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Abstract

Background: Accelerometer cutpoints based on absolute intensity may under or overestimate levels of physical
activity due to the lack of consideration for an individual’s current fitness level. The purpose of this study was to
illustrate the interindividual variability in accelerometer activity counts measured at relative intensities (40 and 60%
heart rate reserve (HRR)) and demonstrate the differences between relative activity counts between low, moderate
and high fitness groups.

Methods: Seventy-three subjects (38 men, 35 women) with a wide range of cardiorespiratory fitness (maximal
oxygen consumption (VO2max): 27.9 to 58.5 ml · kg-1 · min-1), performed a submaximal exercise test with measures of
heart rate (HR) and accelerometer activity counts. Linear regression equations were developed for each subject to
determine accelerometer activity counts for moderate and vigorous intensity physical activity corresponding to 40%
and 60% of HRR. Interindividual variability of activity counts between subjects at both 40% and 60% of HRR was
demonstrated by plotting values using a box and whisker plot. To examine the difference between absolute and
relative activity cutpoints, subjects were categorized into 3 fitness groups based on metabolic equivalents (MET)
(<10 MET, 10–13 MET, >13 MET).

Results: At 40 and 60% of HRR, activity counts ranged from 1455–7520, and 3459–10066 counts · min-1,
respectively. Activity counts at 40% HRR (3385 ± 850, 4048 ± 1090, and 5037 ± 1019 counts · min-1) and 60% HRR
(5159 ± 765, 5995 ± 1131 and 7367 ± 1374 counts · min-1) significantly increased across fitness groups (<10 MET,
10–13 MET, and >13 MET, respectively).

Conclusion: This study revealed interindividual variability in activity counts at relative moderate (40% HRR) and
vigorous (60% HRR) intensities, while fitness level was shown to have a significant influence on relative activity
counts measured at these intensities. Individualizing activity count cutpoints may be more representative of an
individual’s PA level relative to their fitness capacity, compared to absolute activity count cutpoints.
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Background
Physical activity (PA) intensity levels can be defined by a
value relative to one’s maximal aerobic capacity (i.e.,%
VO2 reserve or % heart rate reserve [HRR]) or as an
absolute value (i.e., metabolic equivalents [METs]).
Moderate-intensity (MOD) using relative classifications
is set at 40-60% of one’s HRR, whereas MOD intensity
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using absolute terms is set at 3–6 METs (1MET = 3.5 ml
O2 · kg

-1 · min-1) regardless of an individual’s aerobic cap-
acity. Both definitions have been widely utilized to estab-
lish the health benefits of engaging in MOD to vigorous
(VIG) -intensity PA across diverse populations [1-4].
In large scale epidemiologic studies, the absolute

method of classifying PA has been used to establish as-
sociations between PA habits and various health out-
comes, such as cardiovascular disease [5,6]. An issue
with these absolute cutpoints is that they were originally
developed assuming an average fitness level of 10 MET,
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which is not generalizable to all individuals [7]. On the
other hand, early exercise training studies established
relative thresholds of intensity that produced significant
improvements in cardiorespiratory fitness and many
health related measures [8-10]. Both have been used for
a long period of time with absolute intensity used more
so for large population analyses and relative intensity for
exercise training studies.
The early identification of the benefits associated with

high levels of PA was largely due to the use of self-
report PA questionnaires. Many benefits and limitations
exist with this method of PA monitoring. Most notably,
these questionnaires can be administered in a cost and
time efficient manner to a large number of people and
many questionnaires have been demonstrated to be valid
and reliable [11]. Limitations with self-report question-
naires stem from recall error that contributes to diffi-
culties in quantifying frequency, duration and intensity
[11,12]. However, reliable and accurate PA monitors ap-
pease limitations associated with subjective measures
and have been incorporated in epidemiologic and clin-
ical studies that provide insight into the health benefits
associated with levels of PA [13-16]. This has enabled re-
searchers to objectively classify PA intensity habits over
a time period (i.e. 7–14 days). Additionally, the acceler-
ometer’s increased reliability and user friendly interface
have led to their widespread use in exercise based inter-
vention research studies [17-22].
Accelerometers have the ability to differentiate varying

