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Abstract

Background: Low physical activity is a major risk factor for several age-related diseases. Recently, we showed in a randomized
controlled trial that a 12-week Web-based intervention (Philips DirectLife) to increase physical activity was effective in increasing
physical activity levels and metabolic health in an inactive population aged 60-70 years.

Objective: The goal of this paper was to assess how many participants successfully reached the physical activity level as targeted
by the intervention and what the effects of the intervention on body composition and metabolic health in these successful individuals
were to provide insight in the maximum attainable effect of the intervention.

Methods: Among the 235 participants in a randomized controlled trial of the Actief en Gezond Oud (AGO) study, we assessed
the effects of the intervention on metabolic parameters in those who had successfully reached their personalized physical activity
target compared with the entire intervention group. Furthermore, we studied the dose-response effect of increase in physical
activity on metabolic outcome within the intervention group.

Results: Of the intervention group, 50 of 119 (42.0%) participants successfully reached the physical activity target (corresponding
to a 10% increased daily physical activity on average). This group showed markedly higher effects of the intervention compared
to the entire intervention group, with greater decreases in body weight (2.74 vs 1.49 kg), waist circumference (3.74 vs 2.33 cm),
insulin resistance (HOMA index: 0.23 vs 0.20), and in cholesterol/HDL ratio (0.39 vs 0.20) and Framingham risk score (0.90%
vs 0.54%). We found that men compared to women were more likely to be successful. The dose-response analysis showed that
there was a significant association between increase in minutes spent in moderate-to-vigorous activity and body weight loss, BMI
reduction, waist circumference reduction, HDL cholesterol increasing, and cholesterol/HDL ratio lowering.

Conclusions: Of the intervention group, 42.0% (50/119) reached their daily physical activity end goal, which was associated
with a markedly better effect on body composition and metabolic health compared to the effect in the entire intervention group.
In this population, men are more likely to be successful in increasing physical activity. Findings demonstrate that improving the
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effect of such physical activity interventions requires finding new ways to increase the proportion of the population reaching the
targeted goal.

Trial Registration: Dutch Trial Registry: NTR 3045; http://www.trialregister.nl/trialreg/admin/rctview.asp?TC=3045 (Archived
by WebCite at http://www.webcitation.org/6KPw52dCc).

(J Med Internet Res 2014;16(12):e265) doi: 10.2196/jmir.3643
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Introduction

Insufficient physical activity is pandemic and a major risk factor
for several lifestyle- and age-related conditions, including
cardiovascular disease, diabetes mellitus, and cognitive decline
[1-7]. Intervention studies directed at increasing physical activity
in older people have shown to be effective in improving
metabolic health in older populations [8,9]. However, most
physical activity interventions have used face-to-face
communication, making them costly and time-consuming, thus
hampering the potential of implementation as preventive
programs at a larger scale. There is a need for new and effective
intervention strategies that allow for large-scale implementation.

Recently, we performed the Actief en Gezond Oud (AGO)
study, a randomized controlled trial of the effect of a 3-month
Web-based intervention program targeted at improving physical
activity in inactive older adults [10]. The intervention program
(Philips DirectLife) consisted of the use of an accelerometer,
online feedback, and coaching over the Internet. Results showed
that the intervention was effective in increasing objectively
measured physical activity and in improving metabolic health
in inactive older adults in the total study population. However,
this intention-to-treat analysis did not include analyses of
treatment success at the level of the individual. Understanding
the proportion of the study population that successfully reached
the physical activity target and the effects of the intervention
in these individuals could contribute to gaining insight in the
maximum attainable result of such interventions, allowing future
interventions to optimize effectiveness by target specific
populations or adjusting the target physical activity level [11,12].

In the present paper, we performed additional analyses on the
AGO study data. First, we analyzed what proportion of
participants successfully reached the physical activity target of
the program. Second, we analyzed the effect on metabolic
outcomes of the intervention in those participants who
successfully reached the physical activity target. Third, we
performed a dose-response analysis of increasing physical
activity on metabolic outcomes among all participants in the
intervention group.

Methods

Study Design and Participants
All analyses of this paper were performed with data obtained
from a previously reported randomized controlled trial into the
effects of a 3-month Web-based intervention program targeted
at enhancing levels of daily physical activity in inactive older

adults: The AGO study [10]. In short, this study recruited
participants aged 60 to 70 years from the region of Leiden, The
Netherlands, through advertisement in local newspapers and
press notification, directing participants motivated to increase
physical activity to the study website, where they completed an
online questionnaire. Inclusion criteria were (1) age between
60 and 70 years and (2) possession of and knowledge on how
to use a personal computer. Exclusion criteria were (1) active
lifestyle as assessed by the General Practice Physical Activity
Questionnaire (GPPAQ), (2) history of diabetes or use of
glucose lowering medication, and (3) physical inability or
medical contraindication to increase physical activity level. The
presence of an inactive lifestyle was then assessed by a
self-report physical activity questionnaire (GPPAQ) [13]. The
GPPAQ asks questions about average physical activity over the
past week of the participant and categorizes people into 4 levels
of physical activity. We excluded participants in the highest
level of physical activity, which corresponded to performing
more than 3 hours of self-reported exercise and cycling
combined weekly. At baseline, visit participants were randomly
assigned to the intervention group or a waiting list control.
Randomization was performed by a computerized program for
intervention versus waiting list control in a ratio of 1:1 with a
block size of 12. Stratification was performed by gender.
Concealment of treatment allocation was ensured by
randomizing at the end of the first study visit after all baseline
measurements and instructions at the study center were
completed. The study was approved by the medical ethical
committee of Leiden University Medical Center, The
Netherlands. An independent physician was available for
questions regarding study information. This study was registered
with the Dutch Trial Registry (NTR 3045).

Intervention
Participants in the intervention group received a commercially
available Web-based physical activity program (DirectLife,
Philips, Consumer Lifestyle, Amsterdam) directed at increasing
daily physical activity. The DirectLife program is based on
established health behavior change models [14,15], and takes
into account the individual’s current daily physical activity level
and subsequently provides a personalized goal. Briefly,
DirectLife consists of 3 elements: (1) an accelerometer-based
physical activity monitor, (2) a personal website, and (3) a
personal e-coach, who provides regular updates of the
individual’s physical activity status by email and who gives
advice to increase daily physical activities (Figure 1). By means
of these elements, the program aims to increase awareness about
one’s own physical activity behavior, to give feedback on recent
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actual physical activity, and to provide support to make
sustainable changes in physical activity behavior.

