
Obesity & Weight loss Therapy
Malavolti et al., J Obes Weig los Ther 2012, 2:2
http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/2165-7904.1000116

Volume 2 • Issue 2 • 1000116J Obes Weig los Ther
ISSN: 2165-7904 JOWT, an open access journal

Open AccessResearch Article

Reliability of a Multisensor Armband in Estimating Energy Expenditure 
According to Degree of Obesity
M. Malavolti1*, S. Bellentani2, A. Pietrobelli1,3, L. Tardini1, A. Bellucci1, M. Busacchi1 and N. C. Battistini1

1Applied Dietetic Techincal Sciences Chair, Modena and Reggio Emilia University, Italy
2Liver Centre, Azienda USL di Modena, Italy
3Pediatric Clinica, Verona University, Italy

Abstract
Resting energy expenditure (REE) represents the amount of calories required by the body to maintain vital body 

functions. One of the most commonly used methods for estimating REE is indirect calorimetry. Recent studies on 
different populations have validated a highly innovative instrument, the SenseWear® Armband (SWA), which evaluates 
total energy expenditure and, when used in resting conditions, could also evaluate REE. The purpose of this study was 
to determine the agreement of the SWA in assessing REE in obese subjects and, see how this agreement varies with 
different obesity degree.

89 obese subjects (59 women and 30 men), with an age range from 35-65 years and body mass index (BMI) 
34.5  4.5 kg/m2 were studied. REE was measured by IC Sensor Medics Vmax (SM-29N) and by SWA. Fat mass 
(FM) and fat-free mass (FFM) was determined by anthropometry and bio-impedance measurements. No statistical 
difference was found between REE measured by SWA (1693±276) and REE measured by SM-29N (1627±293). The 
two methods showed similar assessments (r=0.8, p<0.0001). When the BMI range is limited to 30 to 35 kg/m2, this 
agreement increases (r = 0.85, p<0.0001). However, at higher BMIs (BMI> 35 kg/m2), the agreement decreases (r = 
0.6 p <0.0001). FFM, measured using different methods, and REE measured using SWA and SM-29N are very closely 
correlated. 

The accuracy of the SWA is affected by BMI, in fact it appears to be good in obese subjects with a BMI range of 
30 to 35, but this accuracy decreases with higher BMIs (BMI> 35). 
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Introduction
There is a critical need to control the current obesity epidemic 

in the light of the increasing prevalence of overweight and obese 
individuals around the world [1-4], since one and 1, 5 billion of 
the world’s population are overweight or obese [5,6]. The largest 
component of total daily energy expenditure is resting energy 
expenditure (REE), accounting for 60-70% of total expenditure [7]. The 
factor that determines energy balance, at a given level of energy intake 
and physical activity, varies from person to person and is influenced 
and largely determined by body size and composition. Total energy 
expenditure (TEE) consists of resting energy expenditure (REE), the 
thermal effect of food (TEF) and activity thermo-genesis (AT). AT 
can be further split in to two components, exercise-related AT and 
non-exercise AT (NEAT). According to Levine [8], NEAT is reported 
to be the most variable component of TEE and is thought to play an 
important role in the pathogenesis of obesity. An imbalance in energy 
intake and energy expenditure leads to obesity, which is associated with 
increased morbidity and mortality [9-11] and with a higher incidence 
of type 2 diabetes, risk factors for cardiovascular disease (CVD) and 
chronic diseases in general [12,13]. Body mass index (BMI: m/kg2), is 
positively correlated with dyslipidaemia and cardiovascular diseases 
(CVD), and negatively correlated with poor physical fitness [12,13]. 
Weight-loss diets are associated with a reduction in resting energy 
expenditure (REE, kcal/day) [12] and in lean body mass (LBM), which 
is positively associated with REE [14]. On the other hand, increased 
physical activity also favours better weight maintenance [15], and 
weight regain is twice as high in those with sedentary life styles [16]. 
Regular physical activity reduces abdominal fat, risk of mortality [17] 
and calorie intake and weight loss is also associated with a reduction in 
metabolic risk factors [18]. 

