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Purpose: The aim of this cross-sectional study was to compare the Arabic version of International Physical Activity Questionnaire 
(IPAQ) measured moderate-to-vigorous physical activity (MVPA) with accelerometer-measured MVPA in people with diabetes.
Methods: From 2020 to 2022 physical activity was measured people ≥18 years with type 1 or type 2 diabetes in Kuwait. Self-reported 
MVPA was measured over 7 days with the Arabic version of the IPAQ. During the same 7-day period wrist worn accelerometers were 
used to objectively measure MVPA. IPAQ MVPA was calculated both including and excluding walking physical activity. MVPA 
measures were compared by limits of agreement approach, Pearson correlations and concordance correlations.
Results: We recruited 240 participants with type 1 diabetes and 343 participants with type 2 diabetes for the study. In people with type 
1 diabetes, there were no concordance correlations between IPAQ MVPA, both including (rho = −0.011 (−0.038, 0.017), p = 0.444) 
and excluding (rho = −0.001 (−0.067, 0.065), p = 0.978) walking physical activity. MVPA measured by IPAQ was 43.3(−85.6, 172.2) 
min/day higher than accelerometer-measured MVPA, when including walking, and 8.88(−60.4, 78.2) min/day higher, when excluding 
walking. In people with type 2 diabetes, there were significant positive concordance correlations between IPAQ MVPA, both including 
(rho = 0.038 (0.02, 0.06), p < 0.001) and excluding (rho = 0.34 (0.27, 0.41), p < 0.001) walking physical activity. MVPA measured by 
IPAQ was 62.3 (95% CI −61.5 to 186.0) min/day higher than accelerometer-measured MVPA, when including walking, and 4.0 (95% 
CI −34.1 to 42.0) min/day higher, when excluding walking.
Conclusion: In people with type 1 or type 2 diabetes, caution should be exercised when using the Arabic version of the IPAQ to 
measure MVPA.
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Introduction
Currently, 537 million adults (age: 20–79 years) worldwide are living with diabetes, with a current prevalence of 10%; 
this number is projected to reach 643 million by 2030 and 784 million by 2045.1 In 2021, diabetes accounted for 
6.7 million deaths globally.1 Diabetes, both type 1 and type 2, increases the risk of microvascular diseases, such as 
neuropathy, nephropathy, and retinopathy, and macrovascular diseases, such as coronary artery disease, peripheral arterial 
disease, stroke, and other related complications.2,3 Adults with type 1 and type 2 diabetes experience roughly 2–3x 
increased risk of cardiovascular disease, which accounts for ~80% of deaths for patients with these conditions.4–6 

Undeniably, diabetes is a global issue, but it is of particular concern in many Arabic countries, like Kuwait, where the 
age-adjusted comparative prevalence of diabetes in adults (age: 20–79 years) is estimated to be 24.9%.1 This is the third 
highest prevalence of any country/territory in the world and is projected to increase to 29.8% in 2045.1
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The treatment of diabetes is multifaceted, comprising both pharmacological and lifestyle interventions. Recent years 
have witnessed significant advances in both pharmacological and lifestyle interventions, such as the successes of sodium- 
glucose cotransporter-2 (SGLT2) inhibitors and glucagon-like peptide-1 receptor agonist therapies, as well as low-calorie 
total diet replacement strategies7–9 which are particularly useful in people with overweight or obesity. Another aspect of 
lifestyle that is crucial in preventing and managing diabetes is physical activity, the benefits of which include, but are not 
restricted to, reduced risk of CVD and improved glycaemic control.10–13 While physical activity levels are usually low 
worldwide, this can be a particular issue in Arabic countries in the Middle East where high prevalence of insufficient 
physical activity (not meeting the World Health Organization (WHO) guidelines of 150 min/week of moderate of 75 min/ 
week of vigorous or an equivalent combination of the two) has been reported with Kuwait, Saudi Arabia and Iraq having 
the 1st, 3rd and 4th highest prevalence of insufficient physical activity in the world.14 For example, we have previously 
shown that only ~15% of adults with type 2 diabetes in Kuwait are sufficiently physically active.15 Data on physical 
activity levels in the Arab world, which includes ~450million people, are scarce and are primarily based on Arabic 
versions of questionnaires such as the International Physical Activity Questionnaire (IPAQ) or the Global Physical 
Activity Questionnaire (GPAQ). Whilst this is informative, it is known that there can be misreporting of physical activity 
when using a questionnaire16 and, furthermore, this can underestimate the strength of the relationship between physical 
activity and risk biomarkers.17 To our knowledge, there has been no comparison of IPAQ measured moderate-to-vigorous 
physical activity (MVPA) with accelerometer-measured physical activity in people with diabetes in Kuwait.