The activity monitor of DirectLife is based on the Tracmor
triaxial accelerometer and has been validated against doubly
labeled water for the estimation of total 24-hour energy
expenditure [16]. The DirectLife monitor is the consumer
version of the Tracmor accelerometer. Intervention group
participants received the program, including the accelerometer,
directly after randomization at the first study visit. They then
received a link by email for registration and access to the
Web-based program. Participants were instructed to
continuously wear the activity monitor throughout the day to
measure daily physical activity. Data were uploaded through
an Internet connection to the database of the commercial
provider on a regular basis, ranging between daily and once per
14 days. After an initial 8-day “assessment period” starting 1
week after the study visit, in which the current level of daily
physical activity was measured, a target was set by the
DirectLife program to increase the level of daily physical
activity during a 12-week Web-based interactive coaching
program. Personalized targets were set by the DirectLife
program and were defined as the absolute increase in physical

activity compared to the individual’s baseline assessment data.
For the whole group, this corresponded to a mean increase of
approximately 10% in daily physical activity at week 12,
increasing at a linear rate per week. All participants were given
the option to decrease the personalized goal (within limits:
increase of daily physical activity minimally to 5% instead of
10%) or to increase their personalized end goal (dependent on
physical activity level of the last week).

Participants were given a target for daily physical activity, which
increased weekly, and data from the accelerometer were used
for daily feedback. Coaching included general recommendations
on physical activities from real-life coaches, who were available
for further questions and advice by email correspondence. For
every participant, 1 of the e-coaches was available for the
DirectLife program during the entire study period. These
coaches were actual persons in contact with the participant
through the intervention website or through email. The control
group was placed on a 3-month waiting list after which they
received access to the intervention program at the end of the
study. No specific instructions regarding daily physical activity
were given.

Figure 1. Screenshot of DirectLife intervention program and accelerometer.

Measurements

Baseline Questionnaire
Enrollment and follow-up took place from November 2011 to
August 2012. In preparation of the first visit to the study center,
all participants completed a Web-delivered questionnaire on
education, smoking status, and medical history, including

medication use. Education was categorized as low (primary
education and lower vocational education), intermediate
(secondary education and intermediate vocational education),
or high (high vocational education and university).
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Physical Activity Outcome
At baseline and 3-month follow-up, daily physical activity was
measured for 7 days following the visit at the study center using
a wrist-worn triaxial accelerometer (GeneActiv, Kimbolton,
Cambs, UK). Wearing of the GeneActive monitors started on
a random weekday depending on which weekday the participant
was included for the first visit at the study center, and monitors
were returned after 7 days by standard mail. We chose to assess
the primary outcome using accelerometers other than the one
included in the intervention program to avoid interpretation of
the intervention as an outcome. The GeneActive monitors were
worn 24 hours per day on the right wrist and ankle. The
GeneActiv wrist accelerometer provides a simple summary
statistic of total physical activity counts that has been validated
for measuring daily physical activity against doubly labeled
water [17]. As a derivative outcome, we calculated the minutes
per day spent in moderate-to-vigorous intensity physical activity
from the wrist accelerometer, which has been validated against
indirect calorimetry [18]. Measurement frequency was set at
85.7 Hz and raw acceleration values (in g) were recorded
continuously on each axis over 7 consecutive days. Further
details on data processing can be found elsewhere [10]. Outcome
assessment was done by an independent researcher who was
blind to study arm allocation.

Other Outcomes
To calculate body mass index (BMI), body height was measured
without shoes using a stadiometer. Body weight was assessed
at both visits without shoes using a scale. Waist circumference
was obtained in a standing position halfway between the anterior
superior iliac spine and the lower rib. Hip circumference was
measured halfway between the trochanter major and the iliac
crest.

Lean body mass and body fat percentage were assessed by
bioelectrical impedance analysis (Biostat 1500, Euromedix,
Leuven, Belgium). Blood pressure was measured manually
twice at each visit using a handheld sphygmomanometer after
5 minutes of lying down. The mean of the 2 consecutive
measurements was used. Pulse rate was measured by hand at
the wrist after at least 5 minutes of lying down. Grip strength
was measured to the nearest kilogram 3 times using a Jamar
handheld dynamometer (Sammons Preston, Inc, Bolingbrook,
IL, USA) with the dominant hand. The highest value was used
for analysis. Framingham risk scores were calculated using NIH
criteria [19].

Metabolic Outcomes
Fasting blood samples were drawn from each participant at both
visits in the morning. Samples were transferred to the laboratory
within 2 hours, divided into single-use aliquots, and frozen at
-80 °C. All serum measurements were performed in 1 batch
after completion of the entire study with fully automated
equipment. Fasting glucose, cholesterol, high-density lipoprotein
(HDL) cholesterol, and triglyceride levels were determined
using the Modular P2 analyzer (Roche, Almere, the
Netherlands), fasting serum insulin using immunoassay by
Immulite 2500 (DPC, Los Angeles, CA, USA). Glycated
hemoglobin was determined by high performance liquid

chromatography (Primus Ultra2, Trinity Biotech Company,
Kansas City, MO, USA). C-reactive protein was determined
using a high-sensitivity immunoassay (COBAS Integra, Roche,
IN, USA). Low-density lipoprotein (LDL) cholesterol was
calculated using the Friedewald formula in participants without
hypertriglyceridemia [20].

End Point of the DirectLife Intervention
To assess the potential effects of the Web-based intervention,
a subgroup was created from the intervention group including
participants successful in reaching their individually targeted
increase in daily physical activity indicated by the intervention
program. In the last 3 weeks of the program, an average physical
activity level per week was calculated and was compared to the
personalized target of the corresponding week. A participant
was defined as successful when the average of at least 2 of the
3 weeks reached their personalized target of the DirectLife
program. It was noticed that a substantial number of participants
reached the targeted personalized goals at the end of the 12-week
program, but there was some variation in the last 3 weeks.
Therefore, we defined “successful” as the participants who
reached the target in at least 2 of the 3 last weeks of the program.

