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Summary	 Aim: To examine the relationship of sleep disturbance with adherence 
and glycemic control in adolescents with Type 1 diabetes mellitus. Materials & methods: 
Participants included 72 adolescents in poor metabolic control. Parents reported on the 
frequency of the following sleep disturbances: sleeping too much, not sleeping enough, 
trouble sleeping and being overtired. Adherence was assessed via self-report and 
frequency of blood glucose monitoring. Glycemic control was assessed via hemoglobin 
A1c and continuous glucose monitoring data. Results: Sleeping more was associated with 
lower adherence and higher HbA1c. Sleeping more and trouble sleeping were associated 
with hyperglycemia as measured by continuous glucose monitoring. Conclusion: Sleep 
disturbance may negatively impact adherence and glycemic control. Additional research is 
needed to determine directionality of relationships.

Practice points

●● 	Adherence to diabetes care is particularly problematic during adolescence for young people with Type 1 diabetes 
mellitus (T1D).

●● 	Difficulties with sleep have a known impact on cognitive and executive functioning, which is important for 
adherence. However, research has not yet examined relationships between sleep disturbance and adherence for 
adolescents with T1D.

●● 	The current study aimed to examine relationships of sleep disturbance with adherence and glycemic control in 
adolescents with T1D.

●● 	Participants included 72 adolescents between the ages of 10 and 18 years, who had poor diabetes control.

●● 	Parents reported on adolescent sleep disturbance, self-report and frequency of blood glucose monitoring were used 
to assess adherence, and HbA1c and results of continuous glucose monitoring were used to assess glycemic control.

●● 	Sleeping too much and trouble sleeping were associated with hyperglycemia. Sleeping too much was also associated 
with lower adherence and higher HbA1c.

●● 	Sleep variables collectively explained 16% of the variance in adherence and 15% of the variance in average CGM 
glucose levels.

●● 	Associations of sleep disturbance with adherence suggests the importance of assessing sleep and also highlights the 
need for future research on methods to improve sleep for adolescents with T1D.
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Management of Type 1 diabetes mellitus (T1D) 
requires adherence to multiple self-care tasks, 
including blood glucose monitoring, insulin 
administration and carbohydrate counting. 
Adherence to diabetes care is particularly low dur-
ing adolescence [1,2]. A variety of factors have been 
supported as correlates of adherence, including 
adolescent depression [3], executive functioning [4] 
and family conflict [5]. Although sleep quality is 
known to impact cognitive functioning and moti-
vation, to our knowledge, adolescent sleep distur-
bance has not yet been examined as a correlate of 
adherence for adolescents with T1D.

Consistent with national norms, data on chil-
dren and adolescents with T1D suggest insuffi-
cient sleep, with 52% of school-age children and 
76% of adolescents with T1D receiving less than 
the recommended amount of sleep [6]. In addition 
to not receiving enough sleep, specific sleep prob-
lems that disrupt consolidated sleep have been 
identified in children and adolescents with T1D. 
For example, in comparison to children without 
T1D, results of polysymography (PSG) indicated 
more frequent and longer night-time awakenings 
for children with T1D [7]. Changes in the struc-
ture and pattern of sleep may also compound the 
sleep problems of adolescents with T1D. In one 
study of adolescents with T1D, reduced slow wave 
sleep was related to worse glycemic control even 
though total sleep time and sleep efficiency did 
not relate to glucose control [8]. Further, a greater 
proportion of time in stage two of sleep was 
related to worse glycemic control. Additionally, 
sleep disruption and daytime sleepiness in adoles-
cents with T1D has been associated with poorer 
quality of life, socioemotional outcomes and aca-
demic performance [8]. Hypoglycemic episodes at 
night represent an additional area of concern for 
children and adolescents with T1D  [9,10]. First, 
nocturnal hypoglycemia can impact sleep quality 
or cause sleep disruption if it results in nocturnal 
waking. Further, individuals with T1D may be 
less likely to awaken during hypoglycemia than 
individuals without T1D [7,10], which could have 
fatal consequences. These findings suggest the 
importance of better understanding sleep quality 
in individuals with T1D. Given the significant 
negative sequelae of sleep problems on psychoso-
cial outcomes and potentially glycemic control, 
additional research is needed to better understand 
the relationship between sleep disturbance and 
diabetes management.