Metabolic carts are the standard method used in research based 
on REE measurements [19]. However Indirect Calorimetry (IC) and 
metabolic carts are the standard techniques for measuring REE in 

research settings, the equipment required to measure respiratory 
exchange makes this procedure time-consuming, costly and often 
impossible to perform. This calls for the need to find more manageable 
devices for measuring energy expenditure. As a substitute for this 
procedure and to overcome the problems related to the great variability 
between measurements, several prediction equations have been 
developed [20,21]. The Harris-Benedict equations [21] are widely used 
in clinical settings and nutritional assessment. Prediction equations are 
often used as alternatives to measuring energy expenditure, however, 
the accuracy of these equations has often been criticised [22,23]. To 
overcome the disadvantages of metabolic carts, more manageable 
energy expenditure measuring devices have been developed. In order 
to reduce costs and complexity, new technologies are needed to provide 
to clinicians with more accurate methods of measuring REE.

A new energy expenditure system called the SenseWearTM System 
Armband (SWA) was recently developed and marketed. The device 
is worn on the right upper arm over the triceps muscle and monitors 
various physiological and movement parameters (i.e. movement, 
heat flux, skin temperature, galvanic skin response) and estimates the 
wearer’s calorie expenditure, number of steps, and duration of physical 

brought to you by COREView metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk

provided by Archivio istituzionale della ricerca - Università di Modena e Reggio Emilia

https://core.ac.uk/display/53991595?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1
http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/2165-7904.1000116


Citation: Malavolti M, Bellentani S, Pietrobelli A, Tardini L, Bellucci A, et al. (2012) Reliability of a Multisensor Armband in Estimating Energy 
Expenditure According to Degree of Obesity. J Obes Weig los Ther 2:116. doi:10.4172/2165-7904.1000116

Page 2 of 5

Volume 2 • Issue 2 • 1000116J Obes Weig los Ther
ISSN: 2165-7904 JOWT, an open access journal

activity. Previous studies have reported the SWA as being highly 
accurate when estimating the resting energy expenditure in relatively 
young, normal-weight and overweight adults [24-26], but less in obese 
subjects [27]. The purpose of our study was to assess the validity of the 
SWA to assess resting energy expenditure for different obesity ranges, 
and if this is in agreement with standard indirect calorimetry.

Subjects and Methods
Subjects

The study caseload consisted of 89 healthy obese subjects (F=59, 
M=30), with an age range from 35-65 years and body mass index 
(BMI) 34.5 ± 4.5 kg/m2. Written informed consent was obtained 
from all subjects before collecting a general history and conducting a 
physical examination to rule out illness. None of the subjects had taken 
medication or followed a diet in the six months prior to the study. 
Subjects were asked to follow their usual diet during the week preceding 
the study. All subjects were studied in the early morning after overnight 
fasting and were instructed to void before measurements were taken. 
The protocol was approved by the institutional review boards of the 
University of Modena and Reggio Emilia.

Resting energy expenditure

REE measurements were taken between 8:00 a.m. and 10:00 
a.m. after overnight fasting (at least 12 hours) by means of the gas 
dilution method using the Sensor Medics Vmax29 metabolic cart 
(SM-29N Metabolic Cart, Yorbe Linda CA, USA). Subjects were asked 
to stay awake and motionless for the duration of the simultaneous 
measurements, which were taken for 30 to 40 minutes. Since there 
is no reliable approach for assessing inter-day variability of REE, 
we consider a measurement valid when 15 minutes of steady state, 
determined as a coefficient of variation <5% in minute respiratory 
quotient and minute oxygen consumption, is obtained, according to 
Weir’s formula [28]. The SWA (SenseWear™ Armband, BodyMedia, 
Roche Diagnostics, and Indianapolis, IN, USA) was worn on the right 
arm over the triceps muscle at the midpoint between the acromion and 
olecranon processes. The armband was placed on the subject’s arm for 
5-10 minutes before data collection to allow for acclimation to skin 
temperature. The SWA data was analysed using dedicated software 
(InnerView Research Software, version 6.0 BodyMedia, Inc., Pittsburgh, 
PA), which, to our knowledge, is the most recent version. The SWA 
also provided a number of measured parameters (accelerometry, heat 
flux, galvanic skin response, skin temperature, near body temperature) 
and demographic characteristics (gender, age, height, weight) in 
proprietary algorithms to estimate energy expenditure. Accelerometry 
was measured using a two-axis micro electro mechanical sensor. Heat 
flux was measured using a proprietary sensor that incorporates low 
thermal resistant materials and thermocouple arrays. Galvanic skin 
response was used as an indicator of evaporative heat loss and was 
measured using two hypoallergenic stainless steel electrodes. Skin 
temperature was used to reflect the body’s core temperature activity 
and was measured using a thermistor-based sensor.

