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Abstract

The relationships between cognitive function and each of physical activity, sleep and sedentary behaviour
in older adults are well documented. However, these three “time use” behaviours are co-dependent parts of
the 24-hour day (spending time in one leaves less time for the others), and their best balance for cognitive
function in older adults is still largely unknown. This systematic review summarises the existing evidence
on the associations between combinations of two or more time-use behaviours and cognitive function in
older adults. Embase, Pubmed, PsyclInfo, Medline and Emcare databases were searched in March 2020 and
updated in May 2021, returning a total of 25,289 papers for screening. A total of 23 studies were included
in the synthesis, spanning >23,000 participants (mean age 71 years). Findings support previous evidence
that spending more time in physical activity and limiting sedentary behaviour is broadly associated with
better cognitive outcomes in older adults. Higher proportions of moderate-vigorous physical activity in the
day were most frequently associated with better cognitive function. Some evidence suggests that certain
types of sedentary behaviour may be positively associated with cognitive function, such as reading or
computer use. Sleep duration appears to share an inverted U-shaped relationship with cognition, as too
much or too little sleep is negatively associated with cognitive function. This review highlights considerable
heterogeneity in methodological and statistical approaches, and encourages a more standardised,
transparent approach to capturing important daily behaviours in older adults. Investigating all three time-
use behaviours together against cognitive function using suitable statistical methodology is strongly
recommended to further our understanding of optimal 24-hour time-use for brain function in aging.
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1. Introduction

The benefits of engaging in sufficient physical activity (PA), limiting sedentary behaviour (SB) and
maintaining healthy sleep patterns extend beyond physical health to brain health. A recent report by
Livingston et al. (2020) identified physical inactivity in late life as a modifiable risk factor for dementia,
which is currently the 7" leading cause of death worldwide (World Health Organisation, 2020). Poor sleep
was also identified as a modifiable risk factor for dementia, although evidence has been more sparse and
generally inconclusive (Livingston et al., 2020). In the absence of a pharmacological cure for dementia, the
focus of research has now largely turned to prevention, and understanding how modifiable risk factors such
as PA, SB and sleep are related to cognitive function and future dementia risk in older adulthood.

The relationships of PA, SB and sleep behaviours with cognitive function in older adults are well
documented in the literature. Spending sufficient time engaging in PA is widely recognized as a beneficial
health behaviour for maintaining or improving cognitive function in older adulthood (Erickson et al., 2019),
whilst spending excessive time in SB (e.g. sitting, watching television) is often negatively associated with
cognitive function (Coelho et al., 2020). Findings of a recent systematic review demonstrated that greater
amounts of device-measured total PA or moderate-vigorous PA (MVPA) were positively associated with
cognitive function in older adults, whilst greater amounts of objectively measured SB was negatively
associated with cognitive function (Rojer et al., 2021). In addition, an important relationship between sleep
and cognitive function has been reported in the literature. Poorer self-reported sleep quality in older adults
(aged 65+ years) has been negatively associated with cognitive function, whilst sleep duration appears to
share an inverted U-shaped relationship with cognition, as achieving above or below the typical duration
(7-9 hours) has been associated with poorer cognitive function (Nebes et al., 2009; Yaffe et al., 2014).
Taken together, there is sufficient evidence to suggest that PA, SB and sleep affect brain health and function
in later life.
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Figure 1: Time-use varies across the 24-hour day.
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One major limitation of previous research is that most studies have investigated PA, SB or sleep as stand-
alone behaviours in separate analytical models. However, these three behaviours are mutually exclusive
and exhaustive components of a 24-hour day (Figure 1). Any increase in time spent in one behaviour must
result in an equal and opposite change in at least one other behaviour. Studies which have previously
investigated the relationship between only one time-use behaviour and cognitive outcomes are therefore
unable to disentangle the influence of one time-use behaviour from the others. Indeed, emerging evidence
suggests that excessive time spent in SB may ‘reverse’ the positive effects of PA on brain health and
function (Voss et al., 2014). Similarly, it is well understood that PA and sleep are strongly related, as
increasing PA may improve sleep quality, whilst poor sleep quality may reduce engagement in PA (Best et
al., 2019; Wang and Boros, 2021). It is critical to consider combinations of time-use behaviours to gain a
holistic understanding of the ‘best day” for cognitive function. One approach which aims to overcome this
limitation considers how combinations of time-use behaviours within the 24-hour day, or time-use
compositions, are associated with cognitive function. This approach has gained traction in the past decade,
and has been used to understand the best combination of all three time-use behaviours in the 24-hour day
for outcomes including brain plasticity (Smith et al., 2021), adiposity (Dumuid et al., 2021) and skeletal
health (Dumuid et al., 2020). Understanding the optimal combinations of PA, SB and sleep for cognitive
function in older adults is a key step to informing 24-hour movement guidelines for dementia prevention.

Our previous narrative review explored the separate relationships between PA, sleep and SB with brain
structure, function and neurodegenerative disease risk across the lifespan (Mellow et al., 2019). However,
to our knowledge, the current evidence surrounding combinations of all three time-use behaviours (PA, SB
and sleep) and cognitive function across several cognitive domains in older adults is yet to be synthesised.
Therefore, the current systematic review summarises the existing evidence of how combinations of PA,
sleep and SB are associated with cognitive function in older adults.

2. Methods

This systematic review was conducted in accordance with the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) statement (Page et al., 2021) and was prospectively registered with
PROSPERO (registration ID: CRD42020184511).