The purpose of the current study was to exam-
ine sleep disturbance as a correlate of adherence 

and glycemic control in adolescents with T1D. 
The analyses for the current study represent a 
secondary analysis in a sample of adolescents 
with poorly controlled T1D who participated 
in an intervention study designed to improve 
glycemic control.

It was hypothesized that sleep disruption 
would be associated with lower levels of adher-
ence and worse glycemic control. In addition, 
given that depression in adolescents is associated 
with sleep impairment as well as adherence diffi-
culties in adolescents with T1D [3], relationships 
among adherence, sleep problems and depressed 
mood were examined.

Patients & methods
●● Participants

In total, 167 adolescents with poorly controlled 
T1D and their parents were eligible for par-
ticipation in the larger intervention study and 
72 adolescents and parents (43% participation 
rate) agreed to participation. Demographic 
and disease characteristics have been reported 
previously  [11]. The average hemoglobin A1c 
(HbA1c) of the adolescent participants was 
10.2% (SD: 1.7; range: 7.8–16.8). It should 
be noted that participants were recruited for 
the baseline assessment based on point of care 
HbA1c levels at or above 8.5%. However, four 
participants had HbA1c that were below 8.5 
after completing the baseline serum HbA1c. 
All HbA1c levels were still at or above 7.8%, 
thus representing poor control. There were 
28 males (38.9%) and 44 females (61.1%), with 
a mean age of 14.24 years (SD: 2.94; range: 
10–18). The ethnic/racial make-up was 68.1% 
Caucasian, 19.4% African–American, 11.1% 
biracial/multiracial and 1.4% Hispanic/Latino.

●● Procedure
Adolescents with HbA1c levels greater than 8.5% 
were recruited through pediatric endocrinology 
specialty clinics at a midwestern, urban hospital 
for a multidisciplinary intervention study aimed 
at improving diabetic control [Macleish SA et al. 

Unpublished Data]. All study procedures were 
approved by the Institutional Review Board 
and informed consent and assent were obtained 
prior to study enrollment. For the current study, 
baseline measures of sleep habits, adherence and 
glycemic control were examined. During the 
baseline assessment, adolescents and their par-
ents completed questionnaires to assess adher-
ence and socioemotional functioning. Baseline 
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glycemic control was measured with HbA1c 
and data from a blinded Continuous Glucose 
Monitor (CGM, Medtronic iPro), which was 
worn for 5 days.

●● Measures
Sleep
Four items from the Child Behavior Checklist 
(CBCL) [12] were included to assess sleep disrup-
tion: ‘overtired without good reason’, ‘sleeps less 
than most kids’, ‘sleeps more than most kids dur-
ing the day and/or night’ and ‘trouble sleeping.’ 
Preliminary support for using the sleep items 
on the CBCL has been identified by compar-
ing sleep item responses to standard measures 
of sleep disruption including sleep diaries, actig-
raphy and polysomnography  [13]. Specifically, 
Gregory et al. found that ‘overtired’ was related 
to sleep diary sleep latency and fewer arousals 
on polysomnography. ‘Sleeps less’ was related to 
less total sleep time on polysomnography. ‘Sleeps 
more’ was related to less total awake time by 
sleep diary, less ease of waking by sleep diary 
and shorter sleep latency on actigraphy. ‘Trouble 
sleeping’ was correlated with longer sleep latency 
as measured by both sleep diary and actigraphy. 
Although the sleep items on the CBCL have 
subsequently been used by researchers as a com-
posite to examine sleep-related issues in specific 
pediatric populations [14–17], the current research 
follows the precedent of Gregory et al. [13] and 
examines each item separately.

Adolescent depression
The Withdrawn/Depressed scale of the CBCL 
was used to assess parent-report of depressive 
symptoms. This scale has been shown to have 
adequate reliability and validity [12]. Consistent 
with recommendations for use of the CBCL [12], 
the raw score from the Withdrawn/Depressed 
scale was used to capture the variability in 
depressive symptoms.

BMI
BMI was computed based on height and weight 
at the baseline assessment.