Anthropometry

All anthropometric measurements (TH) were performed by the 
same operator according to the Anthropometric Standardisation 
Reference Manual [29]. Weight (Wt) was measured to the nearest 100 
g and height (Ht) to the nearest 0.1 cm using an electronic scale with 
built-in stadiometer (Tanita, Tokyo, Japan). BMI was calculated as 
Wt (Kg)/Ht (m2). Skinfolds and circumference were measured using 
a caliper and an anthropometric tape, respectively (Holtain, Crymich, 

UK). Skinfold thickness (biceps, triceps, subscapular, suprailiac, calf 
and mid-thigh) were measured to the nearest millimetre using calipers 
on the right side of the body [29]. Circumferences (arm, waist, hip, 
calf, and mid-thigh) were measured to the nearest millimeter using a 
plastic tape measure. All skinfold and circumference measurements 
were taken three times and the values were averaged.

Bioimpedance analysis

Bioimpedance (BIA) was measured using an octopolar tactile-
electrode impedance-meter (Tanita MC-180, Japan). Resistance (R) 
of arms, trunk and legs was measured in fasting conditions (≥ 8 h) 
at frequencies of five, 50, 250 and 500 kHz with an 8-polar tactile-
electrode impedance-meter. This instrument makes use of 8 tactile 
electrodes: two are in contact with the palm and thumb of each hand 
and two with the anterior and posterior aspects of the sole of each foot. 
An alternating current (a.c.) of 250 A of intensity (I) is applied. No 
caution was taken to standardize the subject’s posture before BIA, as 
suggested by the manufacturer. Whole-body resistance was calculated 
as the sum of segmental resistance (right arm + left arm + trunk + 
right leg + left leg). The whole-body resistance index was calculated 
as Ht (cm) 2 / whole body resistance. Measurements were taken in 
the morning at room temperature (21°), after at least 12 hours of rest, 
following overnight fasting. 

Statistical analysis

Data was analysed using a PC version of Intercooler Stata 10 
(Stata Statistical Software: Release 10.0 Collage Station, Texas). 
Pearson’s product-moment correlation analyses were performed to 
determine associations between REE estimated by SWA and SM-29N 
measurements.

Bland – Altman bias plots [30] were created to assess the agreement/
difference between the indirect calorimetry measurement and SWA 
estimation of REE as well as the reliability of the SWA estimate. 
Pearson correlation was used to evaluate the relationship between FFM 
(kg) measured by IC and SWA and FFM (kg) measured using different 
body composition methods. Statistical significance was set at P < 0.001. 
Data is presented as M ± SD.

Results
Physical characteristics, FM and FFM in kg of the study population 

are given in Table 1. Un-paired t-tests were computed to examine 
differences between age and gender for the parameters measured 
and we did not find any statistical difference (in all cases p = n.s.) and 
analysed as one group. REE measurements estimated by SWA (1693 
± 276 kcal*min-1) were very similar to the mean indirect calorimetry 
measurement (1627 ± 293 kcal*min-1). We also calculated REE with 
Harris-Benedict predicted equation (Table 1) and find that the best 
correlation was between REE estimated by SWA and REE estimated 
by Harris Benedict (r = 0.85). This correlation is higher than the 
correlation of REE measured by Vmax and REE measured by Harris 
Benedict (r = 0.75) and even higher than the correlation between REE 
measured by gold standard Vmax and REE measured by SenseWear (r 
= 0.8). Dividing the subjects in 2 categories: one group with 30 < BMI 
> 35 kg/m2 and the other with BMI > 35 kg/m2 the correlation between 
REE measured by SWA and REE measured by HB, though decreasing 
with increasing BMI, is always the best (r > 0.8).

