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Abstract 
Objectives: To examine pre-pregnancy obesity and gestational weight gain as predictors for ad- 
verse pregnancy outcomes in a predominantly non-white obstetric resident clinic population. 
Methods: Prenatal charts for patients with pre-pregnancy obesity cared for at our resident clinic 
from January 1, 2008 through December 31, 2010 were reviewed. Adverse maternal outcomes 
were grouped into a “Composite Morbidity Index” (CMI-M) and included gestational diabetes, ges- 
tational hypertension, preeclampsia, superimposed preeclampsia, dystocia, operative delivery, 
Cesarean section for arrest disorders, wound infection and disruption, and thromboembolic 
events. Fetal events, similarly categorized into a composite adverse fetal index (CMI-F), included 
macrosomia, Apgar at 5 minutes (≤3), NICU admission, congenital anomalies and intrauterine fetal 
demise. Results: 627 women with a singleton pregnancy and a pre-pregnancy body mass index 
(BMI) of 30 and greater were included in the analysis. As measured by the composite morbidity 
index, women with Class III obesity at their first prenatal visit were more likely to have at least 
one or more maternal and fetal complications compared to women with Class II or Class I obesity. 
For adverse maternal outcomes (CMI-M), 40.2%, 33.8%, and 27.4% of women within each respec- 
tive obesity class experienced an adverse event (p = 0.027). Applying the CMI-F, fetal complica- 
tions were observed in 28.2%, 18%, and 13.9% of Class III, II, and I obesity (p = 0.003). Total ges- 
tational weight gain per week was significantly greater for patients with one or more maternal 
complications (p = 0.045). Conclusion: Among an obese, resident clinic population comprised 
primarily of women of ethnic minorities, pre-pregnancy body mass index was the strongest indi-
cator for adverse maternal and fetal outcomes. 
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1. Introduction 
Domestic and worldwide, obesity is a public health issue that continues to be a complex, growing dilemma. Ac- 
cording to recent NHANES data, approximately 68.8% of the US population is overweight or obese, with 35.7% 
having a body mass index (BMI) of at least 30. Among adult women of reproductive age 20 and greater, 64.5% 
are overweight or obese [1]. As obesity affects most every aspect of the population, more women of reproduc- 
tive age are beginning their prenatal care obese. The antepartum, intrapartum, and postpartum complications of 
obesity are broad and well-delineated. In the antepartum period, obesity greatly increases the likelihood for the 
development of gestational diabetes [2]-[4] (OR 7.7 - 11) [5] and hypertensive disorders (OR 3 - 4.4) [5], as is 
demonstrable in a dose-response relationship. Obese parturients are more likely to have obstructive sleep apnea, 
which is associated with preeclampsia (OR 3.55) [6], a heighted risk for cesarean delivery (OR 8.1), and indi- 
cated preterm birth (OR 2.6) [7]. 

Obese patients are at increased risk of having offspring with congenital anomalies, and nearly two fold as 
likely to have an intrauterine fetal demise [8]-[11]. In addition to adverse antepartum and fetal events, obese 
women are at heightened risk for intrapartum complications such as dysfunctional labor, macrosomia, dystocia, 
operative delivery, and Cesarean section [12] [13].These women are more likely to develop postoperative infec- 
tions (OR 1.6) [12] and thromboembolic complications (OR 1.93) [12]. 

In a large cohort of healthy women followed for a median of 4.5 years after childbirth, pre-pregnant obesity 
was strongly associated with the development of myocardial infarction or stroke [HR 2.63 (95% CI, 1.41 - 4.91) 
and HR 1.89 (95% CI, 1.25 - 2.84)], respectively, compared to normal weight women [14]. Increasing evidence 
suggests that children born to obese mothers are themselves at increased risk for developing obesity, metabolic 
syndrome, and diabetes later in life [15] [16]. 

In conjunction with pre-pregnancy, obesity is the compelling issue of gestational weight gain. Women who 
gain excessive weight during pregnancy are at heightened risk for adverse events. Hedderson et al. demonstrated 
that compared with a weight gain of <0.60 lb/wk, a rate of weight gain of 0.60 - 0.88 lb/wk was associated with 
an odds ratio of 1.43 for gestational diabetes [3]. When the rate of weight gain was 0.89 lb/wk or more, this in- 
creased to an odds ratio of 1.74 [3]. 