2.1 Inclusion criteria

We included cross-sectional observational studies, and intervention or longitudinal studies if sufficient
baseline data could be extracted. Studies were included if: the population had a mean age of >60 years; the
study included at least one healthy control group (i.e., with no psychological or neurological diagnoses for
comparison to clinical sub-groups where applicable); the study measured and reported on any combination
of two or more time-use behaviours (PA, sleep or SB) as independent variables (Saunders et al., 2016).
Studies which only investigated one time-use behaviour, or only included the second time-use behaviour
as a covariate in the model, were excluded. Measures of time-use behaviours could be objective (e.g. using
accelerometers, pedometers, or polysomnography) or subjective (e.g. self-report questionnaires or time use
diaries). Included studies also needed to report a measure of cognitive function as the dependent variable.
To be eligible, measures of cognitive function were required to be valid and reliable measures of global
cognitive function (e.g. Mini Mental State Examination (MMSE) (Folstein et al., 1983) or Montreal
Cognitive Assessment (MoCA) (Nasreddine et al., 2005)) or specific cognitive domains (e.g. computer or
paper-and-pencil based measures of executive function, memory, or processing speed). Measures of
subjective cognitive function, such as single questions asking the participant how they were feeling about
their cognitive state, were not included if they were a stand-alone cognitive measure (e.g. not used in
addition to an objective measure).
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2.2 Search strategy

The search strategy was developed in consultation with an academic librarian, and used terms related to
PA, SB, sleep, and cognitive function (see Appendix A for full list of search terms). Initial searches were
conducted on Embase, PubMed, Psycinfo, Medline and Emcare databases on 15" March 2020, and were
updated on 26" May 2021. No limits were applied to date of publication, however only studies published
in English were included in this review due to lack of resources to translate non-English papers.

2.3 Study screening

Studies collated through the database searches were exported to Endnote (X9). Duplicates were removed
firstly using the automated ‘remove duplicates’ function, followed by manual screening. Remaining studies
were then uploaded to Covidence for screening. Two researchers (MM and AC or AW) independently
screened titles and abstracts, and irrelevant studies were excluded. The full text of each paper was then
screened for relevance and eligibility by two researchers (MM and AC). Any conflicts that arose were
discussed with a separate researcher (AS) and final decisions were reached via consensus. Updated searches
were screened by MM at title and abstract level, and full text papers were screened by both MM and AC.
MM extracted relevant data to an excel spreadsheet including the following information: author; date of
publication; title; study aims; cognitive measure used; PA, SB and/or sleep measure used; analysis
approach; main findings; study limitations; study conclusions. These extractions were checked by AC or
AW for accuracy.

2.4 Data synthesis

Study outcomes were firstly grouped by cognitive domain, whereby cognitive tests used in each study were
assigned to seven broad ability domains using the Cattell-Horn-Carroll-Miyake (CHC-M) taxonomy
outlined by Webb et al. (2018). Cognitive domains in this taxonomy include global cognition, executive
function, processing speed, general short-term memory, visual processing, fluid reasoning, and long-term
memory and retrieval (Webb et al., 2018). Meta-analyses were not conducted because of insufficient
homogeneity in measures, methods and statistical approaches used. Instead, a narrative synthesis of results
was performed for each cognitive domain. Results are discussed in terms of the most optimal combination
of time-use behaviours for performance in each cognitive domain, and/or the relationships between time-
use behaviours and cognitive outcomes.

2.5 Quality and risk of bias assessment

The Office of Health Assessment and Translation (OHAT) Risk of Bias Tool for Human and Animal
Studies was used to assess risk of bias and internal validity (US Department of Health and Human Services,
2015). Six questions from the tool relating to cross-sectional research were assessed for each study. Each
question required a score which reflected the risk of bias: as per the original tool, ‘“++” reflects definitely
low risk of bias, ‘+’ reflects probably low risk of bias, ‘-* reflects probably high risk of bias, and ‘- -* (double
negative) reflects definitely high risk of bias. For ease of comparison, these scores were recorded as +3, +2,
+1 and 0 scores respectively, with the highest possible total score of 18 reflecting the lowest risk of bias,
and the lowest possible total score of 0 reflecting highest risk of bias. Additionally, ‘NR’ reflects not
reported and is classified in the same category as probably high. MM conducted the risk of bias analysis.
A full list of the six items is provided in Appendix B.

3. Results

3.1 Study demographics
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3.1.1 Study and participant demographics

Initial searches of the databases (March 2020) returned 23,408 references, 1,248 of which were removed
during duplicate screening. Title and abstract screening of the remaining 22,160 papers resulted in 128
papers remaining in the full text screening phase. One hundred and nine of these studies were excluded at
the full text phase (see Figure 2 for list of reasons), and a final 19 articles met inclusion for the narrative
synthesis. The updated searches (2021) returned a further 1,881 references, 1,856 of which were excluded
at title and abstract level. The full text of 25 studies were screened, with 4 meeting eligibility criteria. Thus,
a total of 23 papers were included in the narrative synthesis of this review.

The 23 studies included in the narrative synthesis spanned 21,829 participants collectively. The average
age of participants was 71.3 + 5.4 years, and 44% of participants were male. Three studies (Amagasa et al.,
2019; Falck et al., 2017; Suzuki et al., 2020) included a sub-sample with cognitive decline or probable
cognitive decline, based on cut-off scores on cognitive screening tools (<23 on MMSE, <26 on MoCA or
<88 on ACE-III, respectively). One study (Anastasiou et al., 2018) included participants with mild cognitive
impairment and participants with a diagnosis of dementia, as well as healthy controls. Additionally, Bollaert
and Motl (2019) included a sub-sample of older adults diagnosed with Multiple Sclerosis. All 23 studies
included a measure of PA, with 18 studies including a second time use measure of SB, and 9 studies
including a measure of sleep. Four studies included measures of all three time-use behaviours (Anastasiou
et al., 2018; Fanning et al., 2017; Vance et al., 2016; Wei et al., 2021).

