Sleep Duration and Timing Averaged Over 7 Days by Baseline Characteristics.

Baseline characteristic Sample 
size

Standard deviation  
of time in bed, minutes

Standard deviation  
of sleep duration, minutes

Standard deviation  
of sleep midpoint, minutes

Median (IQR) pa Median (IQR) pa Median (IQR) pa

Overall 782 67.9 (47.9) 62.6 (41.6) 48.6 (32.6)

Maternal age, years

  <22 148 90.2 (51.1) <.0001 81.3 (50.4) <.0001 61.0 (38.2) <.0001

  22–35 573 64.8 (46.4) 58.4 (38.7) 47.2 (31.8)

  >35 61 61.0 (34.0) 56.7 (29.0) 43.2 (23.9)

Race/ethnicity

  White Non-Hispanic 496 61.8 (44.2) <.0001 57.5 (36.8) <.0001 46.1 (31.7) <.0001

  Black Non-Hispanic 92 90.4 (52.6) 80.5 (47.7) 59.4 (35.6)

  Hispanic 122 81.1 (46.4) 72.5 (43.8) 53.3 (28.6)

  Asian 28 67.7 (26.6) 62.4 (29.5) 45.6 (25.9)

  Other 44 75.6 (51.5) 75.4 (54.8) 52.2 (43.7)

BMI, in kg/m2

  <18.5 21 85.1 (46.9) <.0001 68.8 (48.1) .0002 46.5 (25.4) .0499

  18.5 to <25 391 64.8 (44.4) 59.6 (36.5) 47.5 (32.0)

  25 to <30 194 67.8 (45.2) 61.8 (40.7) 47.9 (34.1)

  30 to <35 98 72.9 (53.3) 66.1 (51.5) 52.8 (36.5)

  ≥35 68 94.0 (63.5) 82.4 (47.4) 53.8 (43.2)

Insurance status

  Commercial 564 63.6 (43.6) <.0001 58.4 (36.0) <.0001 47.3 (32.2) .0056

  Government/Self-pay 214 87.5 (54.0) 77.9 (53.5) 52.2 (37.4)

Smoked during 3 months  
prior to pregnancy

  Yes 113 80.5 (56.3) .0002 74.2 (50.9) <.0001 54.9 (34.0) .0059

  No 669 66.8 (47.3) 60.7 (39.2) 47.8 (33.2)

Abbreviation: BMI, body mass index; IQR, Interquartile range.
aThe p values associated with Kruskal-Wallis tests.
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However, actigraphy does not measure sleep or wake directly 
and does not differentiate sleep stages. Given feasibility con-
straints and the advantages of having multiple day recordings, we 
believe that collecting sleep data with actigraphy is an appropri-
ate method and provides reliable information on habitual sleep 
patterns. A further limitation of this study is that the study design 
does not allow us to address the underlying cause of the sleep 
disturbance, which could be addressed in future studies.

This article also adds to the literature by describing the gen-
eral level of compliance with actigraphy (i.e., wearing the watch 
successfully) during the second trimester of pregnancy, includ-
ing the use of markers (i.e., event markers and daily sleep logs) 
to determine rest intervals. The majority (85%) of rest intervals 
had a useful marker at both the beginning and the end of the 
rest interval. Overall, with minimal incentive more than 85% of 
the women enrolled were able to provide usable data, suggest-
ing that actigraphy can be used successfully on a large scale to 
determine objective sleep in this population.

