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Secular trends 
and age‑period‑cohort effect 
on adverse perinatal outcomes 
in Hubei, China (2011–2019)
Hui Li 1,7, Yuanmei Shi 2,7, Zahoor Ahmed 3, Abbas khan 4, Kang Xu 2, Xiaoping Yin 2, 
Nawsherwan 5,6* & Hong Zhang 2*

The increasing trend in the incidence of adverse perinatal outcomes is a public health concern globally 
as well as in China. However, the causes of the increasing trend are not well understood. The present 
tertiary‑hospital‑based retrospective study (2011–2019) aims to determine the secular trends and 
age‑period‑cohort effect on adverse perinatal outcomes in Hubei, China. The age‑standardized 
incidence rates of adverse perinatal outcomes significantly decreased such as preterm births by 22% 
[AAPC − 3.4% (95% CI − 7.8, − 1.2)], low birth weight (LBW) by 28.5% [AAPC − 4.7% (95% CI − 6.0, − 3.3)], 
and fetal distress by 64.2% [AAPC − 14.0% (95% CI − 17.8, − 10.0)] during 2011–2019. Both extremes 
of maternal age groups (18–20 years and 42–44 years) had a higher risk ratio for adverse perinatal 
outcomes including preterm birth, perinatal mortality, LBW, low ponderal index (LPI), low Apgar 
score, and congenital defect compared to the reference age group (30–32 years). A higher risk ratio 
for perinatal mortality, intrauterine growth restriction (IUGR), and fetal distress and a lower risk ratio 
for preterm births and LBW were observed in the period 2017–2019. Both the young cohort (1997–
1999) and the old cohort (1976–1969) had a higher risk ratio for preterm birth, perinatal mortality, 
macrosomia, and congenital defect compared to the reference cohort (1982–1984). In conclusion, 
some of the adverse perinatal outcomes incidence significantly decreased in the last 9 years in Hubei. 
However, extremes of maternal age groups and both young and old cohorts were associated with a 
higher risk of preterm birth, perinatal mortality, and congenital defect.

Adverse perinatal outcomes are the unfavorable results of pregnancy that include perinatal mortality, preterm 
births, and babies with low birth weight (LBW)1. These adverse perinatal outcomes are the most common preg-
nancy outcomes in developing counties and have a significant impact on infants, families, and  communities2.

Globally, perinatal mortality (0–28 days) contributing 43% in under-five years of deaths each year and pre-
term birth rates increased from 9.8% in 2000 to 10.6% in 2014. However, LBW declined from 17.5% in 2000 to 
14.6% in 2015. The trends and incidence rates of adverse perinatal outcomes vary in different  countries3–5. The 
increasing trend of preterm births  rate6–8 and decreasing trend of perinatal mortality and LBW rate have been 
observed in different regions and provinces of  China9–12.

Neonates with adverse perinatal outcomes are at higher risk for mortality and various short and long-term 
health consequences. Preterm babies are associated with an increased risk of early life death, and long-term 
health problems including mental retardation, cerebral palsy, visual and hearing impairments, and poor health 
and  growth13. LBW is associated with a higher risk of non-communicable diseases later in  life13. Adverse peri-
natal outcomes are mostly linked to maternal factors, the majority of which can be avoided with the right care 
during pregnancy, childbirth, and the postpartum  period14. China’s government health policies and economic 
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development have improved the quantity and quality of maternal, child, and newborn health care over the last 
two  decades15.

Several epidemiological studies have observed the trend in adverse perinatal outcomes in different regions of 
China. However, heterogeneity exists in the findings of their studies. Moreover, no or limited studies highlighted 
the secular trend and age-period-cohort effect on adverse perinatal outcomes in Hubei, China. Hubei province 
is a large economically and ethnically diversified province located in south-central China with approximately 
57 million  people8. The aim of this study was therefore to determine the secular trend and age-period-cohort 
effect on adverse perinatal outcomes in Hubei, China from 2011 to 2019.

Results
General maternal‑neonatal characteristics across different maternal age groups. Among 
the total pregnant women (N = 23,085), 49.2% (n = 11,354) were < 30  years of age and 50.8% (n = 11,731) 
were ≥ 30 years old. Compared to the reference age group (30–32 years), both extremes of maternal age groups 
(18–20 years) and (42–44 years) had a significantly higher incidence of hypertensive disorders of pregnancy 
(HDP), preterm birth, perinatal mortality, LBW, LPI, and low Apgar score (Table 1).

Secular trends of adverse perinatal outcomes from 2011 to 2019. Based on joinpoint regression 
analysis, age-standardized incidence rates of adverse perinatal outcomes significantly decreased such as pre-
term births by 22% [AAPC − 3.4% (95% CI − 7.8, − 1.2)], LBW by 28.5% [ AAPC − 4.7% (95% CI − 6.0, − 3.3)], 
and fetal distress by 64.2% [AAPC − 14.0% (95% CI − 17.8, − 10.0)] during 2011–2019. On the other hand, age-
standardized incidence rates of perinatal mortality non-significantly increased by 53.5% [AAPC 13.7% (95% 
CI − 32.7, 92.2)], IUGR by 160% [AAPC 12.0% (95% CI − 19.7, 56.4)], and macrosomia by 21.4% [AAPC 2.6% 
(95% CI − 10.0, 16.9) during the study period [Tables 2, 3, Figs. 1 and 2].

Table 1.  Distribution of maternal-neonatal traits across different maternal age groups (N = 23,085). HDP 
Hypertensive disorders of pregnancy, GDM Gestational diabetes mellitus, LBW Low birth weight, IUGR  
Intrauterine growth restriction, LPI Low ponderal index, low Apgar score (< 7). *Frequency and percentage of 
variables with only ‘Yes’ value presented. a Congenital defects (microtia, anotia, polydactyly, heart defects, limb 
reduction defects, cleft lip, cleft palate, hydrocephaly, and NTDs), p-values were calculated using chi-square 
test.