The aim of the current study was to compare the Arabic version of IPAQ measured MVPA with accelerometer- 
measured MVPA in people with diabetes.

Materials and Methods
Study Setting and Participants
From 2020 to 2022 people with type 1 or type 2 diabetes aged ≥18 years, attending clinics or participating in ongoing 
research at the Dasman Diabetes Institute, were invited to participate in the study. The study was fully explained to the 
participants, both orally and in writing, prior to them providing written informed consent. The study was approved by the 
Dasman Diabetes Institute Ethical Review Committee and followed the guidelines set out in the Declaration of Helsinki.

Demographics
Demographic information was collected from electronic health records and included age, co-morbid conditions, medical 
history, body weight (kg), height (cm), BMI (kg/m2), waist circumference (cm), and HbA1c (%).

Accelerometery
Participants were issued with a GENEActiv original accelerometer and instructed to wear this 24h per day for a 7-day 
period. The accelerometer was set to record at 100Hz. Data extraction and processing was performed using GGIR.18 

Acceleration data collected was calibrated to local gravity using the methods established by van Hees et al.19 Physical 
activity levels were quantified using methods previously described20,21 with thresholds of 40mg for light activity, 100mg 
for moderate activity and 400mg for vigorous activity. MVPA was quantified in bouts of at least 10 minutes using the 
following criteria (boutcriter.mvpa = 0.8) for interruptions, as previously suggested:22 1) A single interruption can last <1 
min, 2) Repeated interruptions are allowed provided that their total time does not exceed 20% of the bout duration and 3) 
The time spent in the interruptions is included in the duration of the MVPA bout. A valid day was defined as having >16 
hours of data in it, and we excluded participants with less than 3 valid days of data or if wear data were not present for 
each 15-minute period of the 24-hour cycle.

International Physical Activity Questionnaire
Physical activity was measured using the short-form Arabic Version of IPAQ that asks participants to report (in bouts of 
10 mins or more) the amount of walking undertaken and participation in moderate and vigorous activities.23 The IPAQ 
has walking as a separate activity from moderate activity, explicitly excluding walking in the moderate activity questions. 
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Depending on the intensity of walking, it can be classified as either light or moderate physical activity.24 For comparisons 
with the accelerometer derived MVPA we, therefore, estimated MVPA (min/day) from the IPAQ, as (1 × moderate 
physical activity) + (2 × vigorous physical activity), both including and excluding walking time as a moderate physical 
activity.

Statistical Analysis
Data were analysed using R (Version 1.4.1717). Accelerometer and IPAQ MVPA (min/day) were compared using a limit 
of agreement approach.25 Associations between accelerometer and IPAQ MVPA were assessed using Pearson correla
tions (r) and concordance correlation coefficients (rho). The latter correlation measures how far the best-fit line deviates 
from the 45° line (y = x), providing a composite measure of correlation and agreement.26,27

Results
Participants
The participant demographics of those included in the current study are presented in Table 1. In the group of people with 
type 1 diabetes, 48% of participants were females, with an average age of 45 years, HbA1c of 8.1%, duration of diabetes 
of 16 years, a BMI of 27.5 kg/m2 and a waist circumference of 88 cm. In the group of people with type 2 diabetes, 47.8% 
of participants were females, with an average age of 60 year, HbA1c of 7.7%, duration of diabetes of 17 years, a BMI of 
31.6 kg/m2 and a waist circumference of 104 cm.