Given that the degree of sleep disturbance has been shown to 
vary as pregnancy progresses,18 assessing sleep at a single point 
in pregnancy could be considered a limitation. However, while 
objective assessment of sleep across pregnancy may be advan-
tageous, there are several reasons why sleep duration and con-
tinuity in the second trimester is likely to be important. First, 
studies have shown that many important physiological events 
(e.g., remodeling of maternal vessels and trophoblastic invasion) 
take place in the first and second trimester and that early changes 
in inflammatory, oxidative stress and metabolic pathways can 
adversely affect these physiologic processes and thereby lead 
to abnormal pregnancy development.59,60 Second, assessment 
too early (i.e., first trimester) might have decreased our ability 
to capture sleep disturbances that develop during the early sec-
ond trimester, as sleep often worsens as pregnancy progresses. 
Therefore, assessment of sleep in the mid-second trimester likely 
represents a time period when the probability of sleep distur-
bance is prevalent and yet early enough for assessing/screening 
for sleep problems to initiate interventions that optimize sleep.

In summary, in the second trimester of nulliparous pregnancy, 
sleep duration varies by race/ethnicity and insurance status, 
while sleep continuity and timing measures vary by race/eth-
nicity, age, BMI, insurance status, and recent smoking history. 
Given the known associations of short sleep duration, poor 
sleep continuity, and later sleep timing with poor cardiomet-
abolic health, further analysis of this cohort to investigate the 
association between sleep and adverse cardiometabolic mater-
nal and fetal pregnancy outcomes and how these may be influ-
enced by demographic characteristics is warranted.

REFERENCES
1.	 Ohayon MM, Carskadon MA, Guilleminault C, Vitiello MV. Meta-

analysis of quantitative sleep parameters from childhood to old age in 
healthy individuals: developing normative sleep values across the human 
lifespan. Sleep. 2004; 27(7): 1255–1273.

2.	 Borel AL, Benhamou PY, Baguet JP, et al. Short sleep duration is asso-
ciated with a blood pressure nondipping pattern in type 1 diabetes: the 
DIAPASOM study. Diabetes Care. 2009; 32(9): 1713–1715.

3.	 Carrington MJ, Trinder J. Blood pressure and heart rate during contin-
uous experimental sleep fragmentation in healthy adults. Sleep. 2008; 
31(12): 1701–1712.

4.	 Spiegel K, Leproult R, Van Cauter E. Impact of sleep debt on metabolic 
and endocrine function. Lancet. 1999; 354(9188): 1435–1439.

5.	 Stamatakis KA, Punjabi NM. Effects of sleep fragmentation on glucose 
metabolism in normal subjects. Chest. 2010; 137(1): 95–101.

6.	 Ayas NT, White DP, Al-Delaimy WK, et al. A prospective study of 
self-reported sleep duration and incident diabetes in women. Diabetes 
Care. 2003; 26(2): 380–384.

7.	 Beihl DA, Liese AD, Haffner SM. Sleep duration as a risk factor for 
incident type 2 diabetes in a multiethnic cohort. Ann Epidemiol. 2009; 
19(5): 351–357.

8.	 Cappuccio FP, Stranges S, Kandala NB, et al. Gender-specific associa-
tions of short sleep duration with prevalent and incident hypertension: 
the Whitehall II Study. Hypertension. 2007; 50(4): 693–700.

9.	 Gangwisch JE, Heymsfield SB, Boden-Albala B, et al. Short sleep 
duration as a risk factor for hypertension: analyses of the first National 
Health and Nutrition Examination Survey. Hypertension. 2006; 47(5): 
833–839.

10.	 Gottlieb DJ, Punjabi NM, Newman AB, et al. Association of sleep time 
with diabetes mellitus and impaired glucose tolerance. Arch Intern Med. 
2005; 165(8): 863–867.

11.	 Gottlieb DJ, Redline S, Nieto FJ, et al. Association of usual sleep dura-
tion with hypertension: the Sleep Heart Health Study. Sleep. 2006; 
29(8): 1009–1014.

12.	 Trento M, Broglio F, Riganti F, et al. Sleep abnormalities in type 2 dia-
betes may be associated with glycemic control. Acta Diabetol. 2008; 
45(4): 225–229.

13.	 Knutson KL. Sleep duration and cardiometabolic risk: a review of the 
epidemiologic evidence. Best Pract Res Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2010; 
24(5): 731–743.