Our resident patient population consists primarily of women from minority ethnic groups many of whom are 
overweight or obese prior to conception. This study aims to examine the associations between pre-pregnancy 
body mass index, gestational weight gain, and the subsequent development of maternal and fetal adverse events 
in an obese resident clinic population. We anticipate that our findings will parallel what has been described in 
the literature. We are interested in more closely examining adverse health events in a predominantly non-white, 
pre-pregnant obese population, and comparing outcomes within varying classes of obesity. 

2. Material and Methods 
The OB/GYN Treatment Center at our institution is an independent resident clinic, where the patients are cared 
for by obstetrics and gynecology residents under supervision from faculty. A retrospective chart review of pa- 
tients was performed with IRB approval. We approached the billing department at the clinic and all patients who 
had a prenatal visit from January 1, 2008 through December 31, 2010 were identified through ICD-9 codes. Each 
patient’s electronic medical record was reviewed, which involved scanned prenatal records, hospital progress notes, 
and delivery records. Paper charts were reviewed if electronic medical records were found to be incomplete. BMI 
was calculated from self-reported pre-pregnancy weight and height, or earliest recorded weight. Among patients 
with a greater than 5lb discordance between self-reported pre-pregnancy weight and documented weight at first 
prenatal visit, the first prenatal weight was used if the patient presented to care prior to 12 weeks of gestation. Pa-
tients were included in the analysis if they had a pre-pregnancy or earliest recorded BMI of 30 or greater and a 
singleton gestation. Patients were excluded if they had a pre-pregnancy BMI less than 30, multiple gestations, an 
elective abortion or miscarriage, or were lost to follow up and/or did not deliver at our institution. Patients who 
filled inclusion criteria but had two or more deliveries during the time frame were also analyzed. Charts from 2981 
patients were reviewed. 572 patients who fulfilled criteria had one delivery during the time frame. 55 patients ful- 
filled criteria and had 2 or more deliveries during the time frame and their first delivery was used for analysis. 

3. Weight Variables 
BMI at delivery was calculated using height and documented weight at hospital admission. As patients pre- 
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sented at various gestational ages for their first prenatal visit, the total number of prenatal visits was collected, 
and the gestational weight gain (GWG) in pounds per week was calculated to standardize this variable. For the 
purpose of analysis, the patients were divided into 3 classes of obesity: Class I (BMI 30-34.9), Class II (BMI 35 - 
39.9), and Class III (BMI 40 and greater). 

4. Composite Morbidity Index 
Information on adverse maternal and fetal events was collected: gestational diabetes, gestational hypertension, 
preeclampsia, superimposed preeclampsia, dystocia, operative delivery, macrosomia (defined as weight > 4000 
g), Cesarean section for arrest disorders, wound infection, wound disruption, thromboembolic events, Apgar at 5 
minutes, NICU admission, congenital anomalies, and intrauterine fetal demise (IUFD). 

The adverse maternal and fetal events were grouped into a Composite Morbidity Index (CMI) for maternal 
events (CMI-M) and for fetal events (CMI-F). Maternal events included gestational diabetes, gestational hyper- 
tension, preeclampsia, superimposed preeclampsia, dystocia, operative delivery, Cesarean section for arrest dis- 
orders, wound infection, wound disruption, and thromboembolic events. Fetal events included macrosomia, 
Apgar at 5 minutes (≤3), NICU admission, congenital anomalies and IUFD. CMI-F could not be calculated for 
38 subjects (6%) due to missing data. An analysis was performed to evaluate the risk for each composite index 
for each class of obesity. Patients were characterized as having an adverse event if they had at least one compli- 
cation per index category. Patients who maintained or lost weight during their pregnancy were also evaluated. 
After the analysis, the variable of macrosomia was removed from the composite morbidity index, as there were 
no patients who had an infant with a weight of greater than 4000 g. 

5. Demographic Variables 
Information was collected on pre-existing diabetes and chronic hypertension. Patients were classified as pre- 
gestational diabetics if they had documented Type I or Type II diabetes (DM) prior to pregnancy, or if they were 
diagnosed with diabetes in pregnancy prior to 24 weeks of gestational age. Patients were identified as having 
chronic hypertension (HTN) if they had hypertension (systolic blood pressures of 140 mm Hg or greater, dias- 
tolic blood pressures of 90 mm Hg or greater, or both) before pregnancy, prior to 20 weeks, or required antihyperten-
sive medication prior to pregnancy. Demographic information was collected on ethnicity, gravity, parity, and age. 