The mean measurements for each subject provided by the two 
devices were significantly correlated (r = 0.80, p < 0.0001). Is very 
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interesting to analyse this correlation when patients are divided in two 
groups according to BMI class: one group with 30 < BMI > 35 kg/m2 

and the other with BMI > 35 kg/m2.

Indeed, as expected, the correlation increases to r = 0.85 for 30 < 
BMI > 35 kg/m2 but for greater BMIs this correlation decreases (r = 0.6 
p < 0.0001). The same thing happens in the correlation between HB 
and REE measured by the other two methods, increasing BMI decrease 
the correlation. This emphasized that in presence of important BMI 
(BMI > 35 kg/m2) the reliability of unknown algorithms (like SWA 
algorithms) and predicted equation for body composition assessment 
is still limited.

The Bland – Altman plot (Figure 1) also shows the good agreement 
(N = 89, p = 0.49) between the two measurements as we considered 
the entire subject one big group and no bias toward over- or 
underestimation. This agreement changed if we divided the subjects 
according to the BMI range: one with 30 < BMI > 35 kg/m2 and one 
with BMI > 35 kg/m2. With 30 < BMI > 35 kg/m2 (Figure 2) the 
agreement increase (N = 50; p = 0.97), while BMI > 35 kg/m2 (Figure 3) 
the agreement decrease (N = 39; p = 0.24).

We found a high correlation between FFM in kg estimated 
using different methods and REE measured by SWA and by indirect 
calorimetry. 

In our sample, FFM was estimated by TH and BIA (manufactured 
given the equations) (Table 1) and no significant difference was 
established between them. The correlation coefficients between FFM, 
measured using different techniques, and REE estimated by SWA and 
indirect calorimetry are summarised in Table 2. 

The best association is between REE measured by SWA and FFM 
measured by BIA (r = 0.82; p < 0.0001). The correlation between 
REE measured by SM-29N and by SWA and BMI class of the study 
population is better if 30 < BMI > 35 kg/m2 (r = 0.85 p < 0.0001) but this 
correlation decreases (r = 0.69 p < 0.0001) with BMI >35 kg/m2.

Body composition measurements, including REE are greatly 
affected by the patient’s obesity status, indeed we found that when BMI 

increases, the correlation between REE measured using SWA and REE 
measured using Vmax is reduced. 