Categorisation of cognitive tests into sub-domains outlined in Webb et al. (2018) identified seven cognitive
domains (Table 1). Of the 23 included studies, 11 included a measure of global cognition, eight a measure
of executive function, 10 a measure of long-term memory and retrieval, 10 a measure of processing speed,
three a measure of general short-term memory, two a measure of visual processing and one study included
a measure of fluid reasoning. Two studies (Burzynska et al., 2020; Wilckens et al., 2018) did not report
results for individual cognitive tests, and instead reported associations between time-use behaviours and
pre-determined cognitive domains (composites). These studies were included in the analyses as their
classification of cognitive tests into domains matched the categorisation framework used in this review.
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Original searches (March 2020)

Updated searches (May 2021)
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Full text studies assessed for
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|
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Title and abstract screened
(n=1881)

|
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eligibility (n=25)

|

4 extra studies included I

—>

Duplicates removed (n=1248)

Studies excluded at title and
abstract level (n=22032)

Studies excluded (n=109)

One time-use behaviour only (n=23)
Conference abstract (n=19)
Grouped by activity levels (n=17)
Wrong study type (n=11)

No cognitive outcome measures
(n=10)

Mean age <60 years (n=7)
Clinical population only (n=6)
Duplicates (n=5)
Dissertation/thesis (n=5)

Not available in English (n=4)

Full text not available (n=2)

Studies excluded at title and
abstract level (n= 1856)

Full text articles excluded
(n=21)

23 studies included in final
narrative synthesis

Figure 2: PRISMA flow diagram describing the screening process, including total number of studies (n) included and excluded at
each level, and reasons for exclusion.

Table 1. Cateqgorisation of cognitive tasks per cognitive domain

Cognitive Domain

Measures used

Author

Global Cognition

MMSE-J (Japanese version of MMSE)

(Amagasa et al., 2019;
Marcellini et al., 2010)

MoCA

(Wu et al., 2020; Yuan et al.,
2020)

Total cognitive score (telephone assessment for dementia + Telephone

Interview for Cognitive Status)

(Iso-Markku et al., 2018)

ADAS-Cog Plus

(Falck et al., 2018; Falck et al.,
2017)

Executive Functions

MMSE (Anastasiou et al, 2018)
(Kimura et al., 2019)

ACE-IlI (Suzuki et al., 2020)

Trails B minus Trails A (Spartano et al., 2019)

Trails B (Johnson et al, 2016)

(Anastasiou et al, 2018)
(Lambiase et al. 2014)

(Vance et al., 2005)

(Vance et al., 2016)

Task-switching task

(Fanning et al., 2017)

One-back task

(Steinberg et al., 2015)
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Two-back task
Groton Maze Learning Test

Long-term memory and retrieval

California Verbal Learning Test Il

(Bollaert and Motl, 2019)
(Vance et al., 2016)

Hopkins Verbal Learning Test-Revised

(Johnson et al., 2016)

Logical Memory delayed recall component of Wechsler Memory

Scale

(Spartano et al., 2019)
(Burzynska et al., 2020)

Animal fluency
Letter fluency

(Zhu et al., 2015)
(Vance et al., 2016)
(Wei et al., 2021)

Verbal fluency

Boston Naming Test (short form)

Complex Ideational Material Subtest

Greek Verbal Learning Test

Medical College of Georgia Complete Figure Test

(Anastasiou et al., 2018)

Verbal fluency

(Lambiase et al., 2014)

National Adult Reading Test (verbal fluency)

(Wilckens et al., 2018)

CERAD word list

(Wei et al., 2021)

Paired Associates (Virginia Cognitive Aging Battery)
Word recall (Virginia Cognitive Aging Battery)

(Burzynska et al., 2020)

Processing speed

Trails A

(Johnson et al, 2016)
(Anastasiou et al 2018)
(Wilckens, Erickson & Wheeler
2018) (Lambiase et al 2014)
(Vance et al., 2016)

Paced Auditory Serial Addition Test
Symbol Digit Modalities Test

(Bollaert and Motl, 2019)

Digit Symbol Substitution Test

(Edwards and Loprinzi, 2017)
(Wilckens, Erickson & Wheeler
2018) (Lambiase et al 2014)
(Burzynska et al., 2020; Wei et
al., 2021)

Detection test (CogState battery)
Identification test (CogState battery)

(Steinberg et al., 2015)

Pattern comparison (Virginia Cognitive Aging Battery)
Letter comparison (Virginia Cognitive Aging Battery)

(Burzynska et al., 2020)

General short-term memory

Brief Visuospatial Memory Test-Revised

(Bollaert and Motl, 2019)

International shopping list (CogState battery)
One-card learning (CogState battery)

(Steinberg et al., 2015)

Benton Visual Retention Test

(Vance et al., 2005)

Visual processing

Benton’s Judgement of Line Orientation
Medical College of Georgia Clock Drawing Test

(Anastasiou et al., 2018)

Computer-based spatial working memory paradigm

(Fanning et al., 2017)

Fluid reasoning

Shipley abstract (Virginia Cognitive Aging Battery)
Form board (Virginia Cognitive Aging Battery)
Letter set (Virginia Cognitive Aging Battery)

Matrix reasoning (Virginia Cognitive Aging Battery)
Paper folding (Virginia Cognitive Aging Battery)
Spatial relations (Virginia Cognitive Aging Battery)

(Burzynska et al., 2020)

Table 1: MMSE = Mini Mental State Examination; MoCA = Montreal Cognitive Assessment; ADAS Cog Plus = Alzheimer’s
Disease Assessment Scale-Cognitive Subscale; ACE-III = Addenbrooke’s Cognitive Examination III; CERAD = Consortium to
Establish a Registry for Alzheimer’s Disease.