levels of PA intensity through the measurement of accel-
erations that occur during ambulation which are quanti-
fied as activity counts [23]. Absolute activity count
values previously developed by Freedson and colleagues
[7] have been widely adopted as the standard cutpoints
for classifying MOD and VIG intensities. These
cutpoints were established by determining the associ-
ation of accelerometer counts with absolute MOD and
VIG intensity thresholds (i.e., 3–6 MET for MOD, >6
MET for VIG). Subsequently, in a similar fashion Miller
et al. derived age specific cutpoints. Activity counts cal-
culated by age specific (20–29, 40–49 and 60–69 years)
equations were compared between age groups at MOD
(40-59% VO2max) and VIG (>60% VO2max) intensities
[24]. Their results indicated that at 40 and 60% of
VO2max, younger individuals had higher relative activity
counts when compared to older individuals. This sug-
gests that using the standard 3–6 MET absolute intensity
approach (1952–5724 counts · min-1) will underestimate
PA intensity particularly for older (>60 yrs) age groups,
while overestimating PA intensity in younger age groups.
Miller and colleagues provide valuable evidence dem-

onstrating differences in activity count classifications
when stratifying groups by age, but it is important to
recognize that this difference may be due to age related
declines in fitness (VO2max) [25-27]. The mean VO2max

of the 20–29 and the 60–69 year old groups in their
study were 40.6 ± 6.5 ml · kg-1 · min-1 (~11.5 MET) and
30.1 ± 7.5 ml · kg-1 · min-1 (8.5 MET), respectively. In the
current study we sought to extend Miller et al.’s method
of creating absolute cutpoints relative to age by individu-
alizing cutpoints relative to a subject’s fitness level. To
date, no study has compared individually derived relative
thresholds with the standard absolute thresholds. The
purpose of this investigation therefore was twofold; (1)
to demonstrate the interindividual variability of acceler-
ometer activity counts measured at the 40 and 60% of
HRR (MOD- and VIG-intensity, respectively), and (2) to
compare individually derived activity counts between
low, moderate and high fitness groups.

Methods
Subjects
Volunteers from Ball State University (BSU, n = 28) and
the University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee (UWM, n = 45)
read and signed an informed consent document, which
was approved by the respective Institutional Review
Boards prior to participating. To be included in this
study, subjects had to be ≥18 years of age, free of any
known cardiovascular disease and able to ambulate
without any limitations. Exclusion criteria included indi-
viduals with any prior injuries or musculoskeletal condi-
tions that limited their ability to perform the protocol,
and those who were taking medications that may affect
their heart rate (HR) response to exercise. The first visit
was used to familiarize the subjects with the testing pro-
cedures. All subjects had their cardiorespiratory fitness
measured during a maximal exercise test at a second
visit. Then within 2 weeks, returned for a third visit to
the laboratory to perform a standardized submaximal
exercise test with simultaneous measurement of HR and
accelerometry.

Maximal exercise test
Prior to the second visit, subjects were given instructions
to refrain from caffeine for ≥12 hours and strenuous ac-
tivity for ≥24 hours before testing. Height was measured
using a stadiometer and weight was measured using an
electronic scale. Resting and exercise HR were measured
using a Polar HR monitor (Polar Electro, Tampere,
Finland). Oxygen consumption (VO2) was measured by
a metabolic measurement system (True One 2400 Meta-
bolic System, PARVO Medics, Sandy, UT), which was
calibrated before each testing session. The BSU/Bruce
Ramp protocol was used for the maximal exercise test at
BSU, while the Bruce Protocol was performed by sub-
jects at UWM [28,29]. It has been previously demon-
strated that there is no significant difference in VO2max

measured between the two protocols [29]. The criterion
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for achieving VO2max was a respiratory exchange ratio ≥
1.1 and reaching volitional fatigue (rating of perceived
exertion ≥ 18).

Submaximal exercise test
Subjects were asked to abstain from caffeine/food con-
sumption and exercise for at least 4 hours prior to the
trial on the third visit. The exercise trial included
5-minute stages, beginning at 3.2 kilometers per hour
(kph), and then increased to 4.8, 6.4, 8.0, and 9.6 kph
with no resting periods between the stages. Submaximal
testing was discontinued when the subject reached 85%
of their maximal HR. The last 3 stages achieved prior to
termination were selected for regression analysis [3.2,
4.8, 6.4 kph (n = 7); 4.8, 6.4, 8.0 kph (n = 8), and 4.8, 6.4,
9.6 kph (n = 58)]. During submaximal exercise, subjects’
HR were recorded during the last 10 seconds of every
minute using a Polar HR monitor, in addition to record-
ing accelerometer derived activity counts.