Adherence
The Self Care Inventory (SCI) [18] is a 14-item 
inventory that assesses the adolescent’s percep-
tion of their adherence to their diabetes treat-
ment regimen during the past month. Responses 
are coded on a 5-point Likert scale ranging 
from 1 (never do it) to 5 (always do this as 

recommended without fail), with higher scores 
indicating higher levels of adherence. A total 
score was computed to assess self-reported adher-
ence. Internal consistency has been high [19–21], 
and validity of the SCI has been supported by 
correlations with metabolic control [21].

Frequency of blood glucose monitoring was 
also used as a measure of adherence. Specifically, 
average number of blood glucose tests/day 
was determined from meter downloads at the 
baseline assessment.

Glycemic control
HbA1c was the primary measure of glycemic 
control and was measured by high performance 
liquid chromatography with a Bio-Rad Variant 
2 Turbo. The CGM was placed subcutaneously 
and measured interstitial glucose levels every 
5 min. This information was sent to the attached 
transmitter; the participant was blinded to the 
monitor readings. CGM data used in the current 
study included average glucose level for the dura-
tion of the 5-day recording period, area below 
70 mg/dl (reflecting both duration and sever-
ity of hypoglycemia) and area above 180 mg/dl 
(reflecting duration and severity of hypergly-
cemia). Cut-offs of 70 mg/dl and 180 mg/dl 
were chosen based on standard clinical cut-
offs. In addition, counter-regulatory hormone 
responses of glucagon, epinephrine, growth 
hormone and cortisol begin at blood sugars 
just below 70 mg/dl [22]. Lower HbA1c, a lower 
average CGM glucose, and smaller areas above 
and below the curve indicated better glycemic 
control.

●● Statistical analysis
Two-tailed Pearson correlation analyses were 
computed to investigate the associations among 
self-reported adherence, glycemic control, ado-
lescent depressed mood and sleep problems. Due 
to previous literature suggesting lower adher-
ence and glycemic control in older children and 
children from lower income households [23], age 
and family income were examined in relation to 
adherence and glycemic control to determine 
whether they should be controlled for in par-
tial correlations. Additionally, due to previous 
reported associations between BMI and glycemic 
control [24] and between sleep disordered breath-
ing and obesity [25], correlations were examined 
to determine whether BMI needed to be con-
trolled for in analyses. Linear regressions were 
used to test whether the combination of the four 
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sleep variables would explain a significant portion 
of the variance in adherence and glycemic con-
trol. Multicollinearity diagnostics were computed 
for regression analyses and neither tolerance not 
variable inflation factor diagnostics suggested the 
presence of a problem with multicollinearity.

Results
●● Descriptive statistics

Approximately 15% of parents reported that their 
children have trouble sleeping (6.9% sometimes, 
8.3% often). In total, 22% of parents reported 
that their children are overtired without good rea-
son (18.1% sometimes, 4.2% often). Variability 
in sleep was also relatively common, with 29% 
of parents indicating that their children sleep 
more than most kids during the day and/or 
night (25.0% sometimes, 4.2% often) and 18% 
of parents indicating that their children sleep less 
than most kids (15.3% sometimes, 2.8% often). 
It should be noted that the individual sleep items 
from the CBCL were not highly correlated with 
each other in the current study. Descriptive sta-
tistics for the glycemic control and adherence 
variables are displayed in Table 1.

●● Sleep habits & depressive symptoms
Higher levels of depressive symptoms, as reported 
by parents on the CBCL, were significantly cor-
related with sleeping more, being overtired and 
having trouble sleeping (see Table 2). Sleeping 
less was not significantly correlated with parent 
report of depressive symptoms.

●● Sleep habits & BMI
Correlations between BMI and sleep items on 
the CBCL are displayed in Table 2. None of the 
correlations were statistically significant.

●● Sleep habits, adherence & glycemic 
control
Age, family income, BMI and parent report of 
depressive symptoms were not significantly cor-
related with glycemic control (p > 0.05) and thus 
were not controlled for in analyses examining 
relationships between sleep and glycemic control. 
Parent-report of sleeping more than most chil-
dren was correlated with higher HbA1c (r = 0.24; 
p < 0.05). Sleeping more was also correlated with 
greater area above the curve (r = 0.28: p < 0.05) 
and higher average CGM glucose (r = 0.26: 
p < 0.05; see Table 2). Trouble sleeping was sig-
nificantly correlated with greater area above the 
curve (r = 0.26; p < 0.05). Sleeping less than most 

children, being overtired without good reason and 
trouble sleeping were not significantly correlated 
with any of the measures of glycemic control.