Comparison of IPAQ with Accelerometer Derived MVPA – People with Type 1 
Diabetes
The correlations between IPAQ and accelerometer-measured MVPA are shown in Figure 1. When IPAQ MVPA 
including walking activity, no correlation (r = −0.05, 95% CI 0.18 to 0.08, p = 0.444) or concordance correlation 
(rho=−0.011, 95% CI −0.038 to 0.017, p = 0.444) was seen. When walking activity was excluded from IPAQ MVPA, no 
correlation (r = −0.03, 95% CI −0.13 to 0.12, p = 0.978) or concordance correlation (rho = −0.001, 95% CI −0.067 to 
0.065, p = 0.978) was seen.

The Bland-Altman plots comparing IPAQ and accelerometer-measured MVPA are shown with IPAQ MVPA includ
ing (Figure 2A) and excluding (Figure 2B) walking physical activity as MVPA. When walking was included in the 
MVPA calculation, there was a mean difference in MVPA of 43.3(95% CI −85.6 to 172.2) min/day, being higher when 

Table 1 Demographics and Physical Activity Data for Participants with Type 1 or 2 Diabetes in Kuwait

Type 1 Diabetes (n=240) Type 2 Diabetes (n=343)

Number of females (%) 116 (48) 164 (48)

Age (years) 44.77 (14.43) 60.17 (10.77)

HbA1c (%) 8.18 (1.64) 7.74 (1.47)

Duration of diabetes 16.50 (12.82) 17.35 (10.12)

Height (cm) 164.77 (9.12) 164.24 (9.95)

Body mass (kg) 74.67 (14.77) 85.19 (17.60)

BMI (kg/m2) 27.47 (4.71) 31.60 (6.09)

Waist circumference 88.28 (14.09) 104.48 (13.58)

Accelerometer MVPA in 10 min bouts (min/day) 5.53 (10.16) 3.99 (10.44)

IPAQ MVPA (excluding walking) in 10 min bouts (min/day) 14.41 (33.84) 7.96 (21.65)

IPAQ MVPA (including walking) in 10 min bouts (min/day) 48.87 (64.47) 66.26 (64.75)
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measured with the IPAQ, with no obvious bias in the plot (Figure 2A). When walking was excluded in the MVPA 
calculation, there was a mean difference in MVPA of 8.88(95% CI −60.4 to 78.2) min/day, being higher when measured 
with the IPAQ, with a visual tendency IPAQ to overestimate MVPA at lower accelerometer-measured MVPA, and vice 
versa at higher accelerometer-measured MVPA (Figure 2B).

Figure 1 Correlation between MPVA measured using the IPAQ and accelerometer MVPA in people with type 1 diabetes. IPAQ MVPA includes walking, moderate and 
vigorous activity in (A) and only moderate and vigorous activity in (B).

Figure 2 Bland-Altman Plot comparing MPVA measured using (A) the IPAQ (sum of walking, moderate and vigorous activity) and accelerometer MVPA and (B) the IPAQ 
(sum of moderate and vigorous activity) in people with type 1 diabetes. Solid line represents the mean and the red dashed lines the 95% CI.
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Comparison of IPAQ with Accelerometer Derived MVPA – People with Type 2 
Diabetes
The correlations between IPAQ and accelerometer-measured MVPA are shown in Figure 3. When IPAQ MVPA 
included walking activity a positive correlation (r = 0.23, 95% CI 0.13 to 0.33, p < 0.001) and concordance correlation 
(rho = 0.038, 95% CI 0.02 to 0.06), p < 0.001) was seen. When walking activity was excluded from IPAQ MVPA 
a positive correlation (r = 0.44, 95% CI 0.35 to 0.52, p < 0.001) and concordance correlation (rho = 0.34, 95% CI 0.27 
to 0.41, p < 0.001) was seen.