14.	 Knutson KL. Sociodemographic and cultural determinants of sleep 
deficiency: implications for cardiometabolic disease risk. Soc Sci Med. 
2013; 79: 7–15.

15.	 Baron KG, Reid KJ, Kern AS, Zee PC. Role of sleep timing in caloric 
intake and BMI. Obesity (Silver Spring). 2011; 19(7): 1374–1381.

16.	 Adan A. Chronotype and personality factors in the daily consumption of 
alcohol and psychostimulants. Addiction. 1994; 89(4): 455–462.

17.	 Cai S, Tan S, Gluckman PD, et al. Sleep Quality and Nocturnal Sleep 
Duration in Pregnancy and Risk of Gestational Diabetes Mellitus. Sleep 
2016.

18.	 Facco FL, Kramer J, Ho KH, Zee PC, Grobman WA. Sleep disturbances 
in pregnancy. Obstet Gynecol. 2010; 115(1): 77–83.

19.	 Leung PL, Hui DS, Leung TN, Yuen PM, Lau TK. Sleep disturbances in 
Chinese pregnant women. BJOG. 2005; 112(11): 1568–1571.

20.	 Girschik J, Fritschi L, Heyworth J, Waters F. Validation of self-reported 
sleep against actigraphy. J Epidemiol. 2012; 22(5): 462–468.

21.	 Herring SJ, Foster GD, Pien GW, et al. Do pregnant women accurately 
report sleep time? A comparison between self-reported and objective 
measures of sleep duration in pregnancy among a sample of urban moth-
ers. Sleep Breath. 2013; 17(4): 1323–1327.

22.	 Lauderdale DS, Knutson KL, Yan LL, Liu K, Rathouz PJ. Self-reported 
and measured sleep duration: how similar are they? Epidemiology. 2008; 
19(6): 838–845.

23.	 Van Den Berg JF, Van Rooij FJ, Vos H, et al. Disagreement between sub-
jective and actigraphic measures of sleep duration in a population-based 
study of elderly persons. J Sleep Res. 2008; 17(3): 295–302.

24.	 Haney A, Buysse DJ, Rosario BL, Chen YF, Okun ML. Sleep distur-
bance and cardiometabolic risk factors in early pregnancy: a preliminary 
study. Sleep Med. 2014; 15(4): 444–450.

25.	 Tsai SY, Lee PL, Lin JW, Lee CN. Cross-sectional and longitudinal associ-
ations between sleep and health-related quality of life in pregnant women: 
A prospective observational study. Int J Nurs Stud. 2016; 56: 45–53.

26.	 Volkovich E, Tikotzky L, Manber R. Objective and subjective sleep 
during pregnancy: links with depressive and anxiety symptoms. Arch 
Womens Ment Health. 2015; 19(1): 173–181.

27.	 Buysse DJ. Sleep health: can we define it? Does it matter? Sleep. 2014; 
37(1): 9–17.

28.	 Czeisler CA. Duration, timing and quality of sleep are each vital for 
health, performance and safety. Sleep Health. 2015;1:5–8.

29.	 Haas DM, Parker CB, Wing DA, et al.; NuMoM2b study. A descrip-
tion of the methods of the Nulliparous Pregnancy Outcomes Study: 



10SLEEP, Vol. XX, No. X, 2017 Sleep During Pregnancy nuMoM2b Substudy—Reid et al.

monitoring mothers-to-be (nuMoM2b). Am J Obstet Gynecol. 2015; 
212(4): 539.e1–539.e24.

30.	 McLaughlin Crabtree V, Williams NA. Normal sleep in children 
and adolescents. Child Adolesc Psychiatr Clin N Am. 2009; 18(4): 
799–811.

31.	 Watson NF, Badr MS, Belenky G, et al. Recommended Amount of Sleep 
for a Healthy Adult: A Joint Consensus Statement of the American 
Academy of Sleep Medicine and Sleep Research Society. Sleep. 2015; 
38(6): 843–844.