Combined, the sleep variables explained a sig-
nificant portion of the variance in both average 
CGM glucose (R = 0.39, R2 = 0.15, F = 2.56, 
p = 0.048) and area above the curve (R = 0.39, 
R2 = 0.15 F = 2.53, p = 0.050). Sleep variables did 
not explain a significant portion of the variance 
in HbA1c or area below the curve (see Table 3).

●● Sleep habits & adherence
Age, family income, BMI and parent report of 
depressive symptoms were not significantly cor-
related with adherence (p < 0.05) and were not 
controlled for in subsequent analyses. Sleeping 
more was significantly correlated with lower 
adolescent-reported adherence on the SCI and 
less frequent BG tests (see Table 2). Sleeping less 
than most children, trouble sleeping, and being 
overtired without good reason were not signifi-
cantly correlated with adherence. When examin-
ing adherence as reported on the SCI, sleep vari-
ables significantly explained 16% of the variance 
(see Table 3). Sleep variables did not account for a 
statistically significant portion of the variance in 
average number of blood glucose checks.

●● Glycemic control & adherence
HbA1c was correlated with poorer self-reported 
adherence on the SCI and less frequent BG tests 
(see Table 4). Adherence was not significantly cor-
related with average CGM glucose, area above 
the curve, or area below the curve.

Discussion & conclusion
The current study expands on previous research 
on sleep disruption in adolescents with T1D by 
examining how sleep difficulties and deviations 
in total sleep time relate to adherence to diabetes 
care. Results of the current study supported rela-
tionships between sleep difficulties/altered total 
sleep time and both adherence and glycemic con-
trol in adolescents with poorly controlled T1D. 
Specifically, parent report of their child sleeping 
too much was associated with worse metabolic 
control, higher average CGM glucose and lower 
adherence. Additionally, sleep difficulties col-
lectively explained approximately 16% of the 
variance in self-reported adherence.

In the current study, parent report of adoles-
cents sleeping more than other children was asso-
ciated with multiple measures of adherence and 
glycemic control. Trouble sleeping was associated 
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with a greater area above the curve. However, 
trouble sleeping, sleeping less, and being overtired 
were not associated with adherence. It is impor-
tant to note that sleeping more than other children 
was the most frequently endorsed sleep item. The 
combination of the small sample size and limited 
variability on some of the other sleep items likely 
reduced statistical power. Nonetheless, the results 
suggest that sleep is important to consider when 
assessing adherence in adolescents with T1D.

One explanation for the relationship between 
sleeping too much and HbA1c may be that blood 
glucose levels impact sleep. There is some sup-
port for the relationship between glucose changes 
and sleep disruption in children [26]. However, it 
is also important to consider how sleep relates to 
adherence, as the impact of sleep on adherence 
may account for the relationship between sleep 
and glycemic control. For example, children who 
sleep too much may be sleeping at times when 
diabetes care behaviors are required, such as BG 
checks and insulin injections. In addition, given 

that sleep difficulties are associated with problems 
with executive functioning [27], this may interfere 
with the management of the daily demands of dia-
betes care. It is important to acknowledge that the 
relationship between adherence and sleep disrup-
tion cannot be assumed to be causal. It may be that 
children who are less adherent with sleep recom
mendations are also less adherent to diabetes care.

It is noteworthy that parent-report of sleep 
difficulties was not correlated with hypoglyce-
mia. One investigation of hypoglycemic episodes 
at night indicated that the overall sleep structure 
and pattern did not change for children who 
experienced hypoglycemia at night [7]. However, 
children spent significantly more time in slow 
wave sleep and less time in REM sleep during 
episodes of hypoglycemia [7]. The lack of find-
ings related to hypoglycemia and sleep in the 
current study may be due to the absence of objec-
tive measures of sleep (e.g., PSG) and nocturnal 
hypoglycemia or the reliance on parent-report 
since parents are often not as aware of adolescent 

Table 1. Descriptive statistics for glycem/ic control and adherence variables.

