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Supplementary Table 1. Estimated odds ratios for the changes in FAO status between the time of diagnosis of GDM and near
term in the subjects with GDM and subgroups of GDM in comparison with the NGT subjects

Change of FAO status between the time of diagnosis and near term, OR (95% CI)

o FAO (-)>FAO () FAO (-)>FAO (+) FAO (+)3FAO (1) FAO (+)>FAO (+)
NGT 1 (reference) 1 (reference) 1 (reference) 1 (reference)
GDM 0.85 (0.69-1.05) 1.64 (1.09-2.49) 1.89 (1.28-2.79) 321 (1.95-5.27)
Group 1 GDM 0.92 (0.66-1.28) 1.31 (0.64-2.69) 1.29 (0.63-2.66) 1.29 (0.40-4.10)
Group 2* GDM 0.33 (0.13-0.83) 4.94 (1.66-14.69) 4.87 (1.64-14.49) 1()

Group 3 GDM 1.01 (0.74-1.38) 1.46 (0.76-2.80) 2.07 (1.19-3.63) 441 (2.33-8.36)
Group 4 GDM 0.58 (0.33-1.02) 1.93 (0.69-5.41) 1.91 (0.68-5.33) 6.73 (2.62-17.27)

FAO, fetal abdominal obesity; GDM, gestational diabetes mellitus; NGT, normal glucose tolerance; OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval.
*Exact logistic regression analysis model was implemented instead of regular logistic regression analysis model due to a limited number of cases
in the group.
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