The Bland-Altman plots comparing IPAQ and accelerometer-measured MVPA are shown with IPAQ MVPA includ
ing (Figure 4A) and excluding (Figure 4B) walking physical activity as MVPA. When walking was included in the 
MVPA calculation, there was a mean difference in MVPA of 62.3(95% CI −61.5 to 186.0) min/day, being higher when 
measured with the IPAQ, with no obvious bias in the plot (Figure 4A). When walking was excluded in the MVPA 
calculation, there was a mean difference in MVPA of 4.0(95% CI −34.1 to 42.0) min/day, being higher when measured 
with the IPAQ, with a visual tendency of IPA to overestimate MVPA at lower accelerometer-measured MVPA and vice 
versa at higher accelerometer-measured MVPA (Figure 4B).

Discussion
The current study compared self-reported (IPAQ) physical activity with accelerometer-measured MVPA in people with 
diabetes in Kuwait. In people with type 2 diabetes, our data demonstrated a significant correlation and concordance 
correlation between IPAQ and accelerometer-measured MPVA, although this was relatively weak when IPAQ MVPA 
including walking activity. Similarly, the mean difference in MVPA was over an hour/day when walking was included in 
IPAQ MVPA and was around 4 min/day when walking activity was excluded. In people with type 1 diabetes no 
correlation or concordance correlations were found, regardless of whether including or excluding walking activity from 
the MVPA calculation in the IPAQ. The mean difference was over 40 min/day when walking was included in IPAQ 
MVPA and was around 8 min/day when walking activity was excluded.

In the current analysis IPAQ MVPA was calculated separately including and excluding walking physical activity, 
which had a considerable effect on the results. In the compendium of physical activity,24 walking activities span the light 
to vigorous intensity range and so its inclusion in the calculation of MVPA is controversial. For example, walking at 2 

Figure 3 Correlation between MPVA measured using the IPAQ and accelerometer MVPA in people with type 2 diabetes. IPAQ MVPA includes walking, moderate and 
vigorous activity in (A) and only moderate and vigorous activity in (B).
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mph on a level firm surface would be a light intensity activity, whilst walking at 3.5mph would be a moderate activity 
and walking at 4.5 mph would be a vigorous activity. This is of course dependent on the individual performing the 
physical activity. Previous work has generally included walking activity in the calculation of MVPA using the IPAQ.17,28 

One of the limitations of the IPAQ is that it does not discriminate the speed of walking but the fact that the exclusion of 
walking activity from MVPA resulted in a closer association to accelerometer-based MVPA indicates the participants in 
the current study were most likely walking at a light intensity speed. This is further supported by previous findings that 
the median locomotion walking speed was 2 mph in people with type 2 diabetes (age 40–70) in Canada,29 although this is 
likely to be faster in our younger sample of people with type 1 diabetes. It is, of course, also possible that the 
accelerometer thresholds we have employed are not valid in the current populations and may misclassify physical 
activity intensity and explain some of the differences seen between people with type 1 and people with type 2 diabetes. 
Further work to establish appropriate thresholds are required in the current populations to explore this further.

Previous systematic reviews which have compared self-reported (diaries or logs; questionnaires; surveys; and recall 
interviews) and direct (doubly labelled water, indirect or direct calorimetry, accelerometery, pedometry, heart rate 
monitoring, global positioning systems, and direct observation) measures have reported mixed results with no clear 
trends found, with a mix of over and under reporting,30 most likely due to the broad heterogeneity in methods and 
reporting of data. Some studies have compared IPAQ and accelerometer-measured MVPA, again, with mixed results. 
For example, Dyrstad et al,16 in a representative sample of 11,515 adults (20–84 years), found a significant but weak 
correlation between moderate and vigorous physical activity measured with IPAQ vs accelerometer. Moderate intensity 
physical activity, in 10 min blocks (allowing 2 min of interruptions), and self-reported moderate activity (excluding 
walking) was 70% lower than corresponding accelerometer data. In the work of Celis-Morales et al,17 in 317 adults 
(18–73 years) in Chile, comparing IPAQ with accelerometer (hip-worn) data, moderate activity (including walking) 
was over-reported by 55 min and vigorous activity by 8 min which is similar to the findings of the current study. 
Alongside our data, this indicates that the exclusion of walking from IPAQ measured MVPA may be optimal.