Statistical Analyses
Baseline differences between the successful participants and
the control group and between the entire intervention group and
the control group were calculated using a t test for continuous
data, a Mann-Whitney analysis for skewed data, and a chi-square
test for categorical data. Differences between baseline and
follow-up within groups were tested using a paired sample
Student t test of the means. Differences between groups were
calculated using linear regression and were adjusted for age and
gender. All analyses were performed with SPSS version 20.0
(IBM, Armonk, NY, USA). Statistical significance was set at
P<.05.

Results

Participant Characteristics
A detailed flow of recruitment and inclusion is outlined
elsewhere [10]. In short, a total number of 631 individuals
responded to the newspaper advertisement, of which 344
fulfilled the selection criteria. In total, 235 participants were
randomized into the study: 119 in the intervention group and
116 in the control group. Of the 235 randomized participants,
226 (96.2%) completed the trial.

Of the 119 participants in the intervention group at baseline, 5
participants were lost to follow-up (4.2% of intervention group).
Among the 114 participants who completed the trial, 50
participants (42.0% of intervention group) successfully reached
their personalized physical activity target (“successful”
participants). Of the 64 who were not defined as successful, 13
did not finish the DirectLife program (10.9% of intervention
group) and 51 did not reach the personalized target (42.9% of
intervention group).

Table 1 shows the baseline characteristics of the entire
intervention group (n=119) and the successful participants
(n=50) and both groups were compared with the entire control
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group (n=116). Male participants were more likely to
successfully reach their personalized target for DirectLife
compared to female participants. Of the successful participants,
26% (13/50) were female compared to 39.5% (47/119) in the
entire intervention group. In-line with a difference in gender
distribution, the average body height of the successful
participants was higher compared to the control group. No other
significant differences between groups were found.

On average, the personalized goals for males and females were
similar. In the total intervention group, 36.1% (43/119) of
participants changed their personalized goal: 15.1% (18/119)
decreased the goal and 21.0% (25/119) increased the goal. There
was no difference between men and women (P=.68). In the
successful group, 44% (22/50) of the participants changed their
personalized goal. There was an overrepresentation of
participants increasing their goal (30%, 15/50) and men were
more likely to increase their goal (38%, 14/37) compared to
women (8%, 1/13; P=.038) (data not shown).

Table 1. Baseline characteristic of control group, total intervention group, and successful participants.a

Intervention groupControl groupCharacteristics

P value for successful
participants vs control
group

Successful partici-
pants (n=50)

P value for interven-
tion vs control group

Intervention group
(n=119)

Control group
(n=116)

Demographics

.04713 (26).6747 (39.5)49 (42.2)Sex (female), n (%)

.6364.6 (2.8).6164.7 (3.0)64.9 (2.8)Age (years), mean (SD)

Clinical parameters, mean (SD)

.02175.7 (9.6).25173.6 (9.9)172.1 (9.3)Height (cm)

.6487.6 (15.6).6187.4 (15.8)86.3 (15.8)Weight (kg)

.2528.2 (3.7).8428.9 (4.7)29.1 (4.7)BMI (kg/m2)

.74102.1 (12.2).56102.3 (13.1)101.4 (12.3)Waist circumference (cm)

.1134.5 (6.3).9536.5 (7.6)36.4 (8.1)Fat percentage (%)

Cardiovascular disease risk

.1013.3 (7.5).5011.9 (7.2)11.3 (7.5)Framingham 10-year CVD risk
(%), mean (SD)

Physical activity

.9720.0 (9.2-27.5).4316.8 (7.8-26.4)14.5 (8.2-32.5)5-day moderate-to-vigorous activ-
ity (min/day), median (IQR)

Biochemistry

.785.6 (0.6).945.7 (0.7)5.7 (0.8)Fasting venous glucose, mean
(SD)

.3212.4 (8.0-19.8).4711.5 (8.1-16.9)10.8 (7.0-15.8)Fasting insulin (mU/L), median
(IQR)

.725.4 (0.2).445.4 (0.3)5.4 (0.3)HbA1c (%), mean (SD)

.393.0 (2.0-5.0).482.8 (2.0-4.3)2.6 (1.7-4.3)HOMA index, median (IQR)

.285.6 (1.1).745.7 (1.1)5.8 (1.0)Total cholesterol, mean (SD)

.931.4 (0.5).511.5 (0.5)1.4 (0.4)HDL cholesterol, mean (SD)

.991.5 (1.1-2.0).651.5 (1.1-2.0)1.4 (1.1-2.0)Triglycerides, median (IQR)

.253.4 (1.0).663.6 (1.0)3.6 (0.9)LDL cholesterol, mean (SD)

.704.2 (1.3).654.2 (1.3)4.3 (1.3)Total/HDL cholesterol ratio,
mean (SD)

.851.7 (0.7-3.8).831.6 (0.8-3.1)1.4 (0.8-4.1)C-reactive protein, median (IQR)

a Data are presented as medians with interquartile range (IQR) when skewed. P values were calculated with t test (continuous data), Mann-Whitney
(skewed data), or chi-square (categorical data).
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Effects on the Successful Participants
Table 2 and Figure 2 show the effects of the intervention at
follow-up for the successful participants and the entire
intervention group, both compared to the control group. Here
we assess the magnitude of the effects in the group of successful
participants and the total intervention group compared to the
control group. Among the successful participants, time spent
in moderate-to-vigorous intensity physical activity was higher
(mean 18.8, SE 3.9 min/day) compared to the entire intervention
group (mean 11.1, SE 2.1 min/day). The successful participants
lost more body weight (mean 2.74, SE 0.40 kg) compared to
the entire intervention group (mean 1.49, SE 0.26 kg), an 80%
higher decrease. Beneficial effects were also seen for waist
circumference with a decrease of mean 3.74 (SE 0.55) cm vs
mean 2.33 (SE 0.36) cm in the successful participants vs the
entire intervention group (62% higher decrease). In-line with

the beneficial changes in body composition, significant
improvements were seen in metabolic outcomes in the successful
participants compared to the entire intervention group.
Beneficial effects were seen for the homeostatic model
assessment (HOMA) index, a marker for insulin resistance, with
decreases of mean 0.23 (SE 0.06) and mean 0.20 (SE 0.05),
respectively (15% higher decrease), and decreases for the
cholesterol/HDL ratio of mean 0.39 (SE 0.11) and mean 0.20
(SE 0.07), a 95% higher decrease. For the Framingham risk
score, a decrease was seen among the successful participants
of 0.90% (SE 0.46) compared to 0.54% (SE 0.33) in the entire
intervention group.