32.	 Hirshkowitz M, Whiton K, Alber SM, et al. National Sleep Foundation’s 
sleep time duration recommendations: methodology and results sum-
mary. Sleep Health. 2015;1:40–43.

33.	 Akerstedt T, Hume K, Minors D, Waterhouse J. The subjective meaning 
of good sleep, an intraindividual approach using the Karolinska Sleep 
Diary. Percept Mot Skills. 1994; 79(1 Pt 1): 287–296.

34.	 Meltzer LJ, Westin AM. A comparison of actigraphy scoring rules used 
in pediatric research. Sleep Med. 2011; 12(8): 793–796.

35.	 Walker AJ, Johnson KP, Miaskowski C, Gedaly-Duff V. Nocturnal sleep-
wake parameters of adolescents at home following cancer chemotherapy. 
Biol Res Nurs. 2012; 14(3): 236–241.

36.	 Kripke DF, Hahn EK, Grizas AP, et al. Wrist actigraphic scoring for 
sleep laboratory patients: algorithm development. J Sleep Res. 2010; 
19(4): 612–619.

37.	 Boyne K, Sherry DD, Gallagher PR, Olsen M, Brooks LJ. Accuracy of 
computer algorithms and the human eye in scoring actigraphy. Sleep 
Breath. 2013; 17(1): 411–417.

38.	 Facco FL, Grobman WA, Kramer J, Ho KH, Zee PC. Self-reported short 
sleep duration and frequent snoring in pregnancy: impact on glucose 
metabolism. Am J Obstet Gynecol. 2010; 203(2): 142.e1–142.e5.

39.	 Kurina LM, Knutson KL, Hawkley LC, Cacioppo JT, Lauderdale DS, 
Ober C. Loneliness is associated with sleep fragmentation in a commu-
nal society. Sleep. 2011; 34(11): 1519–1526.

40.	 Patel SR, Weng J, Rueschman M, et al. Reproducibility of a 
Standardized Actigraphy Scoring Algorithm for Sleep in a US Hispanic/
Latino Population. Sleep. 2015; 38(9): 1497–1503.

41.	 Baron KG, Reid KJ, Malkani RG, Kang J, Zee PC. Sleep Variability 
Among Older Adults With Insomnia: Associations With Sleep Quality 
and Cardiometabolic Disease Risk. Behavioral sleep medicine 
2016:1–14.

42.	 Okun ML, Reynolds CF 3rd, Buysse DJ, et al. Sleep variability, health-re-
lated practices, and inflammatory markers in a community dwelling 
sample of older adults. Psychosom Med. 2011; 73(2): 142–150.

43.	 ACOG technical bulletin. Diabetes and pregnancy. Committee on 
Technical Bulletins of the American College of Obstetricians and 
Gynecologists. Int J Gynaecol Obstet 1995; 48: 331–339.

44.	 ACOG technical bulletin. Hypertension in pregnancy. Committee 
on Technical Bulletins of the American College of Obstetricians and 
Gynecologists. Int J Gynaecol Obstet 1996;53:175–183.

45.	 Al Lawati NM, Patel SR, Ayas NT. Epidemiology, risk factors, and 
consequences of obstructive sleep apnea and short sleep duration. Prog 
Cardiovasc Dis. 2009; 51(4): 285–293.

46.	 Knutson KL, Spiegel K, Penev P, Van Cauter E. The metabolic conse-
quences of sleep deprivation. Sleep Med Rev. 2007; 11(3): 163–178.

47.	 Agresti A. Categorical Data Analysis. Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley; 2002.
48.	 Williams MA, Miller RS, Qiu C, Cripe SM, Gelaye B, Enquobahrie D. 

Associations of early pregnancy sleep duration with trimester-specific 
blood pressures and hypertensive disorders in pregnancy. Sleep. 2010; 
33(10): 1363–1371.