Discussion
The SWA was seen to be highly reliable at estimating resting 

energy expenditure in lean and overweight individuals, but less so in 
obese subjects. Papazoglou et al. [27] suggest that specific algorithms 
should be used for the obese (more strictly speaking according to their 
findings for individuals with high REE) to provide more accurate 
energy expenditure estimates. To our knowledge, this study is the first 
to examine the validity of this instrument for estimating resting energy 
expenditure in comparison with indirect calorimetry in different BMI 
class of obese people. We examined the SWA’s agreement in estimating 
REE compared with Harris Benedict equation in two groups: one with 
BMI’s range from 30 to 35 kg/m2 and the second with BMI > 35 kg/
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Figure1: Bland-Altman plot for difference between the Sense Wear Armband 
and Sensor Medics Vmax SM-29N for all the subjects (N=89, *p=0.001) for 
average resting energy expenditure. The middle horizontal line represents the 
mean difference between the methods and the other two lines represent the 
95% limits of agreement.
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Figure2: Bland-Altman plot for difference between the Sense Wear Armband 
and Sensor Medics Vmax SM-29N in subjects with BMI range between 30 
to 35 kg/m2 (N=50, *p=0.001) for average resting energy expenditure. The 
middle horizontal line represents the mean difference between the methods 
and the other two lines represent the 95% limits of agreement.
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Figure3: Bland-Altman plot for difference between the Sense Wear 
Armband and Sensor Medics Vmax SM-29N in subjects with BMI > 35 kg/
m2 (N=39, *p=0.001) for average resting energy expenditure. The middle 
horizontal line represents the mean difference between the methods and 
the other two lines represent the 95% limits of agreement.
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m2. No significant differences were found, however we found that if 
we limited the BMI range to 30 to 35 kg/m2 these correlations increase. 
In addition, good correlation and very good agreement were found in 
the measurement of REE between two methods in this population. The 
best correlation was found between REE measured by SWA and REE 
measured by HB equation (r = 0.84). These results indicate not only 
that the SWA could provide reliable estimates of REE, but also that 
the manufactured equation of SWA could be similar to HB equation. 
However, a high degree of correlation does not imply agreement 
between the two methods. It is widely agreed that the standard statistical 
method for the comparison of a new and established measurement 
technique is that described by Bland and Altman. Using the Bland-
Altman technique for this comparison, we found a significant positive 
correlation and no meaningful difference between SWA and indirect 
calorimetry. The agreement increases if we limit the BMI range to 30-
35 kg/m2. Above the 35 kg/m2 mark, the agreement decreased and the 
two methods cannot be used interchangeably in obese subjects with 
BMI > 35 kg/m2. We used SM-29N as the criterion measurement 
for evaluating the SWA. It is important, however, to point out that 
this is not a gold standard, since an element of skill is involved in its 
calibration and usage. Nonetheless, this metabolic cart, when used 
by skilled technicians, is generally considered to provide an accurate 
measurement of the resting metabolic rate. Our results suggested that 
trained technicians are likely to obtain similar values for REE when 
using the metabolic cart and the SWA.

The SWA appears to have a similar accuracy to and some practical 
advantages over traditional metabolic carts. For instance, the cost 
is significantly lower and the SWA is portable and self-calibrating, 
whereas calibration of metabolic carts must be performed by a skilled 
technician. According to our results, the SWA should increase the 
accessibility of REE measurements. Indeed, unlike metabolic carts, 
SWA can be easily used in doctors’ and dieticians’ practices and many 
other healthcare settings, whereas metabolic carts are used primarily in 
research laboratories and hospitals, due partly to the fact that metabolic 
cart measurements require standardised conditions that can only be 
obtained in these facilities. We conclude that the Sense wear System 
Armband method is able to provide a good estimate of basal metabolic 
rate, however in populations with a higher BMI (BMI >35 kg/m2), its 
accuracy decreases, probably as a consequence of fat mass increase, 
so a larger population study could be decisive to improve Armband 
precision and accuracy. 

References

1. Seidell JC (1999) Obesity: a growing problem. Acta Paediatr Suppl. 88: 46-50.

2. Low S, Chin MC (2009) Deurenberg-Yap M. Review of the obesity epidemic. 
Ann Acad Med Singapore 38: 57-59.

3. García Villar J, Quintana-Domeque C (2009) Income and body mass index in 
Europe. Econ Hum Biol 7: 73-83.

4. Hemmelmann C, Brose S, Vens M, Hebebrand J, Ziegler A (2010) [Percentiles 
of body mass index of 18-80-year-old German adults based on data from the 
Second National Nutrition Survey]. Dtsch Med Wochenschr 135: 848-852.

5. Rossner S (2002) Obesity: the disease of the twenty first century. Int J Obes 
Relat Metab Disord 4: S2-4.

6. Elbelt U, Schuetz T, Hoffmann I, Pirlich M, Strasburger CJ, Lochs H. Differences 
in energy expenditure and physical activity patterns in subjects with various 
degrees of obesity. Clin Nutr. 2010 Jun 1.

7. Wong WW, Butte NF, Hergenroeder AC, Hill RB, Stuff JE, et al. (1996) Are 
basal metabolic rate prediction equations appropriate for female children and 
adolescents? J Appl Physiol 81: 2407-2414.

8. Levine JA, Eberhardt NL, Jensen MD (1999) Role of non exercise activity 
thermogenesis in resistance to fat gain in humans. Science 283: 212-214.