3.2 Measures of time use variables (physical activity, sedentary behaviour, and sleep)

3.2.1 Physical Activity

Sixteen studies measured PA objectively using accelerometry (Table 2), whilst nine studies used subjective
measures to capture PA. Subjective measures of PA included: the Athens Physical Activity Questionnaire
(APAQ) (Anastasiou et al., 2018); Community Health Activity Program for Seniors (CHAMPS)
guestionnaire (Steinberg et al., 2015); Global Physical Activity Questionnaire (GPAQ) (Wei et al., 2021);
Lifestyle Questionnaire (Marcellini et al., 2010); Physical Activity Questionnaire (PAQ) (Vance et al.,
2016; Vance et al., 2005); open-ended questions about leisure time PA over past 30 days (Edwards and
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Loprinzi, 2017); a 7-day PA diary to capture >10 minute bouts of leisure-time PA (Lambiase et al., 2014);
and a single-item questionnaire on frequency of exercise per week (only for purpose of improving health)
(Yuan et al., 2020).

3.2.2 Sedentary Behaviour

Eleven studies measured SB objectively using accelerometry (see Table 2), whilst seven studies used a
subjective measure to capture SB. Subjective measures of SB included: APAQ (Anastasiou et al., 2018);
GPAQ (Wei et al., 2021); CHAMPS (Steinberg et al., 2015); Lifestyle Questionnaire (Marcellini et al.,
2010); PAQ (Vance et al., 2016); and two single-item questionnaires (how much time spent sitting and
watching TV on a typical day over the past 30 days (Edwards and Loprinzi, 2017); how many hours spent
sleeping, seated or lying down over past week (Vance et al., 2005)). In the latter study, sleep and SB were
classified as the same behaviour (both grop

3.2.3 Sleep

Four studies measured sleep using accelerometry. Two studies measured sleep continuously, and validated
sleep onset and wake time using sleep diaries completed by participants (Lambiase et al., 2014; Wilckens
et al., 2018). One study required participants to press an event marker on their wrist-worn accelerometer to
mark bedtime and wake times (Falck et al., 2018). Another study measured sleep from 1800 hours to 0559
hours, with sleep start times quantified as the start of the first 20 minute block with no movement (Kimura
etal., 2019).

Five studies measured sleep using self-report measures. Two captured total sleep time using language-
specific versions of the Physical Activity Questionnaire (Anastasiou et al., 2018; Vance et al., 2016). Sleep
guality was assessed using the Sleep Index Il by Anastasiou et al. (2018), whilst Yuan et al (2020) used a
5-point Likert-type, single-question scale to capture sleep quality. The 19-item Pittsburgh Sleep Quality
Index (PSQI) was used by Falck et al (2018) to capture 7 components of sleep, whilst Fanning et al (2017)
used one item from the PSQI to capture average nightly sleep over the past month. Wei et al. (2021)
conducted interviews to obtain values for average duration of sleep per night.

Table 2. Classification of physical activity and sedentary behaviour using objective measures

Measure Type of accelerometer Wear location Author

Total PA Activity from wake time to sleep time MotionWatch 8 Wrist Falck et al. 2018;
MotionWatch 8 Wrist Falck et al. 2017
METSs during wakefulness SenseWear Arm Wilckens, Erickson &
Wheeler 2018
Daily step count Hookie AM20 Waist/Hip Iso-Markku et al. 2018;
Silmee W20 Wrist Kimura et al. 2019;
Actical Waist/Hip Spartano et al. 2019
Leisure PA PA diary for LTPA bouts >10 min each  ActiGraph GT1M NS Lambiase et al. 2014
LPA 50-1040 counts/min ActiGraph GT3X or GT1M Waist/Hip Fanning et al. 2017
ActiGraph GT3X or GT1IM Waist/Hip Burzynska et al. 2020
251-1951 counts/min (1.5-2.9 METs) ActiGraph GT1M NS Johnson et al. 2016
1.6-2.9 METs Active style Pro HJA-750C Waist/Hip Amagasa et al. 2019
1.5-2.9 METs Hookie AM20 Waist/Hip Iso-Markku et al. 2018
ActiGraph GT3X Waist/Hip Suzuki et al. 2020
100-1722 counts/min (MS) ActiGraph GT3X+ NS Bollaert & Motl 2019
100-2016 counts/min (healthy controls) ActiGraph GT3X+ NS Bollaert & Motl 2019
100-1951 counts/min ActiGraph GT3X+ NS Wau et al. 2020
50-1065 counts/min Actical Waist/Hip Zhu et al. 2015
Moderate PA 1952-5724 counts/min (3-5.9 METSs) ActiGraph GT1M NS Johnson et al. 2016
Vigorous PA >5725 counts/min (>6 METS) ActiGraph GT1IM NS Johnson et al. 2016
MVPA >1040 counts/min ActiGraph GT3X or GT1M Waist/Hip Fanning et al. 2017
ActiGraph GT3X or GT1M Waist/Hip Burzynska et al. 2020
>760 counts/min (3 METS) ActiGraph GT1M NS Lambiase et al. 2014
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>3 METs Active style Pro HIA-750C Waist/Hip Amagasa et al. 2019;
Hookie AM20 Waist/Hip Iso-Markku et al 2018
ActiGraph GT3X Waist/Hip Suzuki et al. 2020

>1723 counts/min (older adults with MS)  ActiGraph GT3X+ NS Bollaert & Motl 2019

>2017 counts/min healthy controls ActiGraph GT3X+ NS Bollaert & Motl 2019

>1952 counts/min ActiGraph GT3X+ NS Wau et al. 2020

>1486 counts/min Actical Waist/Hip Spartano et al. 2019

>1065 counts/min Actical Waist/Hip Zhu et al. 2015

SB <50 counts/min ActiGraph GT3X or GT1M Waist/Hip Fanning et al. 2017

<1.5 METs ActiGraph GT1M NS Johnson et al. 2016
MotionWatch 8 Wrist Falck et al. 2017
Active style Pro HIA-750C Waist/Hip Amagasa et al. 2019;
Hookie AM20 Waist/Hip Iso-Markku et al. 2019
ActiGraph GT3X Waist/Hip Suzuki et al. 2020