Adherence/glycemic control variable  Mean Standard deviation Range

HbA1c† 10.2 1.7 7.8–16.8
Average CGM glucose‡ 208.92 40.41 127–306
% time in hypoglycemia‡ 6.4 7.26 0–28
Area below the curve‡ 1.11 1.60 0–7
% time in hyperglycemia‡ 57.29 18.20 9–98
Area above the curve‡ 55.25 28.01 2–130
Average # of BG tests/day§ 3.16 1.42 0–7
Self-reported adherence† 48.31 9.50 23–67
†n = 72.
‡n = 63.
§n = 65.
BG: Blood glucose; CGM: Continuous glucose monitor.

Table 2. Correlations among study variables.

 Study variable Sleeps more Sleeps less Overtired Trouble sleeping

HbA1c†  0.24**  0.03 -0.09 0.00
Average CGM glucose‡  0.26**  0.18 -0.02 0.24* 
Area below the curve‡  -0.15 -0.15 0.00 -0.18
Area above the curve‡  0.28**  0.15 -0.01 0.26** 
Average number of BG tests/day§  -0.30**  -0.03 -0.09 -0.07
Self-reported adherence†  -0.34*** 0.08 0.03 -0.09
Withdrawn/Depressed Scale (raw score) 0.45***  0.20 0.57***  0.34*** 
BMI 0.15 -0.05 0.14 0.08
†n = 72.
‡n = 63.
§n = 65.
*p < 0.08.
**p < 0.05.
***p < 0.01.
BG: Blood glucose; CGM: Continuous glucose monitor.
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nocturnal behaviors. Thus, further research is 
needed to examine sleep disruption and night-
time hypoglycemia in a sample of adolescents 
with varying levels of glycemic control and with 
multiple sources of sleep information.

There are limitations of the current study that 
should be considered when interpreting results. 
Data were taken from a study that was not 
designed to assess the relationship between sleep 
and diabetes management. Thus, sleep-specific 
measures and assessment of specific sleep disor-
ders were not included and assessment of sleep 
was based on parent-report. Although there is 
support for using the sleep items from the CBCL 
to assess sleep in secondary analyses [13], the sleep 
items used for the current study did not correct for 
age. Thus, additional research with adolescent and 

parent report sleep measures and objective sleep 
data (e.g., actigraphy, PSG) is needed to replicate 
the findings of the current study. Relatedly, par-
ents may underestimate the difficulties their child 
experiences throughout the night due to not typi-
cally being present while their child is sleeping as 
well as inaccuracy in estimating the amount of 
sleep adolescents require per night  [28]. Parents 
also overestimate the amount of sleep adolescents 
receive representing a more idealized pattern of 
sleep habits  [29]. In general, adolescents tend to 
receive less than a sufficient amount of sleep at 
night  [30] and previous research on adolescents 
with T1D suggests a similar tendency  [6]. The 
current study did not collect data on total sleep 
time and research on how total sleep time relates 
to adherence is necessary. It is also noteworthy that 

Table 3. Linear regressions of sleep predicting adherence and glycemic control.

Adherence/glycemic control variable Predictor R2  F Unstandardized beta Standardized beta t

Self-reported adherence   0.16 3.19**      
  Overtired     4.14 0.23 1.84*
  Sleeps less     2.46 0.12 0.90
  Sleep more     -6.77 -0.40 -3.17***
  Trouble sleeping     -2.18 -0.14 -0.99
Average number of BG tests/day   0.10 1.65      

Overtired     0.07 0.03 0.20
  Sleeps less     -0.11 -0.04 -0.23
  Sleep more     -0.86 -0.32 -2.40**
  Trouble sleeping     -0.08 -0.03 -0.20
HbA1c   0.12 2.24*      
  Overtired     -0.73 -0.23 -1.79
  Sleeps less     0.30 0.08 0.60
  Sleep more     1.11 0.37 2.87***
  Trouble sleeping     -0.10 -0.04 -0.26
Average CGM glucose   0.15 2.56**      
  Overtired     -14.37 -0.20 -1.45
  Sleeps less     13.37 0.14 1.01
  Sleep more     21.54 0.31 2.27**
  Trouble sleeping     12.58 0.16 1.16
Area below the curve   0.06 0.98      
  Overtired     0.30 0.10 0.72
  Sleeps less     -0.45 -0.12 -0.82
  Sleep more     -0.47 -0.17 -1.19
  Trouble sleeping     -0.36 -0.12 -0.79
Area above the curve   0.15 2.52*      
  Overtired     -9.57 -0.19 -1.39
  Sleeps less 6.04 0.09 0.66