There is currently a paucity of physical activity data in Arabic populations, with data indicating generally low levels 
of activity.15,31 The current data is important as it demonstrates that the Arabic version of the questionnaire derived from 
MVPA can, depending on processing, be reasonably comparable to data measured with accelerometers in people with 
type 2 diabetes but not in people with type 1 diabetes. This difference between people with type 1 and type 2 diabetes 

Figure 4 Bland-Altman Plot comparing MPVA measured using (A) the IPAQ (sum of walking, moderate and vigorous activity) and accelerometer MVPA and (B) the IPAQ 
(sum of moderate and vigorous activity) in people with type 2 diabetes. Solid line represents the mean and the red dashed lines the 95% CI.
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may be partially due to age difference in these groups, rather than the type of diabetes per se. With high levels of physical 
inactivity and high levels of diabetes in Arab populations, this knowledge will be important in the development, 
implementation and surveillance of strategies to increase MVPA.

The current study is not without limitations. We studied a sample of people with diabetes, so the findings are only 
generalisable to this population, and further work is needed to compare IPAQ and accelerometer-derived MVPA in the 
broader Arab population. We chose wrist worn accelerometers due to their ease of wear and convenience for participants, 
but it is worth noting that wrist worn accelerometers are generally less accurate than waist worn accelerometers.32 As 
mentioned previously, the derivation of cut-points to quantify the intensity of activity specific to the current population is 
needed. It is also worth noting that there are also more useful data that can be generated with accelerometers that cannot 
be quantified with questionnaires.33–37

Conclusions
The current study compared self-reported (Arabic version of IPAQ) physical activity with accelerometer-measured 
MVPA in people with diabetes in Kuwait. We found that, when excluding walking activity from the IPAQ-derived 
data, there is a reasonably close relationship between IPAQ and accelerometer-measured MVPA in people with type 2, 
but not type 1, diabetes, although variability was high. Caution is, therefore, required when using the Arabic version of 
the IPAQ to measure MVPA and it may be prudent, where possible to measure MVPA with accelerometers such as for 
national surveillance of physical activity levels.

Author Contributions
All authors made a significant contribution to the work reported, whether that is in the conception, study design, 
execution, acquisition of data, analysis and interpretation, or in all these areas; took part in drafting, revising or critically 
reviewing the article; gave final approval of the version to be published; have agreed on the journal to which the article 
has been submitted; and agree to be accountable for all aspects of the work.

Funding
The study has been funded by the Kuwait Foundation of Advancement of Science (KFAS) and the Ministry of Health, 
Kuwait. The funding agency did not influence the study design, data analysis, interpretation, or report preparation.

Disclosure
The authors report no completion interests in this work.

References
1. Diabetes Atlas. International diabetes federation. Diabetes Atlas; 2021.
2. Klein R, Klein BEK, Moss SE. Relation of glycemic control to diabetic microvascular complications in diabetes mellitus. Ann Intern Med. 