9. Fontaine KR, ReddenDT, WangC, WestfallAO (2003) Allison DB. Years of life 
lost due to obesity JAMA 289: 187-193.

10. Freedman DM, Ron E, Ballard-Barbash R, Doody MM, Linet MS (2006) Body 
mass index and all-cause mortality in a nationwide US cohort. Int J Obes 30: 
822-829. 

11. Sjöström L, Narbro K, Sjöström CD, Karason K, Larsson B, et al. (2007) Effects 
of bariatric surgery on mortality in Swedish obese subjects. N Engl J Med 357: 
741-752.

12. Rosenbaum M, Leibel RL. Hirsch J (1997) Obesity. N Engl J Med 337: 396-407.

13. Executive Summary of the 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) (2001). JAMA 285: 
2486-2497.

14. Fett CA, Fett WC, Marchini JS (2006) [Resting energy expenditure measured 
vs estimated and this relationship with body composition in women]. Arq Bras 
Endocrinol Metabol 50 : 1050-1058.

15. Lee CD, Blair SN, Jackson AS (1999) Cardiorespiratory fitness, body 
composition and all-cause and cardiovascular disease mortality in men. Am J 
Clin Nutr 69: 373-380. 

16. Weiss EC, Galuska DA, Kettel Khan L, Gillespie C, Serdula MK. (2007) Weight 
regain in U.S. adults who experienced substantial weight loss, 1999–2002. Am 
J Prev Med 33: 34-40.

17. Kruger J, Galuska DA, Serdula MK, Jones DA (2004) Attempting to lose weight: 
specific practices among U.S. adults. Am J Prev Med 26: 402-406.

18. Maffiuletti NA, Agosti F, Marinone PG, Silvestri G, Lafortuna CL, Sartorio A 
(2005) Changes in body composition, physical performance and cardiovascular 

 
N Age(y) Weight 

kg
Height
m

BMI 
kg/m2 FM1 FFM1 FM2 FFM2 REE1 REE2 REE3

Male 30 44±12 104±14 1.75±7 34±5 33±9 71±9 32±9 71±7 1824±269 1931±258 2047±156
Female 59 51±11 89±13 1.60±5 34±4 36±6 52±7.6 36±8 53±6 1528±254 1573±196 1558±156
Total 89 50±12 94±15 1.65±9 34.5±4.5 35±8 59±12 35±9 59±11 1627±293 1693±196 1729±306

BMI=body mass index; FM1= fat mass kg by TH; FFM1= fat-free mass kg by TH; FM2 = fat mass kg by BIA; FFM2= fat-free mass kg by BIA; REE1= REE by Vmax; REE2= 
REE by Sense Wear; REE3= REE by Harris Benedict equation

Table 1: Subject characteristics.

BMI=body mass index; FM1= fat mass kg by TH; FFM1= fat-free mass kg by TH; FM2 = fat mass kg by BIA; FFM2= fat-free mass kg by BIA; REE1= REE by Vmax; REE2= 
REE by SenseWear

Table 2: Subject characteristics in two groups with different BMI ranges.

N Weight 
kg

Height
m FM1 FFM1 FM2 FFM2 REE1 REE2

30<BMI>35 62 88±10 1.65±9 31.7±5 56±12 30.6 ±5 57±10 1540±240 1613±241
35<BMI>40 27 109±13 1.65±8 43.8±6 66±11 46±6.5 64±10 1830±308 1900±255

http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/2165-7904.1000116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10102051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19221672
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19221672
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19246259
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19246259
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20408102
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20408102
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20408102
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12457290
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12457290
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20627487
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20627487
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20627487
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9018486
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9018486
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9018486
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9880251
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9880251
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12517229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12517229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16404410
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16404410
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16404410
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17715408
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17715408
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17715408
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9241130
http://jama.ama-assn.org/content/285/19/2486.short
http://jama.ama-assn.org/content/285/19/2486.short
http://jama.ama-assn.org/content/285/19/2486.short
http://jama.ama-assn.org/content/285/19/2486.short
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17221111
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17221111
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17221111
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10075319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10075319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10075319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17572309
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17572309
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17572309
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15165656
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15165656
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15770221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15770221


Citation: Malavolti M, Bellentani S, Pietrobelli A, Tardini L, Bellucci A, et al. (2012) Reliability of a Multisensor Armband in Estimating Energy 
Expenditure According to Degree of Obesity. J Obes Weig los Ther 2:116. doi:10.4172/2165-7904.1000116

Page 5 of 5

Volume 2 • Issue 2 • 1000116J Obes Weig los Ther
ISSN: 2165-7904 JOWT, an open access journal

risk factors after a 3-week integrated body weight reduction program and after 
1-year follow-up in severely obese men and women. Eur J Clin Nutr 59: 685-
694. 