Maternal-
neonatal traits

Groups of maternal age

18-20yrs 
(n = 198) No. 
(%)

21-23yrs 
(n = 1009) No. 
(%)

24-26yrs 
(n = 3467) No. 
(%)

27-29yrs 
(n = 6680) No. 
(%)

30-32yrs 
(n = 5436) No. 
(%)

33-35yrs 
(n = 3226) No. 
(%)

36-38yrs 
(n = 1877) No. 
(%)

39-41yrs 
(n = 870) No. 
(%)

42-44yrs 
(n = 322) No. 
(%) p-value

Parity

Primiparous 
(≤ 1) 180 (90.9) 882 (87.4) 2964 (85.5) 5620 (84.1) 4072 (74.9) 2101 (65.1) 1090 (58.1) 448 (51.5) 157 (48.8)  < 0.001

Multiparous 
(> 1) 18 (9.1) 127 (12.6) 503 (14.5) 1060 (15.9) 1364 (25.1) 1125 (34.9) 787 (41.9) 422 (48.5) 165 (51.2)

C-section* 85 (42.9) 463 (45.9) 1735 (50.0) 3747 (56.1) 3418 (62.9) 2292 (71.0) 1372 (73.1) 661 (76.0) 246 (76.4)  < 0.001

Previous 
history of 
C-section*

14 (7.1) 49 (4.9) 267 (7.7) 662 (9.9) 914 (16.8) 796 (24.7) 563 (30.0) 252 (29.0) 77 (23.9)  < 0.001

HDP* 13(6.5) 61(6.1) 210(6.1) 351(5.2) 346(6.4) 267(8.2) 131(6.9) 101(11.6) 47(14.6)  < 0.001

Abnormal* 
placentation 5(2.5) 35(3.4) 120(3.4) 249(3.7) 229(4.2) 182(5.6) 102(5.4) 71(8.1) 25(7.7)  < 0.001

GDM* 5(2.5) 17(1.7) 144(4.2) 354(5.3) 389(7.2) 286(8.9) 220(11.7) 83(9.5) 40(12.4)  < 0.001

Perinatal outcomes

Preterm birth* 60(30.3) 274(27.2) 678(19.6) 1021(15.3) 907(16.7) 679(21.0) 439(23.4) 257(29.5) 115(35.7)  < 0.001

Perinatal* mor-
tality 12(6.1) 15(1.5) 55(1.6) 75(1.1) 58(1.1) 42(1.3) 40(2.1) 24(2.8) 12(3.7)  < 0.001

LBW* 53(26.8) 236(23.4) 560(16.2) 749(11.2) 668(12.3) 453(14.0) 311(16.6) 178(20.5) 75(23.3)  < 0.001

IUGR* 1(0.5) 8(0.8) 26(0.7) 54(0.8) 39(0.7) 19(0.6) 10(0.5) 7(0.8) 4(1.2) 0.8

LPI* 14(7.1) 67(6.6) 143 (4.1) 214(3.2) 210(3.9) 119(3.7) 79(4.2) 33(3.8) 19(5.9)  < 0.001

Low Apgar 
score* 23(11.6) 53(5.3) 133(3.8) 206(3.1) 155(2.9) 123(3.8) 80(4.3) 45(5.2) 26(8.1)  < 0.001

Fetal distress* 7(3.5) 23(2.3) 75(2.2) 151(2.3) 132(2.4) 67(2.1) 41(2.2) 17(2.0) 9(2.8) 0.8

Fetal* mac-
rosomia 2(1.0) 27(2.7) 153(4.4) 377(5.6) 338(6.2) 183(5.7) 109(5.8) 45(5.2) 18(5.6)  < 0.001

aCongenital 
defects* 6(3.0) 17(1.7) 47(1.4) 89(1.3) 52(1.0) 49(1.5) 19(1.0) 12(1.4) 7(2.2) 0.05

Neonatal gender

Male 107 (54.0) 545 (54.0) 1867 (53.9) 3489 (52.2) 2892 (53.2) 1792 (55.5) 1004 (53.5) 456 (52.4) 188 (58.4) 0.08

Female 91 (46.0) 464 (46.0) 1600 (46.1) 3191 (47.8) 2544 (46.8) 1434 (44.5) 873 (46.5) 414 (47.6) 134 (41.6)
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Table 2.  Trends of adverse perinatal outcomes (preterm births, perinatal mortality, LBW, IUGR, and LPI) 
using joinpoint regression analysis from 2011–2019. APC annual percentage change, APPC average annual 
percent change, CI confidence interval, LBW Low birth weight, IUGR  Intrauterine growth restriction, LPI Low 
ponderal index. *Significantly different from 0 at alpha = 0.05 (p < 0.05).

Variables and segments Year APC (95% CI)

Preterm births

Trend1 2011–2014  − 1.6 (− 27.8, 34.2)

Trend2 2014–2017 1.8 (− 45.3, 89.2)

Trend3 2017–2019  − 13.2 (− 53.3, 61.3)

AAPC (95% CI) 2011–2019  − 3.4 (− 7.8, − 1.2)*

Perinatal mortality

Trend1 2011–2013 35.9 (− 90.9,179.2 )

Trend2 2013–2016  − 39.5 (− 99.9, 662.9)

Trend3 2016–2019 89.8 (− 94.2, 689.3)

AAPC (95% CI) 2011–2019 13.7 (− 32.7, 92.2)

LBW

Trend1 2011–2014  − 1.2 (− 10.0, 8.5)

Trend2 2014–2017 1.7 (− 15.6, 22.6)

Trend3 2017–2019  − 18.0 (− 32.0, − 1.1)*

AAPC (95% CI) 2011–2019  − 4.7 (− 6.0, − 3.3)*

IUGR 

Trend1 2011–2013  − 12.3 (− 99.4, 123.9)

Trend2 2013–2017 32.0 (− 89.1, 151.9)

Trend3 2017–2019 3.2 (− 99.3,101.3 )

AAPC (95% CI) 2011–2019 12.0 (− 19.7, 56.4)

LPI

Trend1 2011–2013  − 33.4 (− 99.8, 54.8)

Trend2 2013–2017 22.6 (− 93.8, 234.8)

Trend3 2017–2019  − 48.3 (− 99.9, 30.9)

AAPC (95% CI) 2011–2019  − 15.2 (− 43.1, 26.4)

Table 3.  Trends of adverse perinatal outcomes (Low Apgar score, fetal distress, macrosomia, and congenital 
defects) using joinpoint regression analysis from 2011–2019. APC annual percentage change, APPC average 
annual percent change, CI confidence interval. *Significantly different from 0 at alpha = 0.05 (p < 0.05).