6. Statistical Analysis 
Data analysis was performed using SPSS 18® for Windows (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL) statistical software. Analy- 
sis was performed using Chi-square for group comparison with dichotomous data, t-tests and analysis of va- 
riance (ANOVA) for group comparison (obesity class and ethnicity) of continuous data. Pearson’s correlation 
coefficient was used to determine the association between total GWG and the number of complications for each 
index. Logistic regression analysis was performed for univariate and multivariate models to examine the associa- 
tion between CMI-M and CMI-F as the dependent variables and obesity class at first PNV, weekly GWG, the 
total number of prenatal visits (PNV), maternal age, parity, as well as pre-gestation variables of diabetes and 
hypertension as predictor variables. Statistical significance was determined at p ≤ 0.05 for all analyses. 

7. Results 
7.1. Demographic Characteristics 
Table 1 displays the demographic characteristics of the sample. Frequencies and percentages for each complica- 
tion are displayed in Table 2. The mean number of complications for the total sample was 0.82 (SD = 1.09) with 
0.38 (SD = 0.62) mean number of maternal complications and 0.20 (SD = 0.46) mean number of fetal complica-
tions. The most frequently reported maternal complication was gestational DM (10.5%) and the most frequently 
reported fetal complication was NICU admission (15.9%) (Table 2). 

7.2. Weight Changes and Morbidity Index 
Weekly weight gain (in pounds) did not differ by obesity class (p = 0.276), but BMI at delivery did differ be- 
tween the three groups (p < 0.001). Subjects in Class III obesity at first PNV were more likely than subjects in- 
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics.                                                                       

Demographics Total Sample 
Ethnicity  
Caucasian 85 (13.6%) 

African American 74 (11.8%) 
Hispanic 435 (69.4%) 

Other/Unknown 33 (5.2%) 
Number of deliveries in time frame of interest  

Single 572 (91.2%) 
Multiple 55 (8.8%) 

Age [mean (SD)] 29.14 (6.15) 
Weekly GWG (lbs) [mean (SD)] 1.81 (2.53) 
BMI at first PNV [mean (SD)] 36.15 (5.93) 
BMI at delivery [mean (SD)] 39.45 (6.55) 

BMI at first PNV  
Class I 339 (54.1%) 
Class II 160 (25.5%) 
Class III 122 (19.5%) 

Unknown 6 (1.0%) 
BMI at delivery  

<30 6 (1.0%) 
Class I 150 (23.9%) 
Class II 237 (37.8%) 
Class III 224 (35.7%) 

Unknown 10 (1.6%) 
Parity  

Nulliparous 116 (18.5%) 
Multiparous 456 (72.7%) 

 
Table 2. Morbidity index.                                                                                 

Composite morbidity index-maternal Total sample 
No complications 429 (68.4%) 

Has 1 or more complications 198 (31.6%) 
Number of complications [mean (SD)] 0.38 (0.62) 

Variables in the CMI-Maternal  
Gestational DM 66 (10.5%) 
Gestational HTN 19 (3.0%) 

Preeclampsia 30 (4.8%) 
Superimposed preeclampsia 23 (3.7%) 

Dystocia 17 (2.7%) 
Operative delivery 4 (0.6%) 

Cesarean section for arrest disorders 60 (9.6%) 
Wound infection 11 (1.8%) 

Wound disruption 5 (0.8%) 
Thromboembolic events 3 (0.5%) 

Composite Morbidity Index-Fetal Total Sample* 
No complications 484 (77.2%) 

Has 1 or more complications 105 (16.7%) 
number of complications [mean (SD)] 0.20 (0.46) 

Variables in the CMI-Fetal  
NICU admission 100 (15.9%) 

Apgar at 5 minutes (≤3) 4 (0.7%) 
Congenital anomalies 20 (3.2%) 