<99 counts/min ActiGraph GT3X+ NS Bollaert & Motl. 2019;
ActiGraph GT3X+ NS Wau et al. 2020

<50 counts/min Actical Waist/Hip Zhu et al. 2015
ActiGraph GT3X or GT1M Waist/Hip Burzynska et al. 2020

<200 counts/min Actical Waist/Hip Spartano et al. 2019

Table 2: type of accelerometer and cut-off criteria used to quantify various intensity bands of physical activity, and sedentary
behaviour. MET= metabolic equivalents; PA = physical activity; LPA= light intensity physical activity; LTPA = leisure time
physical activity; MVPA = moderate to vigorous intensity physical activity; NS = not specified.

3.3 Associations between time-use behaviours and cognitive outcomes

The main findings of this review are displayed in Table 3 and Figure 3, whereby the results of each study
are categorised into cognitive domains and summarised based on the time-use behaviours measured and
relevant statistical findings. Additionally, a brief summary of the findings within each cognitive domain is
provided below.

3.3.1 Global Cognition

The relationship between time-use behaviours and global cognition was investigated in 11 studies. The
majority of these studies investigated the combination of PA and SB against global cognition (7 studies).
Most frequently, spending a greater percentage of the day in PA was associated with better performance on
tests of global cognition, and spending more time in SB was negatively associated with global cognition.
One study by Marcellini et al. (2010) reported that lower levels of both PA and SB were associated with
poorer global cognition. Several studies also reported differences in the relationship between PA intensities
(MVPA and LPA) and global cognition. One study by Amagasa et al. (2019) reported that the proportion
of time spent in MVPA relative to time spent in LPA or SB was significantly associated with lower odds
of cognitive decline. In their study of identical twins, Iso-Markku et al. (2018) reported that LPA and SB
were positively and negatively associated with global cognition, respectively, but MVPA and total PA
measures were not.

Five studies investigated the association between PA and sleep with global cognition. Three studies reported
a positive association between PA and global cognition but no relationships between measures of sleep and
global cognition (Falck et al 2018; Anastasiou et al 2018; Yuan et al 2020). Total sleep time was found to
share a negative association with global cognition when it surpassed a threshold of ~8.35 hours per night
in one study (Kimura et al 2019). Similarly, Wei et al. (2021) found that the association between sleep and
global cognition was negative for older adults who engaged in >7 hours of sleep per night, but positive for
those who engaged in <7 hours per night.

3.3.2 Executive Function
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The associations between combinations of time-use behaviours and executive function were explored in 8
studies. Five of these studies investigated the combination of PA and SB and its relationship with executive
function. Overall, four studies reported that high PA/low SB combinations were positively associated with
executive function, whilst only one study reported a positive association between SB and executive function
(Steinberg et al. 2015). There were some discrepancies in findings of PA intensities and their associations
with executive function. For example, Johnson et al. (2016) reported that LPA was positively associated
with executive function, with no relationship found for SB, moderate PA or vigorous PA. Conversely,
Fanning et al. (2017) reported that substituting SB with time in MVVPA was associated with better executive
function, whereas no association was observed when substituting SB with LPA.

Four studies investigated the associations between combinations of PA and sleep with executive function
outcomes. Executive function was positively associated with time spent in PA, but not with sleep quality
in a study by Anastasiou et al. (2018). In a sample of older females, greater minutes of self-reported leisure
time PA was associated with poorer executive function, whereas shorter self-reported sleep time was
associated with better performance on executive function (Lambiase et al., 2014). This finding contradicts
Fanning et al. (2017), who found that substituting SB with time in sleep or MVVPA was positively associated
with executive function.

3.3.3 Processing Speed

Ten studies investigated the relationship between combinations of time-use behaviours and processing
speed measures. Of these, six studies reported on associations between combinations of PA and SB and
processing speed. Three studies reported no association between measures of PA or SB and processing
speed performance (Johnson et al., 2016; Steinberg et al., 2015; Vance et al., 2016). Two studies (Bollaert
& Motl 2019; Burzynska 2020) reported positive associations between time in MVPA and processing
speed, but no associations for SB or LPA.

Five studies investigated how combinations of PA and sleep were associated with processing speed. Two
studies reported positive associations between PA and processing speed but no associations with sleep
quality or efficiency (Anastasiou et al 2018; Wilckens, Erickson & Wheeler 2018), whereas one study
reported that better sleep efficiency was associated with better processing speed (Lambiase et al., 2014).
Finally, Wei et al. (2021) reported that processing speed was positively associated with time in MVPA for
older adults who achieved <7hrs sleep per night, whilst SB was positively associated with processing speed
in those who achieved >7hrs sleep per night.

3.3.4 Long-Term Memory and Retrieval

Ten studies in this review investigated the associations between combinations of time-use behaviours and
long-term memory and retrieval. Of these, seven studies investigated combinations of PA and SB. Three
studies reported no associations between time spent in LPA, MVPA or SB and long-term memory and
retrieval (Bollaert and Motl, 2019; Burzynska et al., 2020; Johnson et al., 2016). Two studies reported a
positive association between time spent in MVVPA (Zhu et al 2015; Spartano et al 2019) and total PA (Vance
et al. 2016) and long-term memory and retrieval.