Sleep more   14.88 0.31 2.26
Trouble sleeping   10.27 0.19 1.37

 *p < 0.08,
**p < 0.05.
***p < 0.01.
BG: Blood glucose; CGM: Continuous glucose monitor.
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the current sample consisted of adolescents in poor 
control who had agreed to participate in an inter-
vention study. Therefore, it is not known whether 
the current results would generalize to samples of 
children in adequate control. An additional limi-
tation is that a comparison group of adolescents 
without T1D was not included. Finally, given 
that all data is cross-sectional, conclusions about 
the directions of the relationship between sleep, 
adherence and glycemic control cannot be made.

Future research on sleep in children with 
T1D would benefit from the inclusion of mul-
tiple methods of assessment of sleep as well as 
measurement of other medical and psychosocial 
variables that may impact sleep and adherence 
(e.g., depression, hypoglycemic episodes at night). 
Sleep disorders such as sleep disordered breath-
ing, night eating and circadian rhythm disorders 
should also be examined in future studies. There 
are many factors that are known to impact sleep 
and it may be that other aspects of functioning, 
such as mood, may impact sleep, adherence and 
glycemic control and relationships among these 
variables. Although the current results did not 
support a relationship between parent report of 
withdrawal/depressive symptoms and sleep diffi-
culties, additional research with adolescent report 
of depressive symptoms is needed, as adolescents 
are typically better than parents at reporting on 
depressive symptoms [31]. It is also likely that the 
directionality of the relationships among sleep, 
adherence and glycemic control may vary across 
individuals. Longitudinal data would be benefi-
cial in better understanding these relationships.

Results of the current study support the need 
for routine assessment of sleep for adolescents 
with T1D who present to pediatric endocrinolo-
gists. Typical adolescent changes in sleep patterns 
on the weekend or during summer months are 
likely to disrupt diabetes routines and negatively 
impact adherence to diabetes care. Routine assess-
ment of sleep would provide the needed monitor-
ing of sleep habits and practices during adoles-
cence. Additionally, taken together with results 

of previous studies on disturbed sleep in ado-
lescents [7–8,26] and adults [32] with T1D, results 
suggest the need for research on interventions to 
improve sleep for adolescents with T1D.

Future perspective
Although future research with objective measures 
of sleep is needed to better understand relation-
ships among sleep, adherence and glycemic con-
trol, communication with endocrine providers 
about the importance of adequate sleep is likely 
to be beneficial for adolescents’ functioning. It is 
important to consider whether standard recom-
mendations about sleep should be given to adoles-
cents with T1D, as recommendations often vary 
across providers. Recommendations may include 
an emphasis on sleep hygiene and education 
regarding the importance of sleep for general and 
disease specific functioning. The integration of 
sleep interventions within standard diabetes care is 
likely to be a promising area of focus for the future.
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Table 4. Correlations between glycemic control and adherence.

 Adherence/glycemic control variable Self-reported 
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Average number of BG tests/day

HbA1c -0.29* -0.31*
Average CGM glucose -0.10 -0.02
Area below the curve 0.10 0.03
Area below the curve -0.12 -0.06
*p < 0.05.
BG: Blood glucose; CGM: Continuous glucose monitor.



Diabetes Manag. (2015) 5(4)264

Preliminary Communication  Hazen, Fehr, Fidler et al.

future science group

References
Articles of interest have been highlighted as:
• of interest; •• of considerable interest

1	 Osterberg L, Blascke T. Adherence to 
medication. N. Engl. J. Med. 353, 487–497 
(2005).

2	 Morris AD, Boyle DIR, McMahon AD et al. 
Adherence to insulin treatment, glycaemic 
control, and ketoacidosis in insulin-
dependent diabetes mellitus. 
Lancet 350(9090), 1505–1510 (1997).