Intrauterine fetal demise 3 (0.5%) 
*CMI-F could not be calculated for 38 subjects (6.1%) due to missing data. 
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Class II or Class I obesity to have one or more complications as measured by the CMI-M and CMI-F: 40.2%, 
33.8%, and 27.4% respectively for CMI-M (p = 0.027) and 28.2%, 18%, and 13.9% respectively for CMI-F (p = 
0.003) (Table 3). Additionally, the mean number of complications for maternal and fetal was highest in Class III 
(CMI-M: x = 0.50, SD = 0.70; CMI-F: x = 0.35, SD = 0.64) and Class II was higher (CMI-M: x = 0.43, SD = 
0.67; CMI-F: x = 0.19, SD = 0.41) than Class I (CMI-M: x = 0.32, SD = 0.55; CMI-F: x = 0.15, SD = 0.39) 
(CMI-M p = 0.010; CMI-F p < 0.001). The total GWG per week was higher for subjects with one or more com- 
plications on the CMI-M (p = 0.045) but not for the CMI-F (p = 0.772) in comparison to subjects with no com- 
plications (Figure 1). 

Fifty-five subjects (8.8%) in the sample did not gain weight during their pregnancy with six subjects main- 
taining their exact weight and forty-nine subjects losing weight. The average weight loss was 0.95 pounds (SD = 
1.43). Of the subjects who lost weight, there were no statistically significant differences in the CMI-F and 
CMI-M (p = 0.105 and 0.400). In the CMI-F group, 75.5% had no fetal complications and 24.5% had one or 
more fetal complications. In the CMI-M group, 72.7% had no maternal complications and 23.7% had one or 
more maternal complications (data not shown). 

7.3. Multivariate Analysis of CMI Predictors 
BMI at first PNV, weekly GWG, the total number of PNV, maternal age, parity, pre-gestation DM and pre-ges- 
tation HTN were evaluated as predictors of complications as measured by the CMI-M (Table 4) and CMI-F 
(Table 5). By univariate analysis, BMI at first PNV, pre-gestation HTN, weekly GWG, the total number of PNV 
and parity were associated with having one or more complications on the CMI-M (p-values range from <0.001 
to p = 0.038). When all significant univariate predictors were entered into the multivariate model, only parity 
remained as a statistically significant predictor of maternal complications (OR = 0.39, CI = 0.25 - 0.61, p < 
0.001). 

Three predictors were associated with the fetal index by univariate analysis. BMI at first PNV, pre-gestation 
DM and the total number of PNV were associated with having one or more complications on the CMI-F (p- 
values range from 0.001 to 0.011). All three predictors remained statistically significant in the multivariate 
analysis, with total number of prenatal visits appearing to have a protective effect [BMI at first PNV (OR = 1.05, 
CI = 1.01 – 1.09, p = 0.005); pre-gestation DM (OR = 2.41, CI = 1.37 – 4.26, p = 0.002); total number of PNV 
(OR = 0.88, CI = 0.82 – 0.95, p = 0.001)]. 

7.4. Ethnicity 
Table 6 examines weight variables and CMI by ethnicity. Mean BMI at delivery was highest for African Ameri- 
can subjects (x = 42.71, SD = 7.53) although the difference was only statistically significant in comparison to 
Hispanic subjects (p < 0.001). Caucasian (x = 40.50, SD = 7.14) and Hispanic (x = 38.81, SD = 6.08) subjects’ 
BMI at delivery did not differ statistically. Similarly, African American subjects had the highest mean number 
of complications on the CMI-M (x = 0.43, SD = 0.69) and CMI-F (x = 0.36, SD = 0.60) but the difference was 
only statistically significant in comparison to Caucasian (x = 0.20, SD = 0.43) and Hispanic subjects (x = 0.17, 
SD = 0.43) for the CMI-F. 

8. Discussion 
Among our clinic resident population of obese patients, pre-pregnancy BMI was the greatest indicator of ad- 
verse outcomes. Compared to Class I obese patients, Class II and Class III obese patients were more likely to 
have complications, and the likelihood of complications was directly correlated with increasing pre-pregnancy 
BMI. Total GWG per week was higher for subjects with one or more complications on the CMI-M (p = 0.045) 
but not for the CMI-F (p = 0.772) in comparison to subjects with no complications. 