Five studies assessed how combinations of PA and sleep were associated with long-term memory and
retrieval. One study reported no associations between PA or sleep and long-term memory (Lambiase et al
2014) whilst two studies found positive associations between TPA and long-term memory but no
associations with sleep measures (Anastasiou et al. 2018; Vance et al. 2016). Finally, one study reported
positive associations between sleep efficiency and long-term memory but no associations for TPA
(Wilckens, Erickson & Wheeler 2018).
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3.3.5 General Short-Term Memory

Three studies investigated the relationship between combinations of PA and SB and general short-term
memory performance. One study reported that both SB and TPA were positively associated with short-term
memory (Vance et al. 2005), whilst another study reported positive associations between MVPA and short-
term memory but no associations with SB (Steinberg et al 2015). Finally, one study reported no significant
associations between LPA, MVPA or SB with short term memory (Bollaert & Motl).

3.3.6 Visual Processing

Two studies (Anastasiou et al., 2018; Fanning et al., 2017) investigated the associations between
combinations of time-use behaviours and visual processing. One study reported no relationship between
PA and visual processing but a positive association with sleep quality was reported (Anastasiou et al). In
another study using isotemporal substitution methods, substituting SB with MVVPA was associated with
better accuracy on visual processing tasks but not reaction time, whereas no associations were found for
LPA or SB (Fanning et al., 2017).

3.3.7 Fluid Reasoning

Only one study in this review investigated the association between combinations of time-use behaviours
and fluid reasoning, reporting that both MVVPA and SB were positively correlated with measures of fluid
reasoning (Burzynska et al., 2020).

3.4 Quality and risk of bias assessment

Included studies scored between 9 and 15 (out of a possible 18) on the OHAT Risk of Bias Rating tool
(Figure 3). Fifteen studies did not report on reasons for dropout/attrition, and most studies scored poorly on
exposure characterisation, participant selection and outcome assessment items, indicating a probably high
or definitely high risk of bias for these items. Most studies presented a probably low or definitely low risk
of bias on the complete reporting item. Overall, the studies included in this review present a moderate risk
of bias.
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Figure 3: Results for the OHAT risk of bias rating tool and findings of each study by cognitive domain. OHAT= Office of Health
Assessment and Translation Risk of Bias Tool, Cog= Cognition, Exec Func =Executive Function, LT= Long Term,
Speed=Processing Speed, ST= Short Term, Visual= Visual Processing, Fluid= Fluid Reasoning; OHAT Scores: =0, e=1, «=2,
#=3; Relationships between behaviours and cognitive outcomes, +=positive relationship, -=negative relationship, +/-=relationship
positive with some measures and negative with others, -=No significant relationship, ‘-‘= not reported (1 point).
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Table 3. Characteristics and main results of included studies

Mean

domain Author/year age Sample size (M:F) PA/SB/sleep measure Effect size (95% ClI) Significance value Qutcome measure Covariates/adjustment
MVPA OR =0.59 (0.36, 0.94) NR Gender, age, education,
LPA OR =2.19 (0.66, 7.74) NR . BMI, living
ég];gf saetal. ;364 * 511 (240:271) doxg:?isngf cognitive arrangement, working
' SB OR =1.06 (0.43,2.72) NR status, smoking, alcohol
use, health history
Anastasiou et al. 729 + . TPA p=0.056 p=0.004 Cognitive .
(2018) 6.1 1716 (693:1023) Sleep quality B=0.023 p=.210 performance Age, sex, education
TPA R=-0.28° p<0.001 No adjustments reported
Sleep fragmentation R=-0.03 p>0.05 -,
Falck et al (2018) ;12'52 37 (44:93) Sleep efficiency R=0.17 p>0.05 Ceorgg:tr:;ice Number of awakenings
: Sleep duration R=0.16 p>0.05 P per night
Sleep latency R=0.11 p>0.05
71.11 + X TPA =-.017° p=.024 Cognitive .
Falck et al (2017) 799 150 (49:101) SB 6=0.007 p= 089 performance Age, sex, education
Mean daily MET B=0.21 (-2.15, 2.57) NR Age, sex, accelerometer
Daily step count B=0.002 (-0.11, 0.10) NR L D .
oaaetal 9% s aspar  “uve 010003 W e e
LPA B=0.30 (0.02, 0.58) NR
SB p=-0.21 (-0.42, -0.003) NR
Walking steps/day B=0.41 p<0.001 Age, gender, education,
BMI, hypertension,
Glo_b_al Kimura et al. 73.8 % 855 (317:538) Cognitive diabetes,
cognition  9919) 58 : Total sleep time p=-0.11 p<0.12 performance hypercholesterolemia
alcohol consumption,
smoking status.
M: p=0.008 M: p=.034
TPA F: B= 0.006 F: p=0.021
M: B=0.004 M: p= -.184 i
LPA e S Cognitive -
Wu et al. (2020) 68.66 308 (131:177) F: B _0.006 F..p— 0.029 performance (by Age, BMI, educayon,
5.37 MVPA M: p= 0.053 M: p<.05 ender) average monthly income
F: B=0.074 F: p< 0.05 9
SB M: p=-0.002 M: p=0.121
F: p=-0.001 F: p=0.468
Marcellini et al. 76.91 + . TPA R=0.266 p<0.001 Cognitive .
(2010) 85 306 (133:173) B R R performance No adjustments reported
69.23 + i TPA R=0.20 p<0.001 Cognitive .
Yuan et al. (2020) 714 2038 (1088:950) Sleep quality R=0.08 p<0.001 performance No adjustments reported
M: p=0.146, OR=0.71 (0.56,
MVPA 2.41) M: p=.69
Suzuki et al 88+ 1 136 (68:68) F: p=-0.096, OR=0.91 (0.48, F: p=0.765 Odds of maintaining Age, education,
(2020) - ’ 1.70) cognitive function depression
LPA M: B=0.37, OR= 1.45 (1.06, M: p=0.019

1.09)

F: p=0.201
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F: p=-0.21, OR= 0.81 (0.59,
1.12)