In a sensitivity analysis, we repeated all calculations with a
different definition of “successful”; namely, only those who
reached their personalized target in week 12 (n=40). We found
similar results (data not shown).

Table 2. Results for clinical parameters and glucose metabolism of successful participants compared to the total control group.a

Relative increasedSuccessful participants (n=50)
Total intervention group
(n=114)

Control group
(n=112)Characteristics

P cMean Δ (SE)P bMean Δ (SE)Mean Δ (SE)

Clinical parameters

1.84<.001–2.74 (0.40).05–1.49 (0.26)–0.82 (0.21)Weight (kg)

1.82<.001–0.91 (0.13).07–0.50 (0.09)–0.29 (0.07)BMI (kg/m2)

1.62<.001–3.74 (0.55).04–2.33 (0.36)–1.29 (0.34)Waist circumference (cm)

1.51.001–1.33 (0.34).03–0.88 (0.28)–0.03 (0.24)Body fat (%)

Cardiovascular disease risk

1.67.13–0.90 (0.46).25–0.54 (0.33)–0.01 (0.31)Framingham risk score (%)

Physical activity

1.69<.00118.8 (3.86)<.00111.1 (2.1)–0.15 (1.5)5-day moderate-to-vigorous activity
(min/day)

Biochemistry

0.70.77–0.14 (0.06).32–0.20 (0.05)–0.13 (0.04)Fasting venous glucose (mmol/L)

1.25.03–0.20 (0.06).04–0.16 (0.04)–0.04 (0.04)Lne insulin (mU/L)

1.00.07–0.05 (0.02).048–0.05 (0.01)–0.01 (0.01)HbA1c (%)

1.15.05–0.23 (0.06).04–0.20 (0.05)–0.06 (0.04)Ln HOMA index

1.52.08–0.38 (0.09).42–0.25 (0.06)–0.18 (0.05)Total cholesterol (mmol/L)

N/A.070.03 (0.03).29–0.008 (0.02)–0.04 (0.02)HDL cholesterol (mmol/L)

1.80.02–0.18 (0.04).35–0.10 (0.03)–0.06 (0.02)Lne triglycerides (mmol/L)

1.65.08–0.28 (0.07).43–0.17 (0.04)–0.11 (0.04)LDL cholesterol (mmol/L)

1.95.007–0.39 (0.11).12–0.20 (0.07)–0.05 (0.05)Cholesterol/HDL ratio

2.00.50–0.24 (0.15).93–0.12 (0.08)–0.11 (0.09)Lne C-reactive protein (mg/L)

aP values between groups were calculated with linear regression. All P values were adjusted for age and sex.
bP value for total control group vs total intervention group.
cP value for total control group vs successful participants.
d Relative increase of successful participants compared to total intervention group.
e Ln=natural logarithm. Natural logarithm presented when data at baseline skewed.
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Figure 2. Effect of the intervention on selected parameters in the different study groups.

Tertiles for Dose-Response Relationship
To explore the effect of physical activity, the entire intervention
group was divided into tertiles based on the change in minutes
spent in moderate-to-vigorous intensity physical activity.
Because of technical errors, data on moderate-to-vigorous
intensity physical activity counts were not available for 11 of
119 intervention group participants (9.2%), resulting in 3 tertiles
with 36 participants. The lowest tertile showed, on average, a
decrease of 6.75 (SD 8.20) minutes spent in
moderate-to-vigorous intensity physical activity. The middle
tertile showed on average an increase of 5.91 (SD 3.36) minutes
and the highest tertile showed on average an increase of 34.37

(SD 21.52) minutes spent in moderate-to-vigorous intensity
physical activity.

Dose-Response Relationship of Physical Activity on
Metabolic Outcomes
Finally, we assessed the association of the increase in physical
activity levels with metabolic outcomes in a dose-response
relationship. Table 3 shows the tertiles that were made based
on increase in minutes spent in moderate-to-vigorous intensity
physical activity as objectively measured with the wrist-worn
accelerometer. At baseline, no differences were found between
tertiles with regard to physical activity levels. When change in
minutes spent in moderate-to-vigorous activity increased, more
participants were defined successful (P for trend =.001).
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Furthermore, it was shown that there was a significant
association of increasing physical activity with decreasing body
weight (highest tertile: mean –2.85, SE 0.51 kg; lowest tertile:
mean –0.93, SE 0.35 kg; P for trend=.004), decreasing BMI

(highest tertile: mean –0.88, SE 0.17 kg/m2; lowest tertile: mean

–0.34 SE 0.12 kg/m2; P for trend=.02), and reduction in waist
circumference (highest tertile: mean –3.69, SE 0.72 cm; lowest

tertile: mean –1.58, SE 0.52 cm; P for trend=.03). Furthermore,
it was shown that with increasing physical activity, there was
a higher improvement in Framingham risk score (highest tertile:
mean –1.28%, SE 0.76%; lowest tertile: mean 0.43%, SE 0.46%;
P for trend=.045). Also for metabolic outcomes, a dose-response
was seen for (levels of) HDL cholesterol, cholesterol/HDL ratio,
and triglycerides, but not for fasting glucose or HbA1c.