Accelerometer
The ActiGraph GT1M (ActiGraph, Pensacola, FL) was
used for the BSU subjects and the ActiGraph GT3X for
subjects at UWM. The monitors were placed on the left
hip at the waist midline with the knee. Previous research
has shown no difference in activity counts between these
two models [30,31]. The accelerometers were initialized
with an epoch set to 60 seconds. In order for the accel-
erometers’ recorded activity counts to correspond with
HR, accelerometer initialization time and submaximal
exercise test clock time were synchronized.

Data analysis
Data collected from the accelerometers were downloaded
using ActiLife Software version 4.1.1 and exported into
a Microsoft Excel file. The last 2 minutes of each
submaximal stage were averaged to create a mean value to
reflect activity counts for each stage interval. Heart rates
during the last 2 minutes of each submaximal stage were
averaged and used in calculating HRR% [(HRstage–HRrest)/
(HRmax–HRrest)100]. Relationships between HRR and ac-
celerometer activity counts were examined using linear re-
gression models. Intercepts and slopes were fitted for each
individual including HRR% collected during submaximal
exercise testing as the dependent variable and accelerom-
eter activity counts during the same test as the independ-
ent variable.
All data are expressed as mean ± SD. Subjects were

categorized into 3 fitness groups based on exercise cap-
acity (<10 MET [n = 9], or 10–13 MET [n = 31], and >13
MET [n = 33]) in order to demonstrate the relationship
between HRR% and accelerometer activity counts across
different fitness levels. These categories represent very
poor, poor to fair, and good and above fitness levels,
respectively, as classified by data from the Cooper Insti-
tute [32] relative to the average age (26 years) of the sub-
jects. The relationship between HRR% and activity
accounts were plotted for all subjects and regression
lines were generated for each respective fitness group.
Furthermore, to compare the subjects’ relative activity
count and Freedson’s cutpoints, differences between sub-
jects’ relative (40 and 60% HRR) activity count and the
respective absolute (1952 and 5725 counts · min-1) activ-
ity counts were determined. Subject characteristics and
activity count between fitness groups were compared
using an analysis of variance. Data analyses were
performed using SPSS version 17 for Windows (SPSS
Inc., Chicago, IL). For all statistical tests, a p < 0.05 was
considered to be statistically significant.

Results
Subject characteristics according to fitness grouping are
presented in Table 1. Men’s VO2max values ranged from
27.9 to 58.5 ml · kg-1 · min-1 and women’s ranged from
29.7 to 54.1 ml · kg-1 · min-1. VO2max values differed sig-
nificantly between each group with values of 31.6 ± 2.2,
40.1 ± 2.7, and 51.2 ± 3.7 ml · kg-1 · min-1 (low vs moder-
ate, moderate vs high, low vs high fitness groups; all p <
0.001). Additionally, the moderate and high fit groupings
differed significantly from the low fit group for weight
and BMI. No significant differences were observed in
mean resting HR or HRmax (p > 0.05) (Table 1).

Calculated activity counts at 40% and 60% HRR
The inter-individual variability of accelerometer activity
counts measured at the 40-60% of HRR is shown in
Figure 1. The mean ± SD and range of activity counts of
subjects at 40% HRR (MOD-intensity) were 4375 ± 1243
and 1455–7520 counts · min-1, respectively. For VIG-
intensity (60% of HRR%) the mean ± SD activity counts
6451 ± 1592 counts · min-1 and ranged from 3459–10066
counts · min-1.
Figure 2 presents differences in activity counts at vary-

ing intensity levels across fitness tertiles. Mean activity
counts at 40% were significantly different between the
low fit and high fit group (3385 ± 850 and 5037 ± 1019
counts · min-1, respectively; p < 0.001) and moderate fit
(4048 ± 1090 counts · min-1) and high fit group (p =
0.001). Mean activity counts at 60% were significantly
different between the low and high fit group (5159 ± 765
and 7367 ± 1374 counts · min-1, respectively; p < 0.001)
and moderate fit (5995 ± 1131 counts · min-1) and high
fit groups (p = 0.001).
Lastly, the difference between relative mean activity

counts at 40% HRR and the absolute activity count
cutpoint of 1952 counts · min-1 for MOD intensities across
all fitness groups were; <10 MET: 1434 ± 850; 10–13
MET: 2097 ± 1090; and >13 MET: 3085 ± 1019 counts ·