The most frequently reported maternal adverse events were gestational DM (10.5%) and Cesarean section for 
arrest disorders (9.6%). The most frequently reported fetal complication was NICU admission (15.9%). After 
controlling for preexisting maternal medical disease, in the multivariate analysis, earliest recorded BMI was still 
significantly associated with adverse fetal outcomes. These findings are consistent with the literature which de- 
monstrates that pre-pregnancy obesity is a more powerful marker for adverse outcomes. 
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Table 3. Weight variables and composite morbidity index by obesity class.                                        

 Class I obesity Class II obesity Class III obesity p-Value 
Weekly GWG (lbs) [mean (SD)] 1.98 (2.45) 1.68 (2.51) 1.60 (2.75) 0.276 

BMI at delivery [mean (SD)] 35.91 (4.48) 40.05 (3.28) 48.46 (5.72) 0.000 
Composite morbidity index-maternal     

No complications 246 (72.6%) 106 (66.3%) 73 (17.2%) 
0.027 

Has 1 or more complications 93 (27.4%) 54 (33.8%) 49 (40.2%) 
Number of complications [mean (SD)] 0.32 (0.55) 0.43 (0.67) 0.50 (0.70) 0.010 

Composite morbidity index-fetal     
No complications 278 (86.1%) 123 (82.0%) 79 (71.8%) 

0.003 
Has 1 or more complications 45 (13.9%) 27 (18.0%) 31 (28.2%) 

Number of complications [mean (SD)] 0.15 (0.39) 0.19 (0.41) 0.35 (0.64) 0.000 

 
Table 4. Univariate and multivariate predictors of composite morbidity index—Maternal.                             

 Univariate Multivariate 
 Odds ratio p-Value Odds ratio 95% CI p-Value 

BMI at first PNV 1.03 0.038 1.02 0.99 - 1.06 0.165 

Pre-gestation DM 0.88 0.571 - - - 

Pre-gestation hypertension 1.77 0.006 1.52 0.94 - 2.44 0.086 
Weekly GWG (lbs) 1.07 0.034 1.06 0.99 - 1.14 0.107 

Total PNV 1.07 0.013 1.06 0.99 - 1.12 0.094 

Maternal age 1.00 0.913 - - - 

Parity 0.36 0.000 0.39 0.25 - 0.61 0.000 

 
Table 5. Univariate and multivariate predictors of composite morbidity index—Fetal.                                

 Univariate Multivariate 
 Odds ratio p-Value Odds ratio 95% CI p-Value 

BMI at first PNV 1.06 0.001 1.05 1.01 - 1.09 0.005 
Pre-gestation DM 1.95 0.011 2.41 1.37 - 4.26 0.002 

Pre-gestation hypertension 1.35 0.240 - - - 
Weekly GWG (lbs) 0.99 0.772 - - - 

Total PNV 0.90 0.006 0.88 0.82 - 0.95 0.001 
Maternal age 1.01 0.453 - - - 

Parity 0.68 0.151 - - - 

 
In the multivariate analysis for maternal outcomes, only parity remained statistically significant for adverse 

maternal outcomes. This may be an effect of the particular components of the maternal composite morbidity in- 
dex. For example, the variables of gestational diabetes and gestational hypertension would not apply to patients 
with preexisting diabetes and hypertension. Though these women may be more likely to develop superimposed 
preeclampsia, the numbers may have been too small. In addition, the study only examined one delivery among 
patients in the specified time frame. Among the small group of women who had more than one delivery during 
the time frame (n = 55), only the first delivery was used for analysis. It is possible that multiparous women were 
more likely to be heavier with each subsequent pregnancy, and therefore more likely to have poor outcomes. 
Parity may have been a marker for increased weight gain for women. 

Our study evaluated women who were predominantly of a minority ethnic group. Nearly 70% of our sample 
size included women who self-identified as Hispanic. 59.3% of Hispanic women were Class I obese at their first 
PNV, compared to 35.1% of African-American, and 42.9% of Caucasian. 16% of Hispanic women, over one- 
third (36.5%) of African-American women, and 27.4% of Caucasian women had a BMI of 40 or greater at their 
first prenatal visit. 
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Table 6. Weight variables and composite morbidity index by ethnicity.                                           

 Caucasian African American Hispanic p-Value 
Weekly GWG [mean (SD)] 2.07 (2.74) 2.03 (2.93) 1.75 (2.45) 0.491 

BMI at delivery [mean (SD)] 40.50 (7.14) 42.71 (7.53) 38.81 (6.08) 0.000 
CMI—Maternal     