Variables and segments Year APC (95% CI)

Low Apgar score

Trend1 2011–2013 − 15.1 (− 94.7, 126.0)

Trend2 2013–2016 16.5 (− 92.7, 167.3)

Trend3 2016–2019 − 22.5 (− 80.6, 210.2)

AAPC (95% CI) 2011–2019 − 7.6 (− 25.0, 13.8)

Fetal distress

Trend1 2011–2014 − 51.4 (− 64.1, − 34.2)*

Trend2 2014–2017 28.8 (− 29.6, 135.8)

Trend3 2017–2019 10.5 (− 39.6, 102.2)

AAPC (95% CI) 2011–2019 − 14.0 (−17.8, −10.0)*

Macrosomia

Trend1 2011–2013 10.0 (− 84.5, 82.8)

Trend2 2013–2017 − 2.8 (− 63.6, 19.2)

Trend3 2017–2019 6.5 (− 85.0, 57.5)

AAPC (95% CI) 2011–2019 2.6 (− 10.0, 16.9)

Congenital defects

Trend1 2011–2013 4.9 (− 93.4, 57.7)

Trend2 2013–2017 − 6.8 (− 76.6, 70.5)

Trend3 2017–2019 − 19.0 (− 94.9, 80.4)

AAPC (95% CI) 2011–2019 − 7.3 (− 22.9, 11.5)
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Secular trends of HDP and abnormal placentation from 2011 to 2019. Age-standardized rates of 
HDP significantly increased by 2.7% [AAPC 2.5% (95% CI 1.1, 3.9)] and abnormal placentation by 21% [AAPC 
1.2% (95% CI 1.1, 2.1)] during the study period (Table S1 and Fig. S1).

Age‑period‑cohort effect. Age effect. After controlling for period and cohort effects, both extremes of 
maternal age groups had a higher risk ratio for adverse perinatal outcomes including preterm birth, perinatal 
mortality, LBW, LPI, low Apgar score, and congenital defect compared to the reference age group (Tables 4 and 
5).

Period effect. Compared to the reference period (2014–2016), a higher risk ratio for perinatal mortality, IUGR, 
and fetal distress and a lower risk ratio for preterm births and LBW was observed from 2017 to 2019 (Tables 4 
and 5).

Cohort effect. Compared to the reference cohort (1982–1984), both the young cohort (1997–1999) and the old 
cohort (1967–1969) had a higher risk ratio for preterm birth, perinatal mortality, macrosomia, and congenital 
defect (Tables 4 and 5).

Discussion
In the current tertiary hospital-based retrospective study (2011–2019), we showed secular trends in adverse 
perinatal outcomes and the age-period-cohort effect on adverse perinatal outcomes. Joinpoint regression analysis 
revealed that regardless of increasing secular trends of HDP and abnormal placentation (Table S1 and Fig. S1), 

Figure 1.  Trend of adverse of perinatal outcomes across different years of study (2011–2019).

Figure 2.  Trend of adverse perinatal outcomes across different years of study (2011–2019).
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age-standardized incidence rates of adverse perinatal outcomes significantly decreased such as preterm births, 
LBW, and fetal distress during the study period. Moreover, extremes of maternal age groups and both old and 
young cohorts were associated with a higher risk of adverse perinatal outcomes. A higher risk ratio for adverse 
perinatal outcomes was observed in the period 2017–2019.

Our findings indicated a significant declining trend in the age-standardized incidence rates of preterm births, 
LBW, and fetal distress from 2011 to 2019. In our study, the findings of decreasing trends in adverse perinatal 
outcomes are consistent with many previous  studies11,16–18. To speculate, it might relate to several reasons, for 
example, rapid development in socioeconomic status (SES), improvement in maternal nutrition and health 
knowledge, higher access to the health care system, and improvement in neonatal rescue  technology19.

An inverse relationship exists between maternal SES and adverse perinatal  outcomes20. Women of higher 
SES status were associated with a lower incidence of LBW in Shaanxi,  China21. Maternal SES strongly influences 
maternal  nutrition22. During pregnancy, a nutritious diet (which contains adequate nutrients) and proper energy 
intake in each trimester allow proper fetal growth and decrease the risk of adverse perinatal  outcomes23. An 
improved pregnancy outcome was found in women of optimum nutritional status in Chengdu,  China24.

Health sector initiatives and investment had a great impact on maternal-neonatal health outcomes in China. 
It enables higher access to health care services and improvement in neonatal rescue technology. The Chinese 
government has increased health expenditure per capita from US$ 53 in 1995 to US$ 480 in 2012 and achieved 
remarkable goals in the last two decades. They have improved health workforce recruitment and training, health 
information systems and surveillance, and health insurance, resulting in a comprehensive three-tier medical and 
health service network extending from province to township and village  level25.

Moreover, to better deliver and manage basic public health services, the Chinese government issued three 
editions of the National Basic Public Service Specifications in 2009, 2011, and 2017, respectively. These service 
packages of the program consist of health education, health management of children aged 0–6, and maternal 
health  care25. Therefore, the strengthening and improvement of the three-tier medical and health services network 
for pregnant women in China has proven to decline the trends of adverse perinatal  outcomes26.

Table 4.  Age-Period-Cohort effects on preterm births, perinatal mortality, LBW, IUGR and LPI. LBW Low 
birth weight, IUGR  Intra-uterine growth restriction, LPI Low ponderal index, RR risk ratio, CI confidence 
interval, AIC Akaike information criterion, BIC Bayesian information criterion.

Variables

Adverse perinatal outcomes (RR 95% CI)

Preterm births Perinatal mortality LBW IUGR LPI

Age

18–20 1.82 (1.77, 1.84) 2.43 (2.29, 3.12) 1.98 (1.92, 2.02) 0.52 (0.37, 0.76) 1.51 (1.46, 1.56)

21–23 1.53 (1.48, 1.57) 1.18 (1.11, 1.52) 1.68 (1.61, 1.74) 1.90 (1.74, 2.18) 1.49 (1.38, 1.59)

24–26 1.06 (1.04, 1.08) 0.97 (0.92, 1.23) 1.14 (1.10, 1.17) 1.81 (1.64, 2.12) 0.95 (0.91, 0.98)

27–29 0.85 (0.84, 0.85) 0.72 (0.73, 0.85) 0.84 (0.83, 0.84) 1.59 (1.50, 1.79) 0.77 (0.76, 0.77)

30–32 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

33–35 1.38 (1.34, 1.39) 0.86 (0.89, 1.03) 1.24 (1.22, 1.24) 0.93 (0.92, 0.99) 1.00 (1.00, 1.01)