Table 1 Subject characteristics within groupings based off VO2max. Mean ± SD

Low fit group Moderate fit group High fit group

n (#) 9 31 33

Male (#) 4 11 23

Age (y) 28.8 ± 7.2 25.7 ± 5.7 25.8 ± 5.1

Weight (kg) 89.2 ± 22.6 73.3 ± 18.5* 72.0 ± 12.1*

BMI (kg · m-2) 30.2 ± 5.1 24.8 ± 4.6* 23.8 ± 3.0*

VO2max (ml · kg-1 · min-1) 31.6 ± 2.2 40.1 ± 2.7* 51.2 ± 3.7*§

Resting HR (bpm) 66 ± 7 62 ± 9 59 ± 8

Max HR (bpm) 189 ± 10 188 ± 8 188 ± 9

BMI = body mass index, VO2max = maximal oxygen consumption, HRmax = maximal heart rate. Groups are separated by percentile rank of VO2max. Low fit group =
<10 MET, Moderate fit group 10–13 MET, High fit group >13 MET. * Significant difference from low fit group, § significant difference from moderate fit group.
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min-1. Conversely, activity counts calculated at 60% of
HRR for subjects in the low fit group (< 10MET) were
on average lower by −545 ± 765 counts · min-1 com-
pared to the absolute VIG cutpoint of 5725 counts ·
min-1. Activity counts calculated for subjects in the
moderate and high fit groups were however greater
than 5725 counts · min-1 by 270 ± 1131 and 1642 ± 1374
counts · min-1, respectively.

Discussion
Our findings demonstrated that there was substantial
interindividual variability in activity counts at both
MOD- (~2000–7500 counts · min-1) and VIG- intensity
(~3500–10000 counts · min-1) levels at 40 and 60% HRR
(Figure 1). The data also revealed that fitness level
influenced an individual’s activity count cutpoint at 40
and 60% HRR with both low and moderate fitness
groups having significantly lower activity counts compared
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Figure 1 Box plot of individual activity counts calculated at 40
and 60% HRR. Dashed horizontal lines indicate absolute cutpoints
for moderate (1927 counts · min-1) and vigorous (5725 counts · min-1)
activity counts.
to the high fit group. These data verify that an individual’s
fitness level is an important determinant of relative
activity counts representative of MOD and VIG
intensities.
Recent studies have explored if demographic charac-

teristics such as age and body weight status may impact
accelerometer derived activity count cutpoints of MOD
and VIG intensities. Clear differences have been ob-
served between the commonly used absolute cutpoints
[7] and those derived specifically for different age groups
[24] and for individuals with type 2 diabetes who are
overweight and obese [33]). Certainly, applying absolute
cutpoints specific to a population of interest may better
represent relative PA levels compared to using general-
ized absolute cutpoints. However, due to potential varia-
tions in fitness level within these populations, even
population specific absolute cutpoints may not represent
the individual’s relative PA intensity levels.
Figure 2 Regression lines of activity counts at measured HRR%
between fitness groupings. Data collected during treadmill speeds
of 3.2, 4.8, 6.4 kph, or 4.8, 6.4, 8.0 kph, or 4.8, 6.4, 9.6 kph. (<10 MET)
low fit group, (10–13 MET) moderate fit group, and (>13 MET) high
fit group.
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The potential role of fitness can be considered in the
recent study by Miller et al. which showed differences in
activity counts at both MOD and VIG intensities be-
tween age groups. Their age group regression equations
revealed lower activity counts for the older group compared
to the younger group at MOD (45-59% VO2max: 2847–5376
counts · min-1 for 60–69 year olds and 4573–6786 counts ·
min-1 for 20–29 year olds) and VIG (≥60% VO2max: ≥5377
counts · min-1 for 60–69 year olds and ≥6787 counts · min-1

for 20–29 year olds) intensities [24]. These age based accel-
erometer cutpoints may provide a more accurate represen-
tation of one’s PA intensity compared to the current
absolute cutpoints and are useful when retrospectively re-
analyzing activity data originally classified using Freedson
et al.’s absolute cutpoints. The association of decreases in ac-
tivity counts with increases in age may have been due to age
related changes in fitness capacity (VO2max), as suggested by
Miller et al. Our findings support this concept as lower
fit subjects had lower activity counts compared to
higher fit subjects at a given relative intensity, regard-
less of age. Furthermore, age related fitness declines are
evident in the cardiorespiratory fitness norms which
show a decline in VO2max with age (50th percentile for
men of 44 ml · kg-1 · min-1 [12.5 MET] for 20—30 year
olds compared to 29 ml · kg-1 · min-1 [8.3 MET] for
70–79 year olds) [32].
While VO2max typically declines with age, there are