1996;124(1_Part_2):90–96. doi:10.7326/0003-4819-124-1_Part_2-199601011-00003
3. Fowler MJ. Microvascular and Macrovascular Complications of Diabetes. Clin Diabetes. 2008;26(2):77LP–82. doi:10.2337/diaclin.26.2.77
4. Rawshani A, Sattar N, Franzén S, et al. Excess mortality and cardiovascular disease in young adults with type 1 diabetes in relation to age at onset: 

a nationwide, register-based cohort study. Lancet. 2018;392(10146):477–486. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(18)31506-X
5. Livingstone SJ, Looker HC, Hothersall EJ, et al. Risk of cardiovascular disease and total mortality in adults with type 1 diabetes: Scottish registry 

linkage study. PLoS Med. 2012;9(10):e1001321. doi:10.1371/journal.pmed.1001321
6. Morrish NJ, Wang SL, Stevens LK, Fuller JH, Keen H. Mortality and causes of death in the WHO multinational study of vascular disease 

inDiabetes. Diabetologia. 2001;44:S14–21. doi:10.1007/pl00002934
7. Zinman B, Wanner C, Lachin JM, et al. Empagliflozin, cardiovascular outcomes, and mortality in type 2 diabetes. N Engl J Med. 2015;373 

(22):2117–2128. doi:10.1056/NEJMoa1504720
8. Marso SP, Daniels GH, Brown-Frandsen K, et al. Liraglutide and cardiovascular outcomes in type 2 diabetes. N Engl J Med. 2016;375(4):311–322. 

doi:10.1056/NEJMoa1603827
9. Lean MEJ, Leslie WS, Barnes AC, et al. Durability of a primary care-led weight-management intervention for remission of type 2 diabetes: 2-year 

results of the DiRECT open-label, cluster-randomised trial. Lancet Diabetes Endocrinol. 2019;8587(19):1–12. doi:10.1016/S2213-8587(19)30068-3
10. Umpierre D, Kramer CK, Leita CB, Gross JL, Ribeiro JP, Schaan BD. CLINICIAN’ S corner physical activity advice only or structured with HbA 

1c Levels in Type 2 Diabetes. JAMA. 2011;306(6):607–610.
11. Cheng W, Zhang Z, Cheng W, Yang C, Diao L, Liu W. Associations of leisure-time physical activity with cardiovascular mortality: a systematic 

review and meta-analysis of 44 prospective cohort studies. Eur J Prev Cardiol. 2018;25(17):1864–1872. doi:10.1177/2047487318795194

Diabetes, Metabolic Syndrome and Obesity 2024:17                                                                          https://doi.org/10.2147/DMSO.S474202                                                                                                                                                                                                                       

DovePress                                                                                                                       
3497

Dovepress                                                                                                                                                       Al Ozairi et al

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-124-1_Part_2-199601011-00003
https://doi.org/10.2337/diaclin.26.2.77
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)31506-X
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001321
https://doi.org/10.1007/pl00002934
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1504720
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1603827
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-8587(19)30068-3
https://doi.org/10.1177/2047487318795194
https://www.dovepress.com
https://www.dovepress.com


12. Chimen M, Kennedy A, Nirantharakumar K, Pang TT, Andrews R, Narendran P. What are the health benefits of physical activity in type 1 diabetes 
mellitus? A literature review. Diabetologia. 2012;55(3):542–551. doi:10.1007/s00125-011-2403-2

13. Colberg SR, Sigal RJ, Yardley JE, et al. Physical activity/exercise and diabetes: a position statement of the American diabetes association. Diabetes 
Care. 2016;39(11):2065LP–2079. doi:10.2337/dc16-1728

14. Guthold R, Stevens GA, Riley LM, Bull FC. Worldwide trends in insufficient physical activity from 2001 to 2016: a pooled analysis of 358 
population-based surveys with 1·9 million participants. Lancet Glob Health. 2018;6(10):e1077–e1086. doi:10.1016/S2214-109X(18)30357-7

15. Al Ozairi E, Alsaeed D, Al Roudhan D, et al. A comparison of physical activity, muscle strength, and sleep between people with type 2 diabetes in 
Kuwait and the UK: a cross-sectional study. Front Endocrinol (Lausanne). 2022:13. doi:10.3389/fendo.2022.1067227

16. Dyrstad SM, Hansen BH, Holme IM, Anderssen SA. Comparison of self-reported versus accelerometer-measured physical activity. Med Sci Sports 
Exerc. 2014;46(1):1.