36–38 1.49 (1.45, 1.54) 2.99 (2.75, 3.80) 1.39 (1.34, 1.42) 1.16 (1.18, 1.20) 1.09 (1.04, 1.14)

39–41 1.77 (1.70, 182) 1.49 (1.39, 1.95) 1.56 (1.48, 1.61) 1.30 (1.18, 1.51) 0.89 (0.85, 0.92)

42–44 2.09 (2.04, 2.12) 3.51 (3.25, 4.60) 1.73 (1.67, 1.76) 1.80 (1.62, 2.08) 1.46 (1.42, 1.49)

Period

2011–2013 1.05 (1.04, 1.05) 3.24 (2.79, 3.31) 1.03 (1.03, 1.04) 0.63 (0.60, 0.66) 1.03 (1.03, 1.04)

2014–2016 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

2017–2019 0.95 (0.94, 0.96) 4.42 (3.80, 4.51) 0.94 (0.93, 0.94) 3.01 (2.95, 3.09) 1.00 (0.99, 1.01)

Cohort

1967–1969 1.14 (1.15, 1.16) 1.13 (1.06, 1.10) 0.90 (0.88, 0.92) 0.54 (0.37, 0.79) 0.93 (0.88, 0.96)

1970–1972 1.17 (1.13, 1.21) 1.36 (1.18, 1.38) 1.23 (1.20, 1.27) 2.51 (2.12, 2.99) 0.98 (0.95, 1.00)

1973–1975 1.10 (1.05, 1.15) 0.48 (0.41, 0.51) 1.26 (1.22, 1.33) 0.65 (0.54, 0.76) 1.41 (1.29, 1.53)

1976–1978 1.01 (0.98, 1.04) 0.98 (0.86, 1.00) 1.01 (0.99, 1.04) 0.75 (0.67, 0.82) 1.23 (1.17, 1.28)

1979–1981 1.01 (0.99, 1.03) 0.37 (0.34, 0.38) 1.00 (1.00, 1.01) 0.56 (0.52, 0.58) 1.08 (1.05, 1.10)

1982–1984 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

1985–1987 1.19 (1.17, 1.20) 0.74 (0.67, 0.76) 1.17 (1.16, 1.18) 1.06 (0.98, 1.14) 1.27 (1.24, 1.30)

1988–1990 1.23 (1.20, 1.27) 1.08 (0.98, 1.05) 1.25 (1.22, 1.29) 0.67 (0.57, 0.79) 1.35 (1.26, 1.44)

1991–1993 1.13 (1.08, 1.18) 1.37 (1.15, 1.45) 1.27 (1.21, 1.33) 0.69 (0.55, 0.83) 1.24 (1.12, 1.36)

1994–1996 0.91 (0.89, 0.94) 0.47 (0.44, 0.48) 1.02 (0.99, 1.05) 1.01 (0.85, 1.19) 1.24 (1.14, 1.32)

1997–1999 1.24 (1.22, 126) 2.42 (2.30, 2.52) 1.30 (1.27, 1.33) 2.89 (2.00, 4.14) 1.73 (1.67, 1.78)

AIC 9.78 7.51 9.53 5.49 7.47

BIC 4.11 16.49 5.37  − 7.98  − 13.60
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Both extremes of maternal age groups had a higher risk ratio for preterm birth, perinatal mortality, LBW, LPI, 
low Apgar score, and congenital defects which is consistent with the previously reported  studies27,28. Advanced 
maternal age (AMA) or maternal age over 40 years is associated with a higher risk of several adverse perinatal 
outcomes which is reported in various population-based  studies29–31. In our study, women with AMA had a 
higher incidence of HDP, abnormal placentation, and GDM. These pregnancy complications in women with 
AMA could attribute to an increase in the risk of adverse perinatal outcomes in our study. In several previous 
cohort studies, women with HDP, abnormal placentation, and GDM had a higher risk to deliver LBW babies, 
preterm births, stillbirths, and perinatal  mortality32–35.

Moreover, the higher risk of adverse perinatal outcomes in young women could be due to impaired vascular 
adaptation. Physical immaturity in adolescent mothers could hinder the physiological placental invasion through 
multiple pathways including an incomplete estrogen-dependent growth of the uterus, a residual ontogenetic 
progesterone resistance, and deficient tissue-specific programming of immune  cells28,36.

We observed a higher risk ratio for perinatal mortality, IUGR, and fetal distress in the period 2017–2019. The 
increased risk of adverse perinatal outcomes in the period 2017–2019 would be explained by the announcement 
of China’s universal two-child policy (2015), the increased trend of women with AMA, the higher incidence rate 
of C-section, HDP, abnormal placentation, and  multiparity37. The new China’s universal two-child policy may 
have increased the tendencies toward fertility desires among older women. These findings were also evidenced 
in the Chinese national surveillance data indicating that after the relaxation of the one-child policy, women 
with AMA increased from 7.8 to 10.9%38. In previous  studies39,40, a substantial increase was observed in women 
with AMA after implementation of the China’s universal two-child policy. We also found that women with 
AMA increased from 12.5% in 2011–2013 to 21.1% in 2017–2019. Women with AMA could be a risk factor for 
increased risk of adverse perinatal outcomes in the period 2017–201937.

We demonstrated that both old and young cohorts were associated with a higher risk of adverse perinatal 
outcomes. Over 7 decades ago,  Baird41 proposed that many factors affect women’s early life-both in utero and 
postnatal which may affect their reproductive performance later in life. The higher risk of adverse perinatal 
outcomes in the old cohort (1967–1972) could be explained by poor health care facilities/services, lower socio-
economic status, and poor nutritional status of pregnant women in this cohort.

Table 5.  Age-Period-Cohort effects on low Apgar score, fetal distress, macrosomia, and congenital defect. RR 
risk ratio, CI confidence interval, AIC Akaike information criterion, BIC Bayesian information criterion.