interindividual cases that suggest otherwise and would
therefore require individualized activity counts to better
classify PA intensity as measured via accelerometry. One
example from the current study would be to compare an
older subject (38 years) with a VO2max of 46.3 ml · kg-1 ·
min-1 (13.2 MET) to a younger subject (22 years) with a
VO2max of 31.5 ml · kg-1 · min-1 (9 MET). The MOD and
VIG relative intensity activity count cutpoint was 500
and 1000 counts · min-1 greater for the older subject
compared to the younger due to the older subject’s
greater fitness level. Using Miller et al.’s age group equa-
tions would have effectively underestimated respective
PA intensities for the younger subject while the older
subject’s PA intensities would have been overestimated;
however, individualized cutpoints would allow for a
closer representation of PA intensity relative to fitness
level.
This example brings to light the limitations of absolute

intensity cutpoints when applied to a sample of subjects
with ranging fitness levels from 27.0 to 58.5 ml · kg-1 ·
min-1. From this group of participants, 8 of the 9 low fit
individuals’ (<10 MET capacity) relative activity counts
(3833–5722 counts · min-1) calculated at 60% HRR did
not achieve activity counts considered to be VIG by the
absolute cutpoint 5725 counts · min-1, which would
underestimate their time spent in VIG-intensity
PA as defined by the absolute method. Similarly,
underrepresentation of activity levels was demonstrated
in a study by Stevenson et al. who reported that phase II
cardiac rehabilitation patients did not spend any time in
VIG PA when measured by traditional absolute
cutpoints during a program session. However, during
the same program sessions HR monitoring suggested pa-
tients were at relative VIG intensities (>60% HRR) [34].
Typical functional capacities expected of cardiac re-
habilitation patients have been measured at 19.3 ± 6.1
(5.5 MET) in men, and 14.5 ± 3.9 ml · kg-1 · min-1 (4 MET)
in women [35]. With such low aerobic capacities it would
not be possible for patients (or any healthy older individ-
ual with a similar aerobic capacity) to reach absolute VIG-
intensity accelerometer cutpoints even when at maximal
efforts. Conversely, 29 of the 33 high fit individuals (>13
MET capacity) in our study achieved absolute activity
counts of VIG-intensity, while most of these individuals
met the absolute VIG criteria at only a relative intensity of
30-40% HRR. These individuals that reach an absolute
level of VIG-intensity (>5725 counts · min-1) at lower rela-
tive intensities (<60% HRR) would have greater recorded
time spent in VIG-intensity PA as defined by the absolute
method.
In addition to creating absolute cutpoints relative to

one’s age, Lopes and colleagues determined absolute
cutpoints specifically for overweight and obese individ-
uals with type 2 diabetes [33]. Similar to the current
study, Lopes et al.’s subjects performed a treadmill cali-
bration at 3 different speeds (2.5 km · hr-1, 5 km · hr-1,
and 6 km · hr-1) while wearing an accelerometer. They
showed the absolute activity count cutpoints for MOD-
(3 MET) and VIG-intensity (6 MET) to be 1240 and
2400 counts · min-1 respectively; thresholds clearly lower
than Freedson et al.’s proposed cutpoints for the respect-
ive intensities. Although they did not measure VO2max,
Lopes et al. suggested that the lower cutpoints for
MOD- and VIG-intensity were likely due to lower fitness
levels commonly present in diabetic overweight and
obese individuals. However, as with age, it is also known
that fitness can vary within BMI ranges [36].
To demonstrate the importance of fitness related to de-

veloping cutpoints, we conducted ancillary correlations
between activity counts at 40/60% of HRR with age, BMI,
as well as VO2max. The correlation between fitness
(VO2max) and activity counts were significant and
explained 26% and 32% of the variability at 40 and 60% of
HRR. However, less than 1% of variability (r2 = 0.0013 –
0.0034) in activity counts was explained by the individuals’
age and BMI. This suggests that previous absolute
cutpoints based on age or BMI are less likely to account
for differences in fitness level that may exist across age or
varying body sizes. While, methods such as Miller et al.’s
may be appropriate when used to describe a general popu-
lation’s PA, they may misclassify an individual’s PA due to
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potential deviations in fitness (i.e. higher or lower)
compared to an individual of similar age and gender.
Our data best represents this concept as our cohort
had a wide range of cardiorespiratory fitness (27.9 to
58.5 ml · kg-1 · min-1) over a small age range (18 to
39 yr). When the proposed individualized cutpoints
relative to fitness were compared to cutpoints based on
age using Miller et al.’s criteria, the absolute average
differences were 961 counts · min-1 for the MOD-
intensity cut point and 1308 counts · min-1 for the VIG
cut point; clearly demonstrating the importance of cre-
ating individualized cutpoints based on fitness.
These observations emphasize the value of a method