49.	 Tasali E, Leproult R, Ehrmann DA, Van Cauter E. Slow-wave 
sleep and the risk of type 2 diabetes in humans. Proceedings of 
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 
2008;105:1044–1049.

50.	 Knutson KL, Van Cauter E, Zee P, Liu K, Lauderdale DS. Cross-
sectional associations between measures of sleep and markers of glucose 
metabolism among subjects with and without diabetes: the Coronary 
Artery Risk Development in Young Adults (CARDIA) Sleep Study. 
Diabetes Care. 2011; 34(5): 1171–1176.

51.	 Roenneberg T, Kuehnle T, Juda M, et al. Epidemiology of the human 
circadian clock. Sleep Med Rev. 2007; 11(6): 429–438.

52.	 Grandner MA, Williams NJ, Knutson KL, Roberts D, Jean-Louis G. 
Sleep disparity, race/ethnicity, and socioeconomic position. Sleep Med. 
2015; 18: 7–18.

53.	 Chen X, Wang R, Zee P, et al. Racial/Ethnic Differences in Sleep 
Disturbances: The Multi-Ethnic Study of Atherosclerosis (MESA). 
Sleep. 2015; 38(6): 877–888.

54.	 Lauderdale DS, Knutson KL, Yan LL, et al. Objectively measured sleep 
characteristics among early-middle-aged adults: the CARDIA study. Am 
J Epidemiol. 2006; 164(1): 5–16.

55.	 Schaaf JM, Liem SM, Mol BW, Abu-Hanna A, Ravelli AC. Ethnic and 
racial disparities in the risk of preterm birth: a systematic review and 
meta-analysis. Am J Perinatol. 2013; 30(6): 433–450.

56.	 Ghosh G, Grewal J, Männistö T, et al. Racial/ethnic differences in preg-
nancy-related hypertensive disease in nulliparous women. Ethn Dis. 
2014; 24(3): 283–289.

57.	 Facco FL, Parker CB, Reddy UM, et al. Association Between Sleep-
Disordered Breathing and Hypertensive Disorders of Pregnancy and 
Gestational Diabetes Mellitus. Obstet Gynecol. 2017; 129(1): 31–41.

58.	 Ancoli-Israel S, Cole R, Alessi C, Chambers M, Moorcroft W, Pollak 
CP. The role of actigraphy in the study of sleep and circadian rhythms. 
Sleep. 2003; 26(3): 342–392.

59.	 Hawfield A, Freedman BI. Pre-eclampsia: the pivotal role of the pla-
centa in its pathophysiology and markers for early detection. Ther Adv 
Cardiovasc Dis. 2009; 3(1): 65–73.