No complications 56 (65.9%) 46 (62.2%) 304 (69.9%) 
0.364 

Has 1 or more complications 29 (34.1%) 28 (37.8%) 131 (30.1%) 
Number of complications [mean (SD)] 0.35 (0.50) 0.43 (0.69) 0.37 (0.62) 0.377 

CMI—Fetal     
No complications 65 (81.3%) 47 (69.1%) 346 (84.6%) 

0.008 
Has 1 or more complications 15 (18.7%) 21 (30.9%) 63 (15.4%) 

Number of complications [mean (SD)] 0.20 (0.43) 0.36 (0.60) 0.17 (0.43) 0.005 
BMI at first PNV     

Class I obesity 36 (42.9%) 26 (35.1%) 255 (59.3%) 
0.000 Class II obesity 25 (29.8%) 21 (28.4%) 106 (24.7%) 

Class III obesity 23 (27.4%) 27 (36.5%) 69 (16.0%) 

 

 
Figure 1. Total GWG per week (in pounds) for subjects with and without complications as 
measured by the CMI-M and CMI-F.                                                

 
The high rates of obesity are consistent with national data that demonstrate a greater incidence of overweight 

and obesity in minority populations. From 2009-2010, 36.3% of all US women age 20 and greater were obese. 
When stratified by ethnicity, 33.4% of white women, 58.6% of Non-Hispanic black, and 44.3% of Mexican 
American women were obese [1]. 18.3% of all women had a BMI of 35 - 39.9, and 8.2% of all women had a 
BMI of at least 40. Among Non-Hispanic black women, the percentages are notably increased, at 30.9% and 
18%, respectively [1].  

As the group with the highest BMI, 37.8% of African American women had one or more maternal complica- 
tion, and 30.9% of African American women had one or more fetal complication, the greatest prevalence of ad- 
verse outcomes of the three ethnic groups. Weekly gestational weight gain did not differ between the ethnic 
groups. 

Weaknesses of this study include the component of self reported pre-pregnancy weight, as well as the limita- 
tions inherent to a retrospective review. Though our patients were weighed at every prenatal visit, those who 
presented late to prenatal care may not have had an accurate recollection of pre-pregnancy weight. Strengths in- 
clude our study population, mostly women of Non-Caucasian ethnic groups. Our patients were predominately of 
minority ethnic groups (94.8%), with nearly 70% of Hispanic origin. Literature examining health-related associ- 
ations of Non-Caucasian populations tends to be sparse. 
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A small proportion of our patients maintained their weight or loss an average of 0.95 lb during their care. 
There was no significant difference in the maternal or fetal composite morbidity index. These numbers were 
small and the study was not designed specifically to examine weight maintenance or weight loss, and improved 
outcomes. This could be an area of further investigation, especially in ethnic minority populations. 

9. Conclusions 
Optimizing weight prior to conception appears to be crucial for improved pregnancy outcomes. The strongest 
and most consistent predictor for adverse pregnancy events was directly related to earliest recorded BMI. In 
clinical practice, it can be challenging to provide pre-conception nutrition and weight loss counseling as many 
patients do not establish medical care until they have achieved pregnancy. For women who do present for pre- 
ventive gynecologic care, providers have an opportunity to provide basic health maintenance education on nutri- 
tion, exercise, and smoking cessation. They also have the opportunity to inquire about plans for future pregnan- 
cy, and educate patients about optimizing pre-pregnancy weight. It may be beneficial to utilize additional re- 
sources and direct patients to weight loss programs and nutrition counseling as an integral part of routine health 
maintenance. In our specific population of minority ethnic women, many of these interventions may need to be 
tailored and implemented with a mindfulness of cultural differences. Nutrition counseling should involve health- 
ful options that are realistic choices within a patient’s dietary repertoire. Exercise, though an essential compo- 
nent to weight loss and health, can be challenging to implement and maintain. Many patients have multiple work 
and child-care responsibilities, financial barriers, and may lack safe space for outdoor exercise. Exploring realis- 
tic options for physical activity for patients appears to be a crucial component of health maintenance. 

For a predominantly non-white, resident clinic population, pre-pregnancy and earliest BMI was the greatest 
predictor of adverse pregnancy outcomes. Efforts need to be focused on helping these women achieve a healthy 
weight prior to conception, especially in minority populations with higher rates of pre-pregnant obesity. 
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