Variables

Adverse perinatal outcomes (RR 95% CI)

Low Apgar score Fetal distress Macrosomia Congenital defect

Age

18–20 4.52 (4.24, 4.83) 1.40 (1.36, 1.45) 0.13 (0.10, 0.16) 2.95 (2.67, 3.23)

21–23 1.57 (1.46, 1.70) 0.59 (0.58, 0.61) 0.50 (0.49, 0.52) 1.33 (1.18, 1.49)

24–26 1.06 (1.02, 1.12) 0.92 (0.90, 0.95) 0.97 (0.95, 0.99) 1.01 (0.92, 1.10)

27–29 0.90 (0.90, 0.93) 0.98 (0.97, 0.98) 0.99 (0.97, 0.99) 1.10 (1.04, 1.15)

30–32 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

33–35 1.46 (1.43, 1.51) 1.15 (1.15, 1.16) 0.82 (0.80, 0.83) 1.94 (1.85, 2.04)

36–38 1.83 (1.74, 1.96) 0.75 (0.73, 0.78) 0.78 (0.75, 0.80) 1.56 (1.46, 1.66)

39–41 1.56 (1.46, 1.70) 0.99 (0.98, 1.00) 0.69 (0.66, 0.71) 2.08 (1.86, 2.30)

42–44 2.58 (2.46, 2.78) 0.78 (0.77, 0.79) 0.64 (0.63, 0.64) 2.69 (2.54, 2.85)

Period

2011–2013 0.81 (0.80, 0.82) 6.11 (5.89, 6.37) 0.88 (0.87, 0.88) 1.17 (1.17, 1.18)

2014–2016 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

2017–2019 0.71 (0.70, 0.72) 3.24 (3.18, 3.35) 0.99 (0.98, 0.99) 0.73 (0.71, 0.74)

Cohort

1967–1969 0.33 (0.30, 0.36) 2.22 (2.13, 2.30) 1.78 (1.68, 1.86) 1.41 (1.41, 1.42)

1970–1972 1.83 (1.70, 1.97) 1.29 (1.28, 1.29) 1.52 (1.47, 1.56) 0.80 (0.73, 0.87)

1973–1975 0.88 (0.80, 0.97) 1.69 (1.57, 1.80) 1.05 (0.99, 1.10) 0.70 (0.63, 0.79)

1976–1978 0.94 (0.89, 1.01) 0.70 (0.70, 0.71) 1.01 (0.97, 1.05) 0.66 (0.62, 0.69)

1979–1981 0.82 (0.81, 0.84) 1.33 (1.29, 1.35) 1.11 (1.09, 1.12) 0.80 (0.79, 0.80)

1982–1984 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

1985–1987 1.12 (1.09, 1.14) 1.00 (0.98, 1.01) 0.76 (0.75, 0.77) 1.25 (1.22, 1.26)

1988–1990 1.40 (1.30, 1.50) 1.32 (1.25, 1.37) 0.84 (0.83, 0.84) 1.40 (1.29, 1.51)

1991–1993 1.18 (1.05, 1.33) 1.18 (1.09, 1.26) 0.43 (0.41, 0.46) 1.32 (1.13, 1.53)

1994–1996 0.57 (0.54, 0.61) 2.44 (2.33, 2.54) 1.25 (1.18, 1.31) 0.43 (0.42, 0.43)

1997–1999 1.12 (1.11, 1.13) 0.59 (0.49, 0.70) 2.01 (1.37, 2.92) 1.57 (1.51, 1.64)

AIC 8.68 6.89 7.33 6.31

BIC 18.84  − 6.66  − 14.49  − 14.84
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In China, the three-tier health care system was established in the 1950s and reversed the reforms in the 1980s. 
The new health care system experienced several constraints in this period. When the government centralized 
village-level health care facilities to the township level and various union clinics and cooperative health stations 
were centralized to communes; these changes resulted in deteriorating the quality and efficiency of health care 
services and reduced the availability and accessibility of health care services at village  level42,43. Maternal lower 
socioeconomic status and poor nutritional status are associated with adverse perinatal  outcomes44–46. The higher 
risk of adverse perinatal outcomes in the young cohort may be due to a remarkable change in lifestyle, higher 
stress due to rapid changes in the economic status of society, and increased environmental  pollution47–49.

Our study has several limitations. The study period is comparatively short for finding secular trends and 
age-period-cohort analysis for adverse perinatal outcomes was not adjusted for parity, pre-pregnancy body 
weight, maternal education and occupation, and pregnancy complications. Our study was monocentric, which 
is a selection bias in this study. Moreover, due to a lack of data, we were unable to find secular trends in cause-
specific adverse perinatal outcomes. As a tertiary-level hospital, many pregnant women with severe pregnancy 
complications are transferred to our hospital, resulting in a relatively high incidence of adverse perinatal out-
comes. Therefore, our results cannot be generalized to the whole population and pregnant women living in other 
regions of China.

Conclusion
In conclusion, regardless of increasing secular trends of HDP and abnormal placentation, the age-standardized 
incidence rates of adverse perinatal outcomes significantly decreased such as preterm births, LBW, and fetal 
distress during the study period. Moreover, extremes of maternal age groups and both old and young cohorts 
were associated with a higher risk of adverse perinatal outcomes. Higher risk ratios of adverse perinatal outcomes 
were observed in the period 2017–2019. This study would be useful to design planning and strategies to prevent 
increasing secular trends in HDP and abnormal placentation and implement adequate health care systems and 
intervention programs for reducing the burden of adverse perinatal outcomes in young and old pregnant women 
in Hubei, China.

Material and methods
Study population. A tertiary hospital-based retrospective study was conducted in the Wuhan University 
Renmin Hospital, Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, Hubei, China from January 2011 to December 
2019. The data was collected and documented in the obstetrics register and electronic database by trained nurses 
during individual examinations in the Gynecology and Obstetrics Department. The study protocol was approved 
by the Ethical Review Board of Renmin Hospital (ID: WDRY2019–K034) in accordance with the Declaration 
of Helsinki. The need for informed consent, according to national legislation, was waived by the Ethical Review 
Board of Renmin Hospital because this was a retrospective cohort study.

Inclusion and exclusion criteria. A total of 23,085 singleton pregnant women were selected for the study. 
We excluded missing data on maternal age, pre-pregnancy body weight, neonatal gender, birth weight, birth 
length, and gestational  age50. Pregnant women with chronic hypertension and twin neonates were also excluded 
from the data analysis as shown in Fig. 3.

Collection of data on maternal traits. Data regarding maternal traits were collected from the obstetrics 
register including maternal age, parity, pre-pregnancy body weight, gestational age, education, occupation, and 

Figure 3.  Flow chart of study population.
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pregnancy complications. Gestational age was calculated by the date of the last known menstrual period and 
confirmed by ultrasound examination during the first and second trimesters.