3	 Hood KK, Rausch JR, Dolan LM. 
Depressive symptoms predict change in 
glycemic control in adolescents with Type 1 
diabetes: rates, magnitude, and moderators 
of change. Pediatr. Diabetes 12(8), 718–723 
(2011).

4	 McNally K, Rohan J, Shroff Pendley J, 
Delameter A, Drotar D. Executive 
functioning, treatment adherence, and 
glycemic control in children with Type 1 
diabetes. Diabetes Care 33(6), 1159–1162 
(2010).

5	 Hilliard ME, Guilfoyle SM, Dolan LM, 
Hood KK. Prediction of adolescents’ 
glycemic control 1 year after diabetes-specific 
conflict. Arch. Pediatr. Adolesc. Med. 165(7), 
624–629 (2011).

6	 Estrada CL, Danielson KK, Drum ML, 
Lipton R. Insufficient sleep in young patients 
with diabetes and their families. Biol. Res. 
Nurs. 14(1), 48–54 (2012).

••	 Examined sleep in children and adolescents 
with Type 1 diabetes. Approximately 41% 
of children and adolescents reported 
insufficient sleep.

7	 Matyka KA, Crawford C, Wiggs L, Dunger 
DB, Stores G. Alterations in sleep physiology 
in young children with insulin-dependent 
diabetes mellitus: relationship to nocturnal 
hypoglycemia. J. Pediatr. 137(2), 233–238 
(2000).

••	 Sleep in children with and without Type 1 
diabetes was compared. Children with Type 
1 diabetes had more awakenings than 
children without Type 1 diabetes but 
nocturnal hypoglycemia did not have a 
significant impact on sleep.

8	 Perfect MM, Patel PG, Scott RE et al. Sleep, 
glucose, and daytime functioning in youth 
with Type 1 diabetes. Sleep. 35(1), 81–88 
(2012).

••	 Polysomnography, actigraphy and 
self-report measures were used to assess 
sleep in adolescents with and without Type 
1 diabetes. Adolescents with Type 1 
diabetes exhibited less slow wave sleep, 

which was related to worse glycemic 
control.

9	 Gabriely I, Shamoon H. Awakenings from 
sleep and hypoglycemia in Type 1 diabetes 
mellitus. PLoS. Med. 4(2), 0239–0240 
(2007).

10	 Jauch-Chara K, Schultes B. Sleep and the 
response to hypoglycemia. Best Pract. Res. 
Cl. En. 24, 801–805 (2010).

11	 Cousino M, Hazen R, MacLeish S, 
Gubitosi-Klug R, Cuttler L. Quality of life 
among youth with poorly controlled Type 1 
diabetes: role of family conflict and sharing 
of treatment responsibility. Diabetes 
Manage. 3(6), 449–457 (2013).

12	 Achenbach TM, Rescorla LA. . Manual for 
the ASEBA School-Age Forms & 
Profiles. University of Vermont, Research 
Center for Children, Youth, & Families, VT, 
USA (2001).

13	 Gregory AM, Cousins JC, Forbes EE et al. 
Sleep items in the Child Behavior Checklist: 
a comparison with sleep diaries, actigraphy, 
and polysomnography. J. Am. Acad. Child 
Adolesc. Psychiatry 50(5), 499–507 (2011).

•	 Examined how individual items from the 
Child Behavior Checklist (CBCL) related 
to other measures of sleep. Results 
supported the use of individual items on 
the CBCL for assessing sleep in secondary 
data analyses.

14	 Alfano CA, Beidel DC, Turner SM, Lewin 
DS. Preliminary evidence for sleep 
complaints among children referred for 
anxiety. Sleep. Med. 7, 467–473 (2006).

15	 Beebe DW, Krivitzky L, Wells CT, Wade SL, 
Taylor HG, Yeates KO. Brief report: parental 
report of sleep behaviors following moderate 
or severe pediatric traumatic brain 
injury. J. Pediatr. Psychol. 32(7), 845–850 
(2007).

16	 Gregory AM, O’Connor TG. Sleep problems 
in childhood: a longitudinal study of 
developmental change and association with 
behavioral problems. J. Am. Acad. Child 
Adolesc. Psychiatry 41(8), 964–971 (2002).