19. McClave SA, Snider HL (1992) Use of indirect calorimetry in clinical nutrition. 
Nutr Clin Pract 7: 207-221.

20. Bateman JB, Boothby WM, Helmholz HF (1949) Studies of lung volumes and 
intrapulmonary mixing: notes on open-circuit methods, including use of new 
pivoted type gasometer for lung clearance studies. J Clin Invest 28: 679-686. 

21. Harris JA, Benedict FG (1919) A biometric study of basal metabolism in man. 
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 4: 370-373.

22. Daly JM, Heymsfield SB, Head CA, Harvey LP, Nixon DW, et al. (1985) Human 
energy requirements: overestimation by widely used prediction equation. Am J 
Clin Nutr 42: 1170-1177.

23. Reeves MM, Capra S (2003) Predicting energy requirements in the clinical 
setting: are current methods evidence based? Nutr Rev 61: 143-151.

24. Malavolti M, Pietrobelli A, Dugoni M, Poli M, Romagnoli E, et al. (2007) A new 
device for measuring resting energy expenditure (REE) in healthy subjects. Nut 
Met and Card Dis 17: 338-343.

25. Welk GJ, Schaben JA, Morrow JR Jr (2004) Reliability of accelerometry-based 
activity monitors: a generalizability study. Med Sci Sports Exerc 36: 1637-1645.

26. Fruin ML and Rankin JW (2004) Validity of a multi-sensor armband in estimating 
rest and exercise energy expenditure. Med Sc Sport & Exerc 36: 1063-1069.

27. Papazoglou D, Augello G, Tagliaferri M, Savia G, Marzullo P, et al. (2006) 
Evaluation of a multisensor armband in estimating energy expenditure in obese 
subjects. Obesity (Silver Spring) 14: 2217-2223.

28. Turell DJ, Alexander JK (1964) Experimental evaluation of Weir’s formula for 
estimating metabolic rate in man. J Appl Physiol 19: 946-948. 

29. Lohman TG, Roche AF and Martorell R (1988) Anthropometric Standardization 
Reference Manual. Human Champaign IL, Human Kinetics Books 

30. Bland JM, Altman DG (1986) Statistical methods for assessing agreement 
between two methods of clinical measurement. Lancet 1: 307-310.

Submit your next manuscript and get advantages of 
OMICS Group submissions
Unique features:

User friendly/feasible website-translation of your paper to 50 world’s leading languages
Audio Version of published paper
Digital articles to share and explore

Special features:

200 Open Access Journals
15,000 editorial team
21 days rapid review process
Quality and quick editorial, review and publication processing
Indexing at PubMed (partial), Scopus, DOAJ, EBSCO, Index Copernicus and Google Scholar etc
Sharing Option: Social Networking Enabled
Authors, Reviewers and Editors rewarded with online Scientific Credits
Better discount for your subsequent articles

Submit your manuscript at: http://www.omicsonline.org/submission

http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/2165-7904.1000116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15770221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15770221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15770221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1289691
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1289691
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16695725
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16695725
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16695725
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1091498/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1091498/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4072952
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4072952
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4072952
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12795449
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12795449
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17562571
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17562571
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17562571
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15354049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15354049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15179178
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15179178
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17189549
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17189549
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17189549
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14207749
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14207749
http://en.scientificcommons.org/9210524
http://en.scientificcommons.org/9210524
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2868172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2868172

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Subjects and Methods 
	Subjects
	Resting energy expenditure 
	Anthropometry
	Bioimpedance analysis 
	Statistical analysis 

	Results
	Discussion
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Table 1
	Table 2
	References