Definition of perinatal birth outcomes. Neonatal birth outcomes were recorded immediately after 
neonatal birth including birth weight in grams using an electronic infant scale, and birth length in centim-
eters using a standard measuring board for the neonate. Preterm birth is defined as a neonate born before 37 
completed weeks or fewer than 259  days from the first date of a woman’s last menstrual  period51. Perinatal 
mortality is defined as the combination of late fetal mortality (stillbirths) and early neonatal mortality (0–6 days 
of life)52. Fetal macrosomia is defined as birth weight ≥ 4000 g and low birth weight (LBW) is defined as birth 
weight < 2500  g53. Intrauterine growth restriction (IUGR) is defined as a condition of fetal growth that is below 
the 10th percentile for its gestational age and does not reach its genetically predetermined growth  potential54. 
Apgar score was determined by evaluating the newborn baby on five simple criteria on a scale from zero to two, 
then summing up the five values obtained. Apgar score was recorded at 1 min and 5 min after birth. Apgar score 
was divided into two categories (i) low Apgar score (< 7), and (ii) normal Apgar score (≥ 7)55. Fetal distress is 
defined as a pathophysiological condition in which the fetus is suffering from insufficient oxygen  supply56. The 
ponderal index was determined by weight in gm / (length in cm)3 × 100. The ponderal index between 2.5 and 
3.0 was considered normal between 2.0 and 2.5 marginal, and a neonate with a ponderal index less than 2.0 was 
considered a low ponderal index (LPI)57. Congenital defects are defined as abnormalities in the structure of 
neonatal body parts that occur during intrauterine  development58.

Statistical analysis. The categorical and binary variables are presented as number (n) and percentage (%). 
The Chi-square test was used to estimate the changes in general maternal-neonatal characteristics across various 
maternal age groups. p < 0.05 was taken as statistically significant. The data were analyzed using SPSS (Statistical 
Package for Social Sciences) for Windows version 22 (IBM Corporation, Chicago, USA).

The secular trend in adverse perinatal outcomes was estimated by joinpoint regression analysis. In the regres-
sion analysis, for each segment/period, the annual percentage changes (APC) and the average annual percentage 
changes (AAPC) in the rate of adverse perinatal outcomes were determined. The AAPC represents the trend in 
adverse perinatal outcomes in the whole period 2011–2019; while, APC indicates the trend in adverse perinatal 
outcomes in each segment/period identified by the joinpoint regression software. We presented the numbers 
of adverse perinatal outcomes change-points and estimated the model parameters by their associated p-values 
(< 0.05). Moreover, Monte Carlo methods were used to find each p-value and maintain the overall asymptotic sig-
nificance level through Bonferroni  correction59. This analysis was conducted using the joinpoint regression pro-
gram version 4.8.0.1 (April 2020) from the Surveillance Research Program of the U.S. National Cancer Institute.

The aim of the age-period-cohort (APC) analysis is to estimate the effects of age, period, and cohort on 
adverse perinatal outcomes incidence. The age effect represents the association of adverse perinatal outcome 
incidence with different age groups. Period effect represents influencing factors, such as a series of historical 
events and environmental factors, and it reflects variation in the adverse perinatal outcomes incidence over time 
that influences all age groups simultaneously. The cohort effect shows variations of adverse perinatal outcomes 
incidence across groups of individuals born in the same year and changes in different  lifestyles60. The common 
problem associated with the APC analysis is collinearity (i.e. birth cohort = period − age). The APC model is 
affected by the linearity between two variables, so it is impossible to determine the three independent linear 
APC variables of age, period, and cohort. We used the APC model with the intrinsic estimator (IE), which is 
a new method to estimate the coefficients and solve the collinearity problem by generating a distinctive set of 
trend estimates independent of any arbitrary assignment of identifying limitations on age, period, or cohort 
coefficients that may not be verified in the data  itself61. Estimated coefficients for the age, period and cohort 
effects were produced by the APC analysis using the IE method. The exponential value [exp(coef.) = ecoef.] was 
created from these coefficients, which denotes the relative risk (RR) of a particular age, period, or birth cohort 
relative to the reference group.

In the APC model using the IE method, the age-specific adverse perinatal outcomes incidence rates were 
appropriately categorized into 9 age groups (18–20 years, 21–23 years, 24–26 years, 27–29 years, 30–32 years, 
33–35 years, 36–38 years, 39–41 years, and 42–44 years). It has 3-years interval of periods (2011–213, 2014–2016, 
and 2017–2019) and 11 cohorts of birth (i.e. 1967–1969, 1970–1972, 1973–1975, 1976–1978, 1979–1981, 
1982–1984, 1985–1987, 1988–1990, 1991–1993, 1994–1996, and 1997–1999). The general form of the APC 
model is written as Y = log (M) = μ + αage1 + βperiod1 + γcohort1 + ε; where, M is defined as the incidence rate 
in the age groups, α, β, and γ indicates the functions of age, period, and cohort effect, μ, and ε are the intercept 
item and the random error. The APC model was used to decompose the three trends and estimate efficient 
 results62. Moreover, the Akaike information criterion (AIC), and Bayesian information criterion (BIC) were used 
to estimate and analyze the degree of fitting of the model. The APC analysis was done using Stata 15.0 software 
(College Station, TX, USA).

Ethics approval and consent to participate. The study protocol was approved by the Ethical Review 
Board of Renmin Hospital (ID: WDRY2019–K034) in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.

Informed consent. The need for informed consent, according to national legislation, was waived by the 
Ethical Review Board of Renmin Hospital because this was a retrospective cohort study.

Data availability
All data analyzed during this study are included in this article.



9

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:22558  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-27194-8

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Received: 15 August 2022; Accepted: 28 December 2022

References
 1. Lawn, J. E. et al. Two million intrapartum-related stillbirths and neonatal deaths: where, why, and what can be done?. Int. J. Gynecol. 

Obstet. 107, S5–S19 (2009).
 2. You, D. et al. Global, regional, and national levels and trends in under-5 mortality between 1990 and 2015, with scenario-based 

projections to 2030: a systematic analysis by the UN Inter-agency Group for Child Mortality Estimation. Lancet 386, 2275–2286 
(2015).