that would allow for the generation of individualized ac-
tivity cutpoints appropriate for their fitness level. The re-
lationship between HRR% and activity counts can be
derived by having subjects perform a short (<10 minutes)
treadmill protocol with 2–3 different submaximal speeds
(3 minutes/stage to ensure physiologic steady state is
reached) while wearing an accelerometer and a HR
monitor. These data would then be presented in a scat-
ter plot and using the regression line (y =mx + b; y = ac-
tivity count, x = HRR%) to determine the activity count
levels corresponding to relative MOD- (40% HRR) and
VIG-intensities (60% HRR). Laboratories that would find
relative intensity PA important and have access to a
treadmill, heart rate monitor and an accelerometer may
be able to employ this method.
However, it is important to acknowledge that

performing such a protocol may not be appropriate for
all settings; such as large surveillance studies that
provide and collect PA monitors through the mail. Fur-
thermore, studies that quantify PA as an additional de-
scriptive measure and not a primary point of interest
may choose to dedicate valuable subject time towards
performing a battery of tests that help address the
study’s primary purpose. Conversely, this method would
be important for studies that place high value on quanti-
fying MOD-VIG-intensity PA. Particularly those that
seek to determine if differences in time spent in MOD-
VIG-intensity PA, quantified by absolute and relative
thresholds, are associated with different health related
outcomes.
This study however is not without limitations. There

were uneven subject distributions between the fitness
tertiles, specifically in the lowest (n = 9). Additionally, fu-
ture studies need to test the validity of the proposed
method for individualizing cut points. It is recommended
that future studies validate this method against the gold
standard method of PA-intensity classification; VO2 re-
sponse to exercise. This can be accomplished by recording
PA via accelerometry while collecting expired gases during
treadmill walking and/or running. PA intensity recorded
by the accelerometer using individualized cut points
relative to fitness (VO2max, as assessed through maximal
exercise testing) can then be compared to relative PA in-
tensity classified by VO2 collected during the same work-
loads. After establishing this methods validity, future
studies should conduct a 7-day PA collection period to
compare time spent in PA intensities between relative and
absolute cutpoints in a heterogeneous population (large
age and BMI range) to effectively demonstrate the vari-
ability that may exist in recorded time spent in MOD- and
VIG-PA. Lastly, while data from two different sites and
two different accelerometers were collected, protocols
were strictly followed by highly trained technicians and
previous findings have confirmed a high level of agree-
ment between GT1M and GT3X accelerometer [30,31].
Individually derived, relative intensity cutpoints, would

more accurately classify relative PA intensity during PA
across all fitness levels. Additionally, applying individual-
ized cutpoints for MOD and VIG activity, researchers
will be able to extend the compelling associations be-
tween time spent in PA intensities and risk for various
diseases. Foremost, this approach has not been applied
in prospective studies where relative intensity is of
importance, leaving great potential to examine relation-
ships between relative cutpoints and outcomes of
interest.

Conclusion
In conclusion, this study demonstrated interindividual
variability of accelerometer activity counts at relative levels
of MOD- (40% HRR) and VIG-intensity (60% HRR) activ-
ity as assessed by accelerometry. This simple and time
efficient approach used in this study for determining indi-
vidual activity count cutpoints for MOD- and VIG-
intensity has the potential to provide researchers a more
representative PA profile of individual’s, than the widely
used absolute intensity cutpoints.

Abbreviations
HR: Heart rate; HRrest: Heart rate at rest; HRmax: Heart rate at max;
HRstage: Heart rate at a given stage; HRR: Heart rate reserve; kph: Kilometers
per hour; MET: Metabolic equivalent; MOD: Moderate; VIG: Vigorous;
VO2: Oxygen Consumption; PA: Physical Activity.

Competing interest
The authors declare that they have no competing interests

Authors’ contributions
CO completed the data analysis, results interpretation and manuscript
preparation. HC performed data collection at Ball State University, while SS
collected and provided data at the University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee. WB
was involved in the manuscript preparation and LK completed the ethics
application, design of this project and was involved in manuscript
preparations. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Author details
1Clinical Exercise Physiology Program, Human Performance Laboratory, Ball
State University, Muncie, IN 47306, USA. 2IU Health Ball Memorial Hospital,
Cardiopulmonary Rehabilitation Program, 2401 University Ave, Muncie, IN
47303, USA. 3College of Health Sciences, University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee,
PO Box 413, Milwaukee, WI 53201-04133, USA.