60.	 Roberts JM, Gammill HS. Preeclampsia: recent insights. Hypertension. 
2005; 46(6): 1243–1249.

DISCLOSURE OF THE PRESENCE OR ABSENCE OF FINANCIAL 
SUPPORT
This work was supported by a National Heart Lung, Blood Institute grant 
R01HL105549, Eunice Kennedy Shriver National Institute of Child Health 
and Human Development (NICHD): U10 HD063036, RTI International; U10 
HD063072, Case Western Reserve University; U10 HD063047, Columbia 
University; U10 HD063037, Indiana University; U10 HD063041, University 
of Pittsburgh; U10 HD063020, Northwestern University; U10 HD063046, 
University of California Irvine; U10 HD063048, University of Pennsylvania; 
and U10 HD063053, University of Utah.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
National Heart Lung and Blood Institute-Aaron Laposky, PhD; Eunice 
Kennedy Shriver National Institute of Child Health and Human Development -  
Uma M. Reddy, MD, MPH, Marian Willinger, PhD, Maurice Davis, DHA, 
MPA, MHSA; Case Western Reserve University / Ohio State University - 
Brian M. Mercer, MD, Jay Iams, MD, Wendy Dalton, RN, Cheryl Latimer, 
RN, LuAnn Polito, RN, JD, Judette M. Louis, MD; Columbia University / 
Christiana Care - Ronald Wapner, MD, Matthew K. Hoffman, MD, MPH,, 
Karin Fuchs, MD, Caroline Torres, MD, Stephanie Lynch, RN, BSN, CCRC, 
Ameneh Onativia, MD, Michelle DiVito, MSN, CCRC. Chia-Ling, Nhan-
Chang, MD, Robert C. Basner, MD; Indiana University - David M. Haas, 
MD, MS, Tatiana Foroud, PhD, Emily Perkins, BS, MA, CCRP, Shannon 
Barnes, RN, MSN, Alicia Winters, BS, Catherine L. McCormick, RN, 
Frank P. Schubert, MD, MS; University of Pittsburgh - Hyagriv N. Simhan, 
MD, MSCR, Steve N. Caritis, MD, Melissa Bickus, RN, BS, Paul D. Speer, 
MD, Stephen P. Emery, MD, Ashi R. Daftary, MD, Francesca L. Facco, 
MD; Northwestern University - William A. Grobman, MD, MBA, Alan 
M. Peaceman, MD, Phyllis C. Zee, MD, PhD, Peggy Campbell, RN, BSN, 
CCRC, Jessica S. Shepard, MPH, Crystal N. Williams, BA; University of 
California at Irvine - Deborah A. Wing, MD, MBA, Pathikd D. Wadhwa, 
MD, PhD, Michael P. Nageotte, MD, Judith H. Chung, MD, PhD, Pamela 
J. Rumney, RNC, CCRC, Manuel Porto, MD, Valerie Pham, RDMS; University 
of Pennsylvania - Samuel Parry, MD, Jack Ludmir, MD, Michal Elovitz, 
MD, Mary Peters, BA, MPH, Brittany Araujo,BS, Grace Pien, MD, MSCE; 
University of Utah - Robert M. Silver, M.D., M. Sean Esplin, MD, Kelly 
Vorwaller, RN, Julie Postma, RN, Valerie Morby, RN, Melanie Williams, RN, 
Linda Meadows, RN; RTI International - Corette B. Parker, DrPH, Matthew 
A. Koch, MD, PhD, Deborah W. McFadden, MBA, Barbara V. Alexander, 
MSPH, Venkat Yetukuri, MS, Shannon Hunter, MS, Tommy E. Holder, Jr, 



11SLEEP, Vol. XX, No. X, 2017 Sleep During Pregnancy nuMoM2b Substudy—Reid et al.

BS, Holly L. Franklin, MPH, Martha J. DeCain, BS, Christopher Griggs, BS; 
University of Texas Medical Branch at Galveston - George R. Saade, MD.

SUBMISSION & CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION
Submitted for publication February, 2017. This manuscript was initially  
submitted in July 2016
The first revision was submitted December 2016
The second revision was submitted February 2017
Acceptance for publication was February 2017
Submitted in final revised form February 20, 2017
Accepted for publication March, 2017
Address correspondence to: Kathryn J. Reid, PhD, Northwestern University, 
Feinberg School of Medicine, Center for Circadian and Sleep Medicine 710 
North Lakeshore Drive Room 522 Chicago, IL 60611, USA. Telephone: 312 
503 1528; Email: k-reid@northwestern.edu

INSTITUTION AT WHICH WORK PERFORMED
Northwestern University

DISCLOSURE OF ANY OFF-LABEL OR INVESTIGATIONAL USE
Not applicable.

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST
Basner, Wing, Facco, Grobman, Reid, Parker, Hunter, Iams, Herbas, Saade, 
Pien, Manchanda, Haas, Chung, Silver, Louis, Nhan-Chang, Simhan, and 
Parry have nothing to report. Zee reports receiving grant support from Jazz 
and Technogel and is a consultant for Merck, Eisai, Philips, and Teva none 
of these activities are related to this manuscript. Also see COI forms for 
authors.

mailto:k-reid@northwestern.edu?subject=