 3. Blencowe, H., Cousens, S. J. & Health, I. Addressing the challenge of neonatal mortality. Trop. Med. Int. Health 18, 303–312 (2013).
 4. Chawanpaiboon, S. et al. Global, regional, and national estimates of levels of preterm birth in 2014: A systematic review and 

modelling analysis. Lancet Glob. Health 7, e37–e46 (2019).
 5. Blencowe, H. et al. National, regional, and worldwide estimates of low birthweight in 2015, with trends from 2000: A systematic 

analysis. Lancet Glob. Health 7, e849–e860 (2019).
 6. Li, C. et al. Temporal trends of preterm birth in Shenzhen, China: A retrospective study. Reprod. Health 15, 1–10 (2018).
 7. Han, W. et al. Trends in live births in the past 20 years in Zhengzhou. China. 90, 332–337 (2011).
 8. Xu, H. et al. Time trends and risk factor associated with premature birth and infants deaths due to prematurity in Hubei Province, 

China from 2001 to 2012. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 15, 1–9 (2015).
 9. Huo, K. et al. Mortality rates of children aged under five in Henan province, China, 2004–2008. Paediatr. Perinat. Epidemiol. 24(4), 

343–348 (2010).
 10. Wu, Q. J., Li, L. L., Li, J., Zhou, C. & Huang, Y. H. Time trends of neonatal mortality by causes of death in Shenyang, 1997–2014. 

Oncotarget 7(13), 16610 (2016).
 11. World Health Organization, UNICEF-WHO low birthweight estimates: levels and trends 2000–2015. (World Health Organization, 

2019).
 12. Pei, L., Kang, Y., Zhao, Y., Cheng, Y. & Yan, H. J. M. Changes in socioeconomic inequality of low birth weight and Macrosomia in 

Shaanxi Province of Northwest China, 2010–2013: a cross-sectional study. Medicine 95(5), e2471 (2016).
 13. Jaleta, D. D. & Abdisa, D. K. Predictors of adverse perinatal outcome among women who gave birth at Medical Center of Southwest 

Ethiopia: a retrospective cohort study. BMJ Open 12, e053881 (2022).
 14. Organization, W. H. Essential Antenatal, Perinatal and Postpartum Care: Training Modules (WHO Regional Office for Europe, 

2002).
 15. Soon, B. T. J. The global action report on preterm birth. Geneva: World Health Organization (2012).
 16. Liu, J. et al. Prevalence and trend of neural tube defects in five counties in Shanxi province of Northern China, 2000 to 2014. Birth 

Defects Res. A 106, 267–274 (2016).
 17. Zhang, T.-N. et al. Time trends in the prevalence and epidemiological characteristics of neural tube defects in Liaoning Province, 

China, 2006–2015: a population-based study. Oncotarget 8, 17092 (2017).
 18. Yu, D.-M. et al. Incidence of low birth weight of neonates and the influencing factors in China. Zhonghua yu fang yi xue za zhi 

[Chin. J. Prevent. Med.] 41, 150–154 (2007).
 19. Duncan, G. J., Daly, M. C., McDonough, P. & Williams, D. R. Optimal indicators of socioeconomic status for health research. Am. 

J. Public Health 92, 1151–1157 (2002).
 20. Foster, H. W. et al. Intergenerational effects of high socioeconomic status on low birthweight and preterm birth in African Ameri-

cans. J. Natl Med. Assoc. 92, 213 (2000).
 21. Pei, L., Kang, Y., Zhao, Y., Cheng, Y. & Yan, H. Changes in socioeconomic inequality of low birth weight and macrosomia in Shaanxi 

Province of Northwest China, 2010–2013: a cross-sectional study. Medicine 95 (2016).
 22. Villar, J. et al. Nutritional interventions during pregnancy for the prevention or treatment of maternal morbidity and preterm 

delivery: An overview of randomized controlled trials. J. Nutr. 133, 1606S-1625S (2003).
 23. Keen, C. L. et al. The plausibility of micronutrient deficiencies being a significant contributing factor to the occurrence of pregnancy 

complications. J. Nutr. 133, 1597S-1605S (2003).
 24. Tang, L. et al. Maternal lifestyle and nutritional status in relation to pregnancy and infant health outcomes in Western China: 

protocol for a prospective cohort study. BMJ Open 7, e014874 (2017).
 25. Wang, L., Wang, Z., Ma, Q., Fang, G. & Yang, J. The development and reform of public health in China from 1949 to 2019. Glob. 

Health 15, 45 (2019).
 26. Backman, G. et al. Health systems and the right to health: An assessment of 194 countries. Lancet 372, 2047–2085 (2008).
 27. Goldenberg, R. L., Culhane, J. F., Iams, J. D. & Romero, R. J. Epidemiology and causes of preterm birth. Lancet 371, 75–84 (2008).
 28. Londero, A. P. et al. Maternal age and the risk of adverse pregnancy outcomes: a retrospective cohort study. BMC Pregnancy 

Childbirth 19, 1–10 (2019).
 29. Jacobsson, B., Ladfors, L. & Milsom, I. J. Advanced maternal age and adverse perinatal outcome. Obstet. Gynecol. 104, 727–733 

(2004).
 30. Delpisheh, A., Brabin, L., Attia, E. & Brabin, B. J. Pregnancy late in life: A hospital-based study of birth outcomes. J. Women’s Health 

17(6), 965–970 (2008).
 31. Cnattingius, S., Forman, M. R., Berendes, H. W. & Isotalo, L. J. J. Delayed childbearing and risk of adverse perinatal outcome: A 

population-based study. JAMA 268, 886–890 (1992).
 32. Berhe, A. K., Ilesanmi, A. O., Aimakhu, C. O. & Mulugeta, A. Effect of pregnancy induced hypertension on adverse perinatal 

outcomes in Tigray regional state, Ethiopia: a prospective cohort study. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 20, 1–11 (2020).
 33. Omani-Samani, R. et al. Adverse maternal and neonatal outcomes in women with preeclampsia in Iran. J. Maternal-Fetal Neonatal 

Med. 32, 212–216 (2019).
 34. Senkoro, E. E. et al. Frequency, risk factors, and adverse fetomaternal outcomes of placenta previa in Northern Tanzania. J preg-

nancy 2017 (2017).
 35. Morikawa, M. et al. Perinatal mortality in Japanese women diagnosed with gestational diabetes mellitus and diabetes mellitus. J. 