Ozemek et al. BMC Medical Research Methodology 2013, 13:53 Page 7 of 7
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2288/13/53
Received: 16 October 2012 Accepted: 20 March 2013
Published: 1 April 2013
References
1. American College of Sports Medicine position statement on the

recommended quantity and quality of exercise for developing and
maintaining fitness in healthy adults. Med Sci Sports 1978, 10(3):vii-x.

2. American College of Sports Medicine position stand: The recommended
quantity and quality of exercise for developing and maintaining
cardiorespiratory and muscular fitness in healthy adults. Med Sci Sports
Exerc 1990, 22(2):265–274.

3. American College of Sports Medicine Position Stand: The recommended
quantity and quality of exercise for developing and maintaining
cardiorespiratory and muscular fitness, and flexibility in healthy adults.
Med Sci Sports Exerc 1998, 30(6):975–991.

4. Garber CE, Blissmer B, Deschenes MR, Franklin BA, Lamonte MJ, Lee IM,
Nieman DC, Swain DP: American College of Sports Medicine position
stand. Quantity and quality of exercise for developing and maintaining
cardiorespiratory, musculoskeletal, and neuromotor fitness in apparently
healthy adults: guidance for prescribing exercise. Med Sci Sports Exerc
2011, 43(7):1334–1359.

5. Morris JN, Heady JA, Raffle PA, Roberts CG, Parks JW: Coronary heart-
disease and physical activity of work. Lancet 1953, 265(6796):1111–1120.

6. Paffenbarger RS Jr, Wolf PA, Notkin J, Thorne MC: Chronic disease in
former college students. I. Early precursors of fatal coronary heart
disease. Am J Epidemiol 1966, 83(2):314–328.

7. Freedson PS, Melanson E, Sirard J: Calibration of the Computer Science
and Applications, Inc. accelerometer. Med Sci Sports Exerc 1998,
30(5):777–781.

8. Physical activity and cardiovascular health. NIH Consens Statement 1995,
13(3):1–33.

9. Pollock ML: The quantification of endurance training programs.
Exerc Sport Sci Rev 1973, 1:155–188.

10. Pollock ML, Broida J, Kendrick Z, Miller HS Jr, Janeway R, Linnerud AC:
Effects of training two days per week at different intensities on middle-
aged men. Med Sci Sports 1972, 4(4):192–197.

11. Warren JM, Ekelund U, Besson H, Mezzani A, Geladas N, Vanhees L:
Assessment of physical activity - a review of methodologies with
reference to epidemiological research: a report of the exercise
physiology section of the European Association of Cardiovascular
Prevention and Rehabilitation. Eur J Cardiovasc Prev Rehabil 2010,
17(2):127–139.

12. Ainsworth BE, Bassett DR Jr, Strath SJ, Swartz AM, O'Brien WL, Thompson
RW, Jones DA, Macera CA, Kimsey CD: Comparison of three methods for
measuring the time spent in physical activity. Med Sci Sports Exerc 2000,
32(9 Suppl):S457–S464.

13. Chase JA: Systematic review of physical activity intervention studies after
cardiac rehabilitation. J Cardiovasc Nurs 2011, 26(5):351–358.

14. King WC, Belle SH, Eid GM, Dakin GF, Inabnet WB, Mitchell JE, Patterson EJ,
Courcoulas AP, Flum DR, Chapman WH, et al: Physical activity levels of
patients undergoing bariatric surgery in the Longitudinal Assessment of
Bariatric Surgery study. Surg Obes Relat Dis 2008, 4(6):721–728.

15. Tudor-Locke C, Johnson WD, Katzmarzyk PT: Accelerometer-determined
steps per day in US adults. Med Sci Sports Exerc 2009, 41(7):1384–1391.

16. Loprinzi PD, Lee H, Cardinal BJ, Crespo CJ, Andersen RE, Smit E: The
relationship of actigraph accelerometer cut-points for estimating
physical activity with selected health outcomes: results from NHANES
2003–06. Res Q Exerc Sport 2012, 83(3):422–430.

17. Behnke M, Wewel AR, Kirsten D, Jorres RA, Magnussen H: Exercise training
raises daily activity stronger than predicted from exercise capacity in
patients with COPD. Respir Med 2005, 99(6):711–717.

18. Meijer EP, Westerterp KR, Verstappen FT: Effect of exercise training on
physical activity and substrate utilization in the elderly. Int J Sports Med
2000, 21(7):499–504.

19. Pinto BM, Goldstein MG, Papandonatos GD, Farrell N, Tilkemeier P, Marcus
BH, Todaro JF: Maintenance of exercise after phase II cardiac
rehabilitation: a randomized controlled trial. Am J Prev Med 2011,
41(3):274–283.