17. Celis-Morales CA, Perez-Bravo F, Ibanez L, Salas C, Bailey MES, Gill JMR. Objective vs. self-reported physical activity and sedentary time: 
effects of measurement method on relationships with risk biomarkers. PLoS One. 2012;7(5):e36345. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0036345

18. Migueles JH, Rowlands AV, Huber F, Sabia S, van Hees VT. GGIR: a research community–driven open source r package for generating physical 
activity and sleep outcomes from multi-day raw accelerometer data. J Meas Phys Behav. 2019;2(3):188–196. doi:10.1123/jmpb.2018-0063

19. van Hees VT, Fang Z, Langford J, et al. Autocalibration of accelerometer data for free-living physical activity assessment using local gravity and 
temperature: an evaluation on four continents. J Appl Physiol. 2014;117(7):738–744. doi:10.1152/japplphysiol.00421.2014

20. Sabia S, van Hees VT, Shipley MJ, et al. Association between questionnaire- and accelerometer-assessed physical activity: the role of socio
demographic factors. Am J Epidemiol. 2014;179(6):781–790. doi:10.1093/aje/kwt330

21. van Hees VT, Gorzelniak L, Dean León EC, et al. Separating movement and gravity components in an acceleration signal and implications for the 
assessment of human daily physical activity. PLoS One. 2013;8(4):e61691. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0061691

22. Mâsse LC, Fuemmeler BF, Anderson CB, et al. Accelerometer data reduction: a comparison of four reduction algorithms on select outcome 
variables. Med Sci Sports Exerc. 2005;37(11):S544–S554. doi:10.1249/01.MSS.0000185674.09066.8A

23. Craig CL, Marshall AL, Sjostrom M, et al. International physical activity questionnaire: 12-country reliability and validity. Med Sci Sports Exerc. 
2003;35(8):1381–1395. doi:10.1249/01.MSS.0000078924.61453.FB

24. Ainsworth BE, Haskell WL, Herrmann SD, et al. 2011 compendium of physical activities: a second update of codes and MET values. Med Sci 
Sports Exerc. 2011;43(8):1575–1581. doi:10.1249/MSS.0B013E31821ECE12

25. Bland JM, Altman DG. Measuring agreement in method comparison studies. Stat Methods Med Res. 1999;8(2):135–160. doi:10.1177/ 
096228029900800204

26. Lin LIK. A concordance correlation coefficient to evaluate reproducibility. Biometrics. 1989;45(1):255–268. doi:10.2307/2532051
27. Lin L. A note on the concordance correlation coefficient. Biometrics. 2000;56(1):324–325. doi:10.1111/J.0006-341X.2000.00324.X
28. Fiedler J, Eckert T, Burchartz A, Woll A, Wunsch K. Comparison of self-reported and device-based measured physical activity using measures of 

stability, reliability, and validity in adults and children. Sensors. 2021;21(8):2672. doi:10.3390/s21082672
29. Johnson ST, Tudor-Locke C, McCargar LJ, Bell RC. Measuring habitual walking speed of people with type 2 diabetes: are they meeting 

recommendations? Diabetes Care. 2005;28(6):1503–1504. doi:10.2337/diacare.28.6.1503
30. Prince SA, Adamo KB, Hamel ME, Hardt J, Gorber SC, Tremblay M. A comparison of direct versus self-report measures for assessing physical 

activity in adults: a systematic review. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 2008;5(1):56. doi:10.1186/1479-5868-5-56
31. Chaabane S, Chaabna K, Abraham A, Mamtani R, Cheema S. Physical activity and sedentary behaviour in the Middle East and North Africa: an 

overview of systematic reviews and meta-analysis. Sci Rep. 2020;10(1):9363. doi:10.1038/s41598-020-66163-x
32. Tudor-Locke C, Barreira TV, Schuna JM. Comparison of step outputs for waist and wrist accelerometer attachment sites. Med Sci Sports Exerc. 