Table 3. Dose-response relationship of Δ minutes spent in moderate-to-vigorous physical activity with endpoints.a

P for trendIntervention groupCharacteristics

High (n=36)Middle (n=36)Low (n=36)

Baseline moderate-to-vigorous activity

.3819.0 (14.9)17.3 (16.5)22.5 (17.9)Mean (SD)

2.4 to 62.40.8 to 92.02.4 to 87.2Range

Δ minutes moderate-to-vigorous activity

34.27 (21.52)5.91 (3.56)–6.75 (8.20)Mean (SD)

15.8 to 117.61.70 to 14.2–25.8 to 1.60Range

.001261211Successful participants, n

Clinical parameters (mean Δ, SE)

.004–2.85 (0.51)–0.64 (0.44)–0.93 (0.35)Weight (kg)

.02–0.88 (0.17)–0.23 (0.15)–0.34 (0.12)BMI (kg/m2)

.03–3.69 (0.72)–1.92 (0.67)–1.58 (0.52)Waist circumference (cm)

.43–0.94 (0.43)–0.44 (0.35)–0.46 (0.48)Fat percentage

Cardiovascular disease risk (mean Δ, SE)

.045–1.28 (0.76)–0.78 (0.52)0.43 (0.46)Framingham risk score (%)

Biochemistry (mean Δ, SE)

.94–0.21 (0.07)–0.15 (0.09)–0.23 (0.10)Glucose (mmol/L)

.20–0.26 (0.08)–0.06 (0.08)–0.14 (0.07)Ln insulin (mU/L)

.20–0.07 (0.02)–0.03 (0.02)–0.04 (0.02)HbA1c (%)

.26–0.30 (0.08)–0.09 (0.08)–0.18 (0.08)Ln HOMA index

.63–0.40 (0.11)–0.10 (0.10)–0.29 (0.08)Total cholesterol (mmol/L)

.0070.05 (0.03)0.01 (0.04)–0.10 (0.04)HDL cholesterol (mmol/L)

.02–0.22 (0.07)–0.06 (0.05)0.003 (0.05)Ln triglycerides (mmol/L)

.61–0.27 (0.09)–0.09 (0.08)–0.19 (0.06)LDL cholesterol (mmol/L)

.02–0.48 (0.17)–0.15 (0.11)0.006 (0.08)Cholesterol/HDL ratio

.66–0.23 (0.17)–0.17 (0.13)–0.11 (0.10)Ln C-reactive protein (mg/L)

aP for trend was calculated with linear regression. P for trend was adjusted for sex and age, except for Framingham risk score for which age and sex
are integrated.

Discussion

Principal Results and Comparison to Prior Work
The findings of the present study are fourfold. First, 42.0%
(50/119) of the intervention group had reached their personalized
target for daily physical activity. Second, we found almost
doubled effects in body weight, BMI, and cholesterol/HDL ratio
in those who successfully had reached their personalized daily
physical activity target compared to the entire intervention

group. Third, we found that men were more successful on
reaching the personalized targets than women. Fourth, in the
entire intervention group we found that metabolic outcome
improved with increasing minutes spent on physical activity.

So far, studies have reported different results on improving daily
physical activity in different age groups through a Web-based
intervention. Limited studies report on elderly participants from
the general population with regard to BMI, sedentary lifestyle,
and comorbidities. Compared to a waiting list control group
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some studies reported an increase in moderate and vigorous
intensity physical activity [21] or moderate intensity physical
activity and walking [22], whereas other studies reported no
significant differences in physical activity [23,24]. All these
studies used self-report questionnaires for reporting on physical
activity instead of objectively measured physical activity,
making it hazardous to assess who had actually reached the
targeted increase in physical activity. We report here that 42%
of the entire intervention group had reached their personalized
daily physical activity target when measured objectively. To
our knowledge, data on participants successfully increasing
objectively measured physical activity as targeted are very
limited. The main reason for this is that very few of the studied
interventions mention an objectively measured target increase.
A randomized controlled trial performed among 1071
participants (mean age 53 years; 57% of participants with a
BMI ≥25) studied the effect on nutrition and physical activity
of a 12-week Internet program called Guide to Health (GTH
only) that focused on nutrition and physical activity, the Guide
to Health program plus a series of group-based support sessions
(GTH+), and a waiting list control group. Physical activity was
measured using a pedometer, counting steps/day with a target
for all groups to increase physical activity with 2142 steps/day
at posttreatment compared to baseline. In the GTH+ group,
41.7% increased the step count as targeted compared to the
control group (24.4%, P=.07), showing that the GTH+ group
tended to be more likely to reach the step goal. The GTH only
group showed that 35.8% successfully increased their step count
[25]. Although the physical activity in this study was objectively
measured in an alternate way, our results show a comparable
success rate.

Our study showed many beneficial effects on body composition
and metabolic outcomes, with a significant average body weight
loss of 2.74 kg in 3 months for the successful participants.
Furthermore, our trial showed beneficial effects on body
composition and metabolic outcomes also in the control group.
The latter finding indicates that we have selected a motivated
study population who, while on the waiting list for the
intervention, may have adopted other strategies to improve their
level of daily physical activity. Furthermore, the finding stresses
the importance of a well-chosen control arm in clinical trials.
Trials of other Web-based physical activity interventions on
body composition showed various results [25-27]. For example,
the aforementioned Guide to Health study comparing 2
Web-based interventions directed at healthy nutrition and
physical activity reported small effects in randomly assigned
individuals of -0.10 kg or -0.25 kg on body weight, none of
them significant at long-term follow-up [25]. Other studies
reporting the results of non-Web-based interventions directed
at improving physical health in sedentary obese elderly people
showed a mean body weight loss of 1.8 kg [28] or a mean body
weight loss -3.6% [29]. In view of these results, our study
showed a large effect on body weight. However, for studies
primarily directed at body weight loss (including behavioral
components other than physical activity), larger effects were
seen compared to our study and most other studies directed at
improving daily physical activity [30].

In the present study, we showed a general 1.2-fold to 2-fold
larger effect in the successful participants compared to the entire
intervention in most parameters. In the dose-response analysis,
we observed that with tertiles of increasing objectively measured
physical activity, there was an increase in beneficial effects of
the intervention on body composition and metabolic outcomes.
Of note, those with the lowest baseline physical activity level
had the highest increase in physical activity level. The fact that
there is a linear relationship between the increase in objectively
measured physical activity and beneficial changes in body
composition and metabolic outcomes indicates that there is also
a beneficial effect of the intervention in participants who did
not reach the targeted physical activity goal. An interpretation
may be that intervention programs should focus on how to
increase the compliance of participants to the program and to
set feasible physical activity goals leading to higher physical
activity levels in general for all participants.

Our analyses showed men were more likely to be successful
compared to women; when successful, men were more likely
to increase the personalized target compared to women. These
are interesting findings. It is known that studies on the effects
of physical activity interventions were mainly conducted in
females, emphasizing the need for data about physical activity
interventions targeted to men [31]. A possible explanation for
our finding could be our recruitment strategy has unintentionally
selected for more motivated men compared to the recruited
women. This is also reflected in the fact that we recruited more
males than females overall. Because we found the successful
group to have a higher chance of increasing the target, this may
reflect an overrepresentation of highly motivated participants
in the successful group. In this group, men were more likely to
increase their goal, suggesting that men were more motivated
then women.