20. Santos-Lozano A, Torres-Luque G, Marin PJ, Ruiz JR, Lucia A, Garatachea N:
Intermonitor Variability of GT3X Accelerometer. Int J Sports Med 2012.
21. Sirard JR, Forsyth A, Oakes JM, Schmitz KH: Accelerometer test-retest
reliability by data processing algorithms: results from the Twin Cities
Walking Study. J Phys Act Health 2011, 8(5):668–674.

22. VanSwearingen JM, Perera S, Brach JS, Wert D, Studenski SA: Impact of
exercise to improve gait efficiency on activity and participation in older
adults with mobility limitations: a randomized controlled trial. Phys Ther
2011, 91(12):1740–1751.

23. Freedson PS, Miller K: Objective monitoring of physical activity using
motion sensors and heart rate. Res Q Exerc Sport 2000, 71(2 Suppl):S21–29.

24. Miller NE, Strath SJ, Swartz AM, Cashin SE: Estimating absolute and relative
physical activity intensity across age via accelerometry in adults. J Aging
Phys Act 2010, 18(2):158–170.

25. Fleg JL, Morrell CH, Bos AG, Brant LJ, Talbot LA, Wright JG, Lakatta EG:
Accelerated longitudinal decline of aerobic capacity in healthy older
adults. Circulation 2005, 112(5):674–682.

26. Jackson AS, Sui X, Hebert JR, Church TS, Blair SN: Role of lifestyle and
aging on the longitudinal change in cardiorespiratory fitness. Arch Intern
Med 2009, 169(19):1781–1787.

27. Stathokostas L, Jacob-Johnson S, Petrella RJ, Paterson DH: Longitudinal
changes in aerobic power in older men and women. J Appl Physiol 2004,
97(2):781–789.

28. Bruce RA, Kusumi F, Hosmer D: Maximal oxygen intake and nomographic
assessment of functional aerobic impairment in cardiovascular disease.
Am Heart J 1973, 85(4):546–562.

29. Kaminsky LA, Whaley MH: Evaluation of a new standardized ramp
protocol: the BSU/Bruce Ramp protocol. J Cardiopulm Rehabil 1998,
18(6):438–444.

30. Kaminsky LA, Ozemek C: A comparison of the Actigraph GT1M and GT3X
accelerometers under standardized and free-living conditions.
Physiol Meas 2012, 33(11):1869–1876.

31. Sasaki JE, John D, Freedson PS: Validation and comparison of ActiGraph
activity monitors. J Sci Med Sport 2011, 14(5):411–416.

32. American College of Sports Medicine: American College of Sports
Medicine Guidelines for Exercise Testing and Prescription. In 8th edition:
Thompson WG, Gordon NF, Pescatello LS. Philadelphia,
PA: Wolters Kluwer/Lippincott Williams & Wilkins; 2010.

33. Lopes VP, Magalhaes P, Bragada J, Vasques C: Actigraph calibration in
obese/overweight and type 2 diabetes mellitus middle-aged to old adult
patients. J Phys Act Health 2009, 6(Suppl 1):S133–140.

34. Stevenson TG, Riggin K, Nagelkirk PR, Hargens TA, Strath SJ, Kaminsky LA:
Physical activity habits of cardiac patients participating in an early
outpatient rehabilitation program. J Cardiopulm Rehabil Prev 2009,
29(5):299–303.

35. Ades PA, Savage PD, Brawner CA, Lyon CE, Ehrman JK, Bunn JY, Keteyian SJ:
Aerobic capacity in patients entering cardiac rehabilitation. Circulation
2006, 113(23):2706–2712.

36. Lee DC, Sui X, Artero EG, Lee IM, Church TS, McAuley PA, Stanford FC, Kohl
HW 3rd, Blair SN: Long-term effects of changes in cardiorespiratory
fitness and body mass index on all-cause and cardiovascular disease
mortality in men: the Aerobics Center Longitudinal Study. Circulation
2011, 124(23):2483–2490.

doi:10.1186/1471-2288-13-53
Cite this article as: Ozemek et al.: Estimating relative intensity using
individualized accelerometer cutpoints: the importance of fitness level.
BMC Medical Research Methodology 2013 13:53.


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Subjects
	Maximal exercise test
	Submaximal exercise test
	Accelerometer
	Data analysis

	Results
	Calculated activity counts at 40% and 60% HRR

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Abbreviations
	Competing interest
	Authors’ contributions
	Author details
	References