Obstet. Gynaecol. Res. 43, 1700–1707 (2017).
 36. Brosens, I. et al. The impact of uterine immaturity on obstetrical syndromes during adolescence. Am. J. Obstet. Gynecol. 217, 

546–555 (2017).
 37. Li, H. et al. Changes in adverse pregnancy outcomes in women with advanced maternal age (AMA) after the enactment of China’s 

universal two-child policy. Sci. Rep. 12, 1–9 (2022).
 38. Liang, J. et al. Relaxation of the one child policy and trends in caesarean section rates and birth outcomes in China between 2012 

and 2016: observational study of nearly seven million health facility births. 360 (2018).
 39. Li, H. -T. et al. Association of China’s universal two child policy with changes in births and birth related health factors: national, 

descriptive comparative study. Bmj. 366, 14680 (2019).
 40. Zhang, X. et al. Changes in maternal age and prevalence of congenital anomalies during the enactment of China’s universal two-

child policy (2013–2017) in Zhejiang Province, China: An observational study. PLoS Med. 17, e1003047 (2020).
 41. Baird, D. J. L. Social class and foetal mortality. Lancet. 531–535 (1947).



10

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:22558  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-27194-8

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 42. Hu, S. et al. Reform of how health care is paid for in China: challenges and opportunities. Lancet 372, 1846–1853 (2008).
 43. Feng, X. L. et al. Extending access to essential services against constraints: the three-tier health service delivery system in rural 

China. Int. J. Equity Health 1949–1980(16), 1–18 (2017).
 44. Glinianaia, S. V. et al. No improvement in socioeconomic inequalities in birthweight and preterm birth over four decades: a 

population-based cohort study. BMC Public Health 13, 1–9 (2013).
 45. Cavalcante, N. C. N. et al. Maternal socioeconomic factors and adverse perinatal outcomes in two birth cohorts, 1997/98 and 2010, 

São Luís, Brazil. Rev. Bras. Epidemiol. 20, 676–687 (2017).
 46. Dong, C. X. & Yin, S. A. The nutrition status of lactating women in China. Zhonghua yu fang yi xue za zhi [Chin. J. Prevent. Med.] 

50(12), 1108–1113 (2016).
 47. Shah, P. S., Balkhair, T., Knowledge Synthesis Group on Determinants of Preterm/LBW births. Air pollution and birth outcomes: 

a systematic review. Environ. Int. 37(2), 498–516 (2011).
 48. Pearson, R. M. et al. Prevalence of prenatal depression symptoms among 2 generations of pregnant mothers: The Avon longitudinal 

study of parents and children. JAMA Netw. Open 1, e180725–e180725 (2018).
 49. Kalantaridou, S. N., Makrigiannakis, A., Zoumakis, E. & Chrousos, G. P. Stress and the female reproductive system. J. Reprod. 

Immunol. 62(1–2), 61–68 (2004).
 50. Kang, H. The prevention and handling of the missing data. Korean J. Anesthesiol. 64, 402 (2013).
 51. Blencowe, H. et al. National, regional, and worldwide estimates of preterm birth rates in the year 2010 with time trends since 1990 

for selected countries: A systematic analysis and implications. Lancet 379, 2162–2172 (2012).
 52. Cartlidge, P. H. & Stewart, J. H. Effect of changing the stillbirth definition on evaluation of perinatal mortality rates. Lancet 346, 

486–488 (1995).
 53. Brown, T. M., Cueto, M. & Fee, E. A transição de saúde pública’internacional’para’global’e a Organização Mundial da Saúde. História, 

Ciências, Saúde-Manguinhos 13, 623–647 (2006).
 54. Battaglia, F. C. & Lubchenco, L. O. A practical classification of newborn infants by weight and gestational age. J. Pediatr. 71, 159–163 

(1967).
 55. Casey, B. M., McIntire, D. D. & Leveno, K. J. The continuing value of the Apgar score for the assessment of newborn infants. N. 

Engl. J. Med. 344, 467–471 (2001).
 56. Liu, H. et al. Maternal exposure to fine particulate matter and the risk of fetal distress. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 170, 253–258 (2019).
 57. Landmann, E., Reiss, I., Misselwitz, B. & Gortner, L. Ponderal index for discrimination between symmetric and asymmetric growth 

restriction: Percentiles for neonates from 30 weeks to 43 weeks of gestation. J. Matern. Fetal Neonatal Med. 19, 157–160 (2006).
 58. Yu, M. et al. The survey of birth defects rate based on birth registration system. Chin. Med. J. 128, 7 (2015).
 59. Gillis, D. & Edwards, B. P. The utility of joinpoint regression for estimating population parameters given changes in population 

structure. Heliyon 5, e02515 (2019).
 60. Wang, Z., Hu, S., Sang, S., Luo, L. & Yu, C. Age–period–cohort analysis of stroke mortality in China: Data from the Global Burden 

of Disease Study 2013. Stroke 48, 271–275 (2017).
 61. Yang, Y., Fu, W. J. & Land, K. C. A methodological comparison of age-period-cohort models: The intrinsic estimator and conven-

tional generalized linear models. Sociol. Methodol. 34, 75–110 (2004).
 62. Keyes, K. M. & Miech, R. Age, period, and cohort effects in heavy episodic drinking in the US from 1985 to 2009. Drug Alcohol 

Depend. 132, 140–148 (2013).

Acknowledgements
We are thankful to the staff of the Obstetrics and Gynecology department of Renmin Hospital, Wuhan for help-
ing in data collection.

Author contributions
H.L, Y.S. and N.: Conceptualization, Methodology, Software, Writing- Original draft preparation and Formal 
analysis.  Z.A., A.K., K.X. and X.Y.: Methodology, Data curation, Writing- Reviewing, Editing.  N., H.Z.: Valida-
tion, investigation, Visualization, Supervision.

Funding
This research received no specific grant from any funding agency in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit 
sectors.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1038/ s41598- 022- 27194-8.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to N. or H.Z.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

© The Author(s) 2022

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-27194-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-27194-8
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Secular trends and age-period-cohort effect on adverse perinatal outcomes in Hubei, China (2011–2019)
	Results
	General maternal-neonatal characteristics across different maternal age groups. 
	Secular trends of adverse perinatal outcomes from 2011 to 2019. 
	Secular trends of HDP and abnormal placentation from 2011 to 2019. 
	Age-period-cohort effect. 
	Age effect. 
	Period effect. 
	Cohort effect. 


	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Material and methods
	Study population. 
	Inclusion and exclusion criteria. 
	Collection of data on maternal traits. 
	Definition of perinatal birth outcomes. 
	Statistical analysis. 
	Ethics approval and consent to participate. 
	Informed consent. 

	References
	Acknowledgements