Additionally, it is likely that in this age group, men are more
likely than women to already have adopted more digital and
electronic gadgets to their lifestyle. For instance, in this age
group it is likely that the men had more experience with working
with computers than women because men in this age category
were more likely to have a job with computers compared to
women, especially because it was a highly educated group.
Alternatively, using digital solutions and personalized targets
may be more effective in men compared to women in contrast
to working out in groups, for instance. This may be the case in
our group of highly educated, physically inactive men. Future
research is needed to confirm these speculations in this
subgroup.

Although it was shown that men were more likely to
successfully reach the targeted physical activity level compared
to women, it was not the primary goal of the present paper to
analyze the determinants of parameters that determine which
factors predict which participants were successful in reaching
their individualized physical activity target. Such a determinant
analysis will be performed in forthcoming studies and will
address different research questions with the ultimate aim to
better target different populations.

Our analyses show a dose-response relationship between
increasing physical activity on metabolic outcome. One
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consequence of this may be that reaching personalized targets
is a useful way to stimulate individuals to adopt a lifestyle with
a higher level of physical activity, but that the actual level of
physical activity increase is less important. A flexible goal (as
used in the present program) may, therefore, be very useful to
keep participants motivated: even if the increase in physical
activity is less than the initial target, there are still metabolic
benefits

In the present paper, we stratified our main analyses into those
who were successful versus those who were not and performed
a dose-response analysis. We found that for those who were
successful, the health benefits were larger than in the total
intervention group. Furthermore, we report on gender as a
determinant of success; men were more likely to increase their
personalized goal, suggesting that men were more motivated.
Although the intention-to-treat analysis of the total intervention
group shows that the intervention is effective, our stratified
analysis shows that there is a subgroup in whom the effects are
much bigger and what characterizes these participants. This
identifies whom to target with the current intervention, what
other groups need an adjusted targeting, and what the effects
of the intervention may be when applied optimally in the optimal
population. All these lessons may help in the design and
adjustment of the present and comparable interventions,
especially in the targeted aging population

Limitations
A drawback of our study is that we selected highly motivated
participants who were able to use the Internet, leading to a
population with a high education level. This hampers
generalizability. Furthermore, men were more likely to reach
the personalized physical activity goals successfully making
the absolute results of the successful participants more difficult

to interpret. Furthermore, we did not measure the food intake,
which can be of great importance when studying the effect of
the intervention. Food intake may have a direct effect on energy
balance and several of the metabolic outcomes. Finally, in the
present analyses we did not aim to investigate the determinants
of who was going to be successful. Such analyses would, for
instance, involve a determinant and cluster analyses and is the
topic of ongoing analyses. A strength of this study is that we
objectively measured physical activity. Furthermore, although
participants were generally overweight, our study population
consisted of volunteers in which comorbidities were present,
increasing the generalizability toward the general elderly
population. Furthermore, this study shows that men were more
likely to successfully reach their personalized goals, which is
a promising result for future interventions directed at improving
physical activity. Furthermore, this study is unique in analyzing
the dose-response relationship of physical activity within the
intervention group leading to new insights for intervention
programs. Finally, because the intervention is a Web-based
intervention, it is likely to have a better cost benefit compared
to face-to-face physical activity interventions.

Conclusions
In conclusion, 42.0% (50/119) of the intervention group reached
the end goal for daily physical activity, which was associated
with a markedly better effect on metabolic outcomes compared
to the effect in the entire intervention group. In this population,
men were more successful at reaching the personalized physical
activity targets. Findings demonstrate the large potential of
Web-based interventions for improving health in the aging
population by increasing physical activity, with possibilities for
future improvements in increasing the proportion of the
population reaching the targeted physical activity goal.

Acknowledgments
We thank Marjan van der Elst, Robert du Puy, Leonieke ten Brinke, Marja Kersbergen, and Margo van Schie for their valuable
contributions. The Actief en Gezond Oud study was financially supported by Philips Consumer Lifestyle, and the Netherlands
Genomics Initiative/Netherlands Organization for scientific research (NGI/NWO; 05040202 and 050-060-810). The funders had
no role in the design and performance of the study, nor in the analyses or interpretation of the data or in the drafting of the
manuscript. DPV and SPM take full responsibility for the integrity of the data.

Authors' Contributions
The authors contributed in the following ways: CAW, RGJW, EV, AJMdC, WvM, FvdO, and SPM designed the study. RGJW,
FvdO, and SPM acquired funding. MC calculated accelerometer data. CAW and SPM coordinated participant recruitment,
inclusion, and retention. DPV, CAW, AJMdC, and SPM performed statistical analyses. DPV, CAW, RGJW, EV, MC, PS, AJMdC,
WvM, KB, DvH, FvdO, and SPM were involved in interpretation of the results and drafting of the manuscript. All authors
reviewed the final version of the manuscript and agreed to its submission.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1
CONSORT-EHEALTH checklist V1.6.2 [32].

[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 993KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

References

J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 12 | e265 | p. 10http://www.jmir.org/2014/12/e265/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Vroege et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v16i12e265_app1.pdf&filename=bcd6bddb8585091c16616306fbd8fb31.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v16i12e265_app1.pdf&filename=bcd6bddb8585091c16616306fbd8fb31.pdf
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


1. Shortreed SM, Peeters A, Forbes AB. Estimating the effect of long-term physical activity on cardiovascular disease and
mortality: evidence from the Framingham Heart Study. Heart 2013 May;99(9):649-654. [doi: 10.1136/heartjnl-2012-303461]
[Medline: 23474622]

2. Tanasescu M, Leitzmann MF, Rimm EB, Hu FB. Physical activity in relation to cardiovascular disease and total mortality
among men with type 2 diabetes. Circulation 2003 May 20;107(19):2435-2439 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1161/01.CIR.0000066906.11109.1F] [Medline: 12719277]

3. Manson JE, Nathan DM, Krolewski AS, Stampfer MJ, Willett WC, Hennekens CH. A prospective study of exercise and
incidence of diabetes among US male physicians. JAMA 1992 Jul 1;268(1):63-67. [Medline: 1608115]