17	 Storch EA, Milsom V, Lack CW et al. 
Sleep-related problems in youth with 
Tourette’s syndrome and chronic tic disorder. 
Child. Adolesc. Mental Health. 14(2), 97–103 
(2009).

18	 La Greca AM. Brief Manual for the Self Care 
Inventory. FL, USA (1992).

19	 Davis C L, Delamater AM, Shaw KH et al. 
Brief report: parenting styles, regimen 
adherence, and glycemic control in 4- 
to 10 year-old children with diabetes. 
J. Pediatr. Psychol.26, 123–129 (2001).

20	 Delamater AM, Applegate B, Shaw K, Eidson 
M, Szapocznik J, Nemery R. What accounts for 
poor metabolic control in minority youths with 
diabetes. Ann. Behav. Med. 19, S064 (1997).

21	 La Greca AM, Swales T, Klemp S, Madigan S, 
Skyler JS. Adolescents with diabetes: gender 
differences in psychosocial functioning and 
glycemic control. Child. Health Care 24, 61–78 
(1995).

22	 Cryer P. Glucose homeostasis and 
hypoglycemia. In: Williams Textbook of 
Endocrinology (11th edition). Kronenberg H, 
Melmed S, Polonsky K, Larsen PR (Eds). 
Saunders, PA, USA (2007).

23	 Neylon OM, O’Connell MA, Skinner TC, 
Cameron FJ. Demographic and personal factors 
associated with metabolic control and self-care 
in youth with Type 1 diabetes: a systematic 
review. Diabetes Metab. Res. Rev. 29, 257–272 
(2013).

24	 Meltzer LJ, Bennett Johnson S, Prine JM, 
Banks RA, Desrosiers PM, Silverstein JH. 
Disordered eating, body mass, and glycemic 
control in adolescents with Type 1 diabetes. 
Diabetes Care 24(4), 678–683 (2001).

25	 Kralovic S, Spilsbury JC, Ievers-Landis C, 
Cuttler L, Narasimhan S, Rosen C. Parent-
reported habitual snoring and depressive 
symptoms among children and adolescents who 
are obese. Child. Health Care 41(3), 233–245 
(2012).

26	 Pillar G, Schuscheim G, Weiss R et al. 
Interactions between hypoglycemia and sleep 
architecture in children with Type 1 diabetes 
mellitus. J Pediatr. 142, 163–168 (2003).

••	 Children with Type 1 diabetes who had rapid 
changes in blood glucose levels at night were 
more likely to have awakenings. 
Hypoglycemia was not associated with 
awakenings.

27	 Turnbull K, Reid GJ, Morton JB. Behavioral 
sleep problems and their potential impact on 
developing executive function in children. 
Sleep 36(7), 1077–1084 (2013).

28	 Schreck K, Richdale A. Knowledge of 
childhood sleep: a possible variable in under or 
misdiagnosis of childhood sleep problems. 
J. Sleep Res., 20, 589–597 (2011).

29	 Short M, Gradisar M, Lack L, Wright H, 
Chatburn A. Estimating adolescent sleep 
patterns: parent reports versus adolescent 
self-report surveys, sleep diaries, and actigraphy. 
Nat. Sci. Sleep. 5, 23–26 (2013).

30	 National Sleep Foundation. Sleep in America 
annual poll: teens and sleep(2006).  
http://sleepfoundation.org/sites/default

31	 Lewis AJ, Bertino MD, Bailey CM, Skewes J, 
Lubman DI, Toumbourou JW. Depression 



265

and suicidal behavior in adolescents: a 
mutli-informant and multi-methods approach 
to diagnostic classification. Front. Psychol. 5, 
1–9 (2014).

32	 Donga E, van Dijk M, van Dijk JF et al. Partial 
sleep restriction decreases insulin sensitivity in 
Type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Care 33(7), 
1573–1577 (2010).

•	 Sleep restriction was examined in adults 
with Type 1 diabetes. Sleep restriction for 
one night was induced and was associated 
with increased peripheral insulin resistance.

future science group www.futuremedicine.com

Sleep & diabetes care  Preliminary Communication