2015;47(4):839–842. doi:10.1249/MSS.0000000000000476
33. Rowlands AV, Edwardson CL, Davies MJ, Khunti K, Harrington DM, Yates T. Beyond cut points: accelerometer metrics that capture the physical 

activity profile. Med Sci Sports Exerc. 2018;50(6):1323–1332. doi:10.1249/MSS.0000000000001561
34. V RA, Fairclough SJ, Yates TOM, et al. Activity intensity, volume, and norms: utility and interpretation of accelerometer metrics. Med Sci Sports 

Exerc. 2019;51(11):2410–2422. doi:10.1249/MSS.0000000000002047
35. Rowlands AV, Dawkins NP, Maylor B, et al. Enhancing the value of accelerometer-assessed physical activity: meaningful visual comparisons of 

data-driven translational accelerometer metrics. Sports Med Open. 2019;5(1):47. doi:10.1186/s40798-019-0225-9
36. Rowlands AV, Sherar LB, Fairclough SJ, et al. A data-driven, meaningful, easy to interpret, standardised accelerometer outcome variable for global 

surveillance. J Sci Med Sport. 2019;22(10):1132–1138. doi:10.1016/j.jsams.2019.06.016
37. Willetts M, Hollowell S, Aslett L, Holmes C, Doherty A. Statistical machine learning of sleep and physical activity phenotypes from sensor data in 

96,609 UK Biobank participants. bioRxiv. 2017;187625. doi:10.1101/187625

Diabetes, Metabolic Syndrome and Obesity                                                                                       Dovepress 

Publish your work in this journal 
Diabetes, Metabolic Syndrome and Obesity is an international, peer-reviewed open-access journal committed to the rapid publication of the 
latest laboratory and clinical findings in the fields of diabetes, metabolic syndrome and obesity research. Original research, review, case reports, 
hypothesis formation, expert opinion and commentaries are all considered for publication. The manuscript management system is completely 
online and includes a very quick and fair peer-review system, which is all easy to use. Visit http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php to 
read real quotes from published authors.  

Submit your manuscript here: https://www.dovepress.com/diabetes-metabolic-syndrome-and-obesity-journal

DovePress                                                                                              Diabetes, Metabolic Syndrome and Obesity 2024:17 3498

Al Ozairi et al                                                                                                                                                        Dovepress

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00125-011-2403-2
https://doi.org/10.2337/dc16-1728
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(18)30357-7
https://doi.org/10.3389/fendo.2022.1067227
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0036345
https://doi.org/10.1123/jmpb.2018-0063
https://doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.00421.2014
https://doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwt330
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0061691
https://doi.org/10.1249/01.MSS.0000185674.09066.8A
https://doi.org/10.1249/01.MSS.0000078924.61453.FB
https://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0B013E31821ECE12
https://doi.org/10.1177/096228029900800204
https://doi.org/10.1177/096228029900800204
https://doi.org/10.2307/2532051
https://doi.org/10.1111/J.0006-341X.2000.00324.X
https://doi.org/10.3390/s21082672
https://doi.org/10.2337/diacare.28.6.1503
https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-5-56
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-66163-x
https://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0000000000000476
https://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0000000000001561
https://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0000000000002047
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40798-019-0225-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsams.2019.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1101/187625
https://www.dovepress.com
http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php
https://www.facebook.com/DoveMedicalPress/
https://twitter.com/dovepress
https://www.linkedin.com/company/dove-medical-press
https://www.youtube.com/user/dovepress
https://www.dovepress.com
https://www.dovepress.com

	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Study Setting and Participants
	Demographics
	Accelerometery
	International Physical Activity Questionnaire
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Participants
	Comparison of IPAQ with Accelerometer Derived MVPA– People with Type 1 Diabetes
	Comparison of IPAQ with Accelerometer Derived MVPA– People with Type 2 Diabetes

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Disclosure