4. Buchman AS, Boyle PA, Yu L, Shah RC, Wilson RS, Bennett DA. Total daily physical activity and the risk of AD and
cognitive decline in older adults. Neurology 2012 Apr 24;78(17):1323-1329 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1212/WNL.0b013e3182535d35] [Medline: 22517108]

5. Yaffe K, Barnes D, Nevitt M, Lui LY, Covinsky K. A prospective study of physical activity and cognitive decline in elderly
women: women who walk. Arch Intern Med 2001 Jul 23;161(14):1703-1708. [Medline: 11485502]

6. Matthews CE, George SM, Moore SC, Bowles HR, Blair A, Park Y, et al. Amount of time spent in sedentary behaviors
and cause-specific mortality in US adults. Am J Clin Nutr 2012 Feb;95(2):437-445 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.3945/ajcn.111.019620] [Medline: 22218159]

7. Shaw BA, Agahi N. A prospective cohort study of health behavior profiles after age 50 and mortality risk. BMC Public
Health 2012;12:803 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1471-2458-12-803] [Medline: 22989155]

8. Dubbert PM, Cooper KM, Kirchner KA, Meydrech EF, Bilbrew D. Effects of nurse counseling on walking for exercise in
elderly primary care patients. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci 2002 Nov;57(11):M733-M740. [Medline: 12403802]

9. Fujita K, Nagatomi R, Hozawa A, Ohkubo T, Sato K, Anzai Y, et al. Effects of exercise training on physical activity in
older people: a randomized controlled trial. J Epidemiol 2003 Mar;13(2):120-126 [FREE Full text] [Medline: 12675121]

10. Wijsman CA, Westendorp RG, Verhagen EA, Catt M, Slagboom PE, de Craen AJ, et al. Effects of a web-based intervention
on physical activity and metabolism in older adults: randomized controlled trial. J Med Internet Res 2013;15(11):e233
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.2843] [Medline: 24195965]

11. Steckler A, Linnan L. Process Evaluation for Public Health Interventions and Research. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass;
2002.

12. Glasgow RE, Vogt TM, Boles SM. Evaluating the public health impact of health promotion interventions: the RE-AIM
framework. Am J Public Health 1999 Sep;89(9):1322-1327. [Medline: 10474547]

13. Physical Activity Policy, Health Improvement Directorate. The General Practice Physical Activity Questionnaire (GPPAQ):
a screening tool to assess adult physical activity level, within primary care. 2013. URL: http://webarchive.
nationalarchives.gov.uk/20130107105354/http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publicationsandstatistics/Publications/
PublicationsPolicyAndGuidance/DH_063812 [accessed 2013-07-23] [WebCite Cache ID 6IKT5JweI]

14. Prochaska JO, Velicer WF, Rossi JS, Goldstein MG, Marcus BH, Rakowski W, et al. Stages of change and decisional
balance for 12 problem behaviors. Health Psychol 1994 Jan;13(1):39-46. [Medline: 8168470]

15. De Vries H, Mudde AN, Dijkstra A, Willemsen MC. Differential beliefs, perceived social influences, and self-efficacy
expectations among smokers in various motivational phases. Prev Med 1998;27(5 Pt 1):681-689. [doi:
10.1006/pmed.1998.0344] [Medline: 9808799]

16. Bonomi AG, Plasqui G, Goris AH, Westerterp KR. Estimation of free-living energy expenditure using a novel activity
monitor designed to minimize obtrusiveness. Obesity (Silver Spring) 2010 Sep;18(9):1845-1851. [doi: 10.1038/oby.2010.34]
[Medline: 20186133]

17. van Hees VT, Renström F, Wright A, Gradmark A, Catt M, Chen KY, et al. Estimation of daily energy expenditure in
pregnant and non-pregnant women using a wrist-worn tri-axial accelerometer. PLoS One 2011;6(7):e22922 [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0022922] [Medline: 21829556]

18. Esliger DW, Rowlands AV, Hurst TL, Catt M, Murray P, Eston RG. Validation of the GENEA Accelerometer. Med Sci
Sports Exerc 2011 Jun;43(6):1085-1093. [doi: 10.1249/MSS.0b013e31820513be] [Medline: 21088628]

19. National Cholesterol Education Program (NCEP) Expert Panel on Detection‚ Evaluation‚Treatment of High Blood Cholesterol
in Adults (Adult Treatment Panel III). Third Report of the National Cholesterol Education Program (NCEP) Expert Panel
on Detection, Evaluation, and Treatment of High Blood Cholesterol in Adults (Adult Treatment Panel III) final report.
Circulation 2002 Dec 17;106(25):3143-3421 [FREE Full text] [Medline: 12485966]

20. Friedewald WT, Levy RI, Fredrickson DS. Estimation of the concentration of low-density lipoprotein cholesterol in plasma,
without use of the preparative ultracentrifuge. Clin Chem 1972 Jun;18(6):499-502 [FREE Full text] [Medline: 4337382]

21. Plotnikoff RC, McCargar LJ, Wilson PM, Loucaides CA. Efficacy of an E-mail intervention for the promotion of physical
activity and nutrition behavior in the workplace context. Am J Health Promot 2005;19(6):422-429. [Medline: 16022206]

22. Napolitano MA, Fotheringham M, Tate D, Sciamanna C, Leslie E, Owen N, et al. Evaluation of an internet-based physical
activity intervention: a preliminary investigation. Ann Behav Med 2003;25(2):92-99. [Medline: 12704010]

23. Kosma M, Cardinal BJ, McCubbin JA. A pilot study of a web-based physical activity motivational program for adults with
physical disabilities. Disabil Rehabil 2005 Dec 15;27(23):1435-1442. [doi: 10.1080/09638280500242713] [Medline:
16418058]