M: p=-0.34, OR=0.71 (0.54,

SB 0.94) M: p=0.017
F: B=0.138, OR=1.15 (0.9, F: p=0.266
1.47)
<7h: p=0.03 (0.01, 0.04) <7h: NR
MVPA >7h: f=0.01 (-0.01, 0.03) >7h: NR
<7h: p=0.01 (0.005, 0.02) <7h: NR ” Age, sex, race,
SB >7h: = 0.01 (-0.004, 0.02) >7h: NR Cognitive education, smoking,
Wei et al (2021) NR 3086 (1394:1692) <7h.' = O. 03 (0 '01 0 0'5) <7h.' NR perfo_rmance (by sleep BMI, other thre'e )
Sleep duration >7h: B= 0 09 (:O 1’4 ‘-O 04) >7h: NR duration) variables of activity
walkinghhicyeling <7h: B=0.05 (-0.003, 0.10) <7h: NR status.
>7h: p=0.001 (-0.03, 0.03) >7h: NR
Single RT: p=-23.12 Single RT: p<.05
Single ACC: = .01 Single ACC: p>.07
MVPA Mixed-repeat RT: p=-27.06 Mixed-repeat RT: p<.05
Mixed-repeat ACC: B=.01 Mixed-repeat ACC: .01
Mixed-switch RT: p=-28.24 Mixed-switch RT: p>.05
Mixed-switch ACC: = .01 Mixed-switch ACC: p>.05
Single RT: f=7.45 Single RT: p>.05
Single ACC: p=-.00 Single ACC: p>.05
Fanning et al. 65.4 £ . Mixed-repeat RT: p=5.00 Mixed-repeat RT: p>.05 Cognitive
(2016) 4.6 247 (78:169) LPA Mixed-repeat ACC: f=-.01 Mixed-repeat ACC: p>.05 performance® Age, sex, race
Mixed-switch RT: = 1.04 Mixed-switch RT: p>.05
Mixed-switch ACC: = -.01 Mixed-switch ACC: p>.05
Single RT: f=4.12 Single RT: p>.05
Single ACC: p=-.01 Single ACC: p>.05
Sleep Mixed-repeat RT: f=-12.2 Mixed-repeat RT: p>.05
Mixed-repeat ACC: f=-.01 Mixed-repeat ACC: p>.05
. Mixed-switch RT: p=-17.21 Mixed-switch RT: p<.05
Executive Mixed-switch ACC: p= -.01 Mixed-switch ACC: p>.05
function Vigorous PA B=0.402 (-2.533, 3.337) NR Age, education,
Moderate PA f=-0.180 (-0.419, 0.059) NR e smoking, alcohol intake,
2;’8;;;’” etal. 64+7.3 188 (99:111) LPA p=-0.114 (-0.198, -0.030)° NR e HVLT total recall score,
performance SB, LPA, MPA and
SB f=-0.051 (-0.112, 0.011) NR VPA level
. Leisure PA B=0.001° p<.02 . Age, education, BMI,
Lambiase et al. 733+ . Cognitive A .
(2014) 1.7 121 (0:121) Sleep time p=0.001° p<0.04 performance gfn%rttggfslon’ depressive
Total EE R?*=.004 =.25 -,
Steinberg et al. . P — Cognitive Age, sex, race,
(2015) 77272 125(36:89) QABV PA EZ; ;g p; gi performance education
TPA R=-.07 p>.05
é%’l%‘*) etal. 1090% 122 (5270) B R=-03 0> .05
) Sleep duration R=-.02 p>.05 Cognitive No adjustments reported
TPA (# of activities) R=10.18 p<.05 performance
Vance etal. 7505+ 158 (83:75)
(2005) I : SB R=-0.20 p< .05