J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 12 | e265 | p. 11http://www.jmir.org/2014/12/e265/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Vroege et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/heartjnl-2012-303461
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23474622&dopt=Abstract
http://circ.ahajournals.org/cgi/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=12719277
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/01.CIR.0000066906.11109.1F
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12719277&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=1608115&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/22517108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0b013e3182535d35
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22517108&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11485502&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ajcn.org/cgi/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=22218159
http://dx.doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.111.019620
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22218159&dopt=Abstract
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/12/803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-12-803
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22989155&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12403802&dopt=Abstract
http://joi.jlc.jst.go.jp/JST.Journalarchive/jea1991/13.120?from=PubMed
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12675121&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2013/11/e233/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.2843
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24195965&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10474547&dopt=Abstract
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20130107105354/http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publicationsandstatistics/Publications/PublicationsPolicyAndGuidance/DH_063812
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20130107105354/http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publicationsandstatistics/Publications/PublicationsPolicyAndGuidance/DH_063812
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20130107105354/http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publicationsandstatistics/Publications/PublicationsPolicyAndGuidance/DH_063812
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                                6IKT5JweI
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=8168470&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/pmed.1998.0344
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=9808799&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/oby.2010.34
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20186133&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0022922
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0022922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0022922
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21829556&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0b013e31820513be
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21088628&dopt=Abstract
http://circ.ahajournals.org/cgi/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=12485966
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12485966&dopt=Abstract
http://www.clinchem.org/cgi/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=4337382
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=4337382&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16022206&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12704010&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09638280500242713
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16418058&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


24. Slootmaker SM, Chinapaw MJ, Schuit AJ, Seidell JC, Van Mechelen W. Feasibility and effectiveness of online physical
activity advice based on a personal activity monitor: randomized controlled trial. J Med Internet Res 2009;11(3):e27 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.1139] [Medline: 19674956]

25. Winett RA, Anderson ES, Wojcik JR, Winett SG, Bowden T. Guide to health: nutrition and physical activity outcomes of
a group-randomized trial of an Internet-based intervention in churches. Ann Behav Med 2007 Jun;33(3):251-261. [doi:
10.1080/08836610701358045] [Medline: 17600452]

26. Reijonsaari K, Vehtari A, Kahilakoski OP, van Mechelen W, Aro T, Taimela S. The effectiveness of physical activity
monitoring and distance counseling in an occupational setting - results from a randomized controlled trial (CoAct). BMC
Public Health 2012;12:344 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1471-2458-12-344] [Medline: 22578104]

27. Ware LJ, Hurling R, Bataveljic O, Fairley BW, Hurst TL, Murray P, et al. Rates and determinants of uptake and use of an
internet physical activity and weight management program in office and manufacturing work sites in England: cohort study.
J Med Internet Res 2008;10(4):e56 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.1108] [Medline: 19117828]

28. Kallings LV, Sierra Johnson J, Fisher RM, Faire U, Ståhle A, Hemmingsson E, et al. Beneficial effects of individualized
physical activity on prescription on body composition and cardiometabolic risk factors: results from a randomized controlled
trial. Eur J Cardiovasc Prev Rehabil 2009 Feb;16(1):80-84. [doi: 10.1097/HJR.0b013e32831e953a] [Medline: 19237997]

29. Avila JJ, Gutierres JA, Sheehy ME, Lofgren IE, Delmonico MJ. Effect of moderate intensity resistance training during
weight loss on body composition and physical performance in overweight older adults. Eur J Appl Physiol 2010
Jun;109(3):517-525. [doi: 10.1007/s00421-010-1387-9] [Medline: 20169360]

30. Weinheimer EM, Sands LP, Campbell WW. A systematic review of the separate and combined effects of energy restriction
and exercise on fat-free mass in middle-aged and older adults: implications for sarcopenic obesity. Nutr Rev 2010
Jul;68(7):375-388. [doi: 10.1111/j.1753-4887.2010.00298.x] [Medline: 20591106]

31. Waters LA, Galichet B, Owen N, Eakin E. Who participates in physical activity intervention trials? J Phys Act Health 2011
Jan;8(1):85-103. [Medline: 21297189]

32. Eysenbach G, CONSORT-EHEALTH Group. CONSORT-EHEALTH: improving and standardizing evaluation reports of
Web-based and mobile health interventions. J Med Internet Res 2011;13(4):e126 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.1923]
[Medline: 22209829]

Abbreviations
AGO: Actief en Gezond Oud
BMI: body mass index
CVD: cardiovascular disease
GPPAQ: General Practice Physical Activity Questionnaire
HbA1c: glycated hemoglobin
HOMA: homeostatic model assessment
HDL: high-density lipoprotein
LDL: low-density lipoprotein

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 26.06.14; peer-reviewed by A Booth, C Short; comments to author 24.07.14; revised version
received 18.09.14; accepted 22.09.14; published 04.12.14

Please cite as:
Vroege DP, Wijsman CA, Broekhuizen K, de Craen AJM, van Heemst D, van der Ouderaa FJG, van Mechelen W, Slagboom PE, Catt
M, Westendorp RGJ, Verhagen EALM, Mooijaart SP
Dose-Response Effects of a Web-Based Physical Activity Program on Body Composition and Metabolic Health in Inactive Older
Adults: Additional Analyses of a Randomized Controlled Trial
J Med Internet Res 2014;16(12):e265
URL: http://www.jmir.org/2014/12/e265/
doi: 10.2196/jmir.3643
PMID: 25486673

©David P Vroege, Carolien A Wijsman, Karen Broekhuizen, Anton JM de Craen, Diana van Heemst, Frans JG van der Ouderaa,
Willem van Mechelen, P Eline Slagboom, Michael Catt, Rudi GJ Westendorp, Evert ALM Verhagen, Simon P Mooijaart.
Originally published in the Journal of Medical Internet Research (http://www.jmir.org), 04.12.2014. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0/), which
permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in the Journal

J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 12 | e265 | p. 12http://www.jmir.org/2014/12/e265/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Vroege et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.jmir.org/2009/3/e27/
http://www.jmir.org/2009/3/e27/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.1139
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19674956&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08836610701358045
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17600452&dopt=Abstract
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/12/344
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-12-344
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22578104&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2008/4/e56/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.1108
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19117828&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/HJR.0b013e32831e953a
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19237997&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00421-010-1387-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20169360&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1753-4887.2010.00298.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20591106&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21297189&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2011/4/e126/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.1923
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22209829&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2014/12/e265/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.3643
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25486673&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


of Medical Internet Research, is properly cited. The complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on
http://www.jmir.org/, as well as this copyright and license information must be included.

J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 12 | e265 | p. 13http://www.jmir.org/2014/12/e265/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Vroege et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