5.75
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5-7k s/d: B= 0.05 ¢

5-7k s/d: p=.02

Age, sex, accelerometer

TPA 7.5-10k s/d: p=0.06 ¢ 7.5-10k s/d: p=.02 wear time. education
Spartano et al 713+ 10k+ s/d: p=0.07¢ 10k+ s/d: P:‘004 Cognitive OCCUpatioﬁaI status ,
(2019) . 7 6 B 909 (404:505) 10-21.4 min: p= 0.05 ¢ 10-21.4 min: p=.01 performance smoking, time betV\]/een
' MVPA 21.4-30 min: = 0.04¢ 21.4-30 min: p= .22 PA e
sl d S and cognitive
30+ min: f=0.03 30+ min: p=.33 assessments
SB p=-0.02 p=.07
Anastasiou et al. 729 + . TPA p=0.044 p=0.037 Coghnitive .
(2018) 6.1 1716 (693:1023) Sleep quality B=0.002 p=0.931 performance Age, sex, education
MS # of activity bouts R=-0.01 p>.01
group: MVPA R=0.07 p>. 01
65.3+ LPA R=-0.05 >.01 i
Bollaert & Motl 4.3; 80 (30:50) : Cognitive No adjustments reported
(2019) . performance
controls:
66.5 + SB R=10.02 p>.01
6.7
A i I 72.9 TPA g[em[; BE 3'10657 tﬂem: p; 2.1%12 Cogniti
nastasiou et al. 9+ . an: f=0. an: p=0. ognitive .
(2018) 6.1 1716 (693:1023) Sleep quality Mem: B=0.037 Mem: p=0.091 performance Age, sex, education
Lan: f=0.016 Lan: p=0.405
Wilckens, TPA p=-0.01 p=0.908 .
- 62.68 . Cognitive .
a%cefigp (§L016) 6.08 53 (17:36) Sleep efficiency p=0.32 p<0.001 performance Age, sex, education
Q2:p=0.11°¢ Q2: p=.003 Age, sex, race, region of
MVPA Q3: p=10.13¢ Q3: p=.001 residence, education,
70.1+ 4: p=0.25° 4: p<.001 Cognitive roportion of time spent
Zhu etal. (2015) 8.5 7098 (3254:3844) LPA 3Rhﬁ SR“ : per%ormance gedgntary, BMI, P
Long-term sB NR" NRP hypertension, smoking,
memory diabetes
and Vigorous PA R=0.057 NR
retrieval igggégm etal. 64473 188 (99:111) Ellpo/gerate PA i: g(l)gg EE g;%g:ﬂq\;i . No adjustments reported
SB R=0.001 NR
MVPA p=0.80 p=.05 Age, sex, accelerometer
wear time, education,
Spartano et al. 713+ . Cognitive occupational status,
(2019) 7.6 909 (404:505) SB B=0.26 p=.08 performance smoking status, time
between PA and
cognitive assessments
TPA CVLT: R=.21 CVLT: p <.05
AF: R=.13 AF: p >.05
Vance et al. 70.46 £ CVLT: R=.00 CVLT: p>.05 Cognitive .
(2016) 716 122 (52:70) SB AF: R=-.09 AF: p >%5 per%ormance No adjustments reported
. CVLT:R=.01 CVLT: p>.05
Sleep duration AF: R= 01 AF: p >%5
Leisure PA NR NR NR
Lambiase et al. 733+ 121 (0:121) Sleep time NR NR Cognitive NR
(2014) 1.7 ' MVPA p=10.69 p <.04 performance Unadjusted
TPA NR NR NR
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MVPA <7h: B=0.01 (-0.01, 0.03) <7h: NR
>7h: B= 0.02 (-0.004, 0.04) >7h: NR Age, sex, race
T - <7h: =03 (0.01, 0.07 <7h: NR e .
Bicycling/walking “The E= 0 Og (-0.02 0)08) >7h' NR Cogpnitive education, smoking,
Weietal. (2021)  NR 3086 (1394:1692) b= 0.01 (0003 0.02 —hNR ormance BMI, other three
SB : B: 01 (0.003, 0.02) : P variables of activity
>7h: B=0.01 (-0.003, 0.02) >7h: NR status
Sleen duration <7h: = 0.04 (0.01, 0.06) <7h: NR '
P >7h: p=-0.07 (-0.14, -0.01) >7h: NR
MVPA B=.098 (-0.001, 0.007) p=.193 N
(Bz%r;g)“ka etal. 228 (73:155) LPA B=-1.39 (-0.004, 0.000) p=_075 ge"r%g:m;?me gg’rg‘;‘\’/r; 2 computer,
SB B=.088 (-.001, 0.002) p=.245
<150 min/week: p=5.46 (3.2, A hnici
7.7)" <150 min/week: p<.001 g6, Sex e
MVPA >150 min/week: p=8.7 3.1,  >150 min/week: p=.003 gnoKing status, BMI,
14.3)° iy
Eg""r?;‘;f 23017) 69.9 2472 (1105:1367) 1hr/day: =039 (:30,38)¢ 1 hriday: p=>.05 Ceorgg:tr:]‘;i o
P 2 hr/day: p=-0.24 (-3.0, 2.6) ¢ 2 hr/day: p=>.05 P Age, sex, race-ethnicity,
SB 3 hr/day: p=-0.20 (-3.0, 3.4) ¢ 3 hr/day: p=>.05 smoking status, BMI,
4 hr/day: B=1.4 (-1.1, 4.0)9 4 hr/day: p=>.05 MVPA level
5+ hr/day: B=-2.5 (-5.1,0.2)¢ 5+ hr/day: p=>.05
TPA R=.05 p >.05 N
Vance et al. 7046 122 (52:70) SB R=.10 p >.05 Cognitive No adjustments reported
(2016) 7.16 - performance
) Sleep duration R=.09 p >.05
Vigorous PA R=0.030 NR
Johnson et al. . Moderate PA R=-0.047 NR Cognitive .
(2016) 64+7.3 188 (99:111) LPA R=0039 NR performance No adjustments reported
SB R=0.082 NR
MS MVPA SDMT: R=0.37 SDMT: p<.01
group: PASAT: R=0.23 PASAT: p >.01
Processing 65.3+ SDMT: R=0.19 SDMT: p >.01 L
speed I(B;())Iiage)rt & Mol 4.3; 80 (30:50) LPA PASAT: R=-0.02 PASAT: p >.01 ;::rgg:ﬂ”lvaice No adjustments reported
gg”érfr"s' . SDMT: R= -0.27 SDMT: p>.01
6 7 - PASAT: R=-0.05 PASAT: p>.01
Anastasiou et al. 729+ . TPA B=0.066 p=0.007 Cognitive .
(2018) 6.1 1716 (693:1023) Sleep quality B=0.001 p=0.951 performance Age, sex, education
Wilckens, TPA B=0.13 p=0.131 -,
Erickson & 220.38 © o83 (17:36) Sleep efficienc =0.17 =0.018 C:rng(r)]:ﬂ”lvaice Age, sex, education
Wheeler (2016) : P y B=0. p=0. P
Leisure PA NR NR .
Lambiase et al. 733+ 121 (0:121) Sleep efficiency p=0.35 p<.02 Cognitive ﬁgeéﬁg#;%tﬁor&'frsls’ive
(2014) 17 : MVPA NR" NR" performance yp - dep
TPA NR" NR" symptoms
. Total EE R?=0.15 p=.38 .
(Sztg'lng)erg etal. 77+72 125 (36:89) MVPA R’=.16 p=.32 g;%g:m;ce ';iguec'ast?;‘ﬁ race,
SB R’=.15 p=.46
<7h: p=0.02 (0.01, 0.04) <7h: NR - Age, sex, race,
Weietal 2021)  NR 3086 (1394:1602)  MVPA >7h: B=0.01 (-0.01, 0.03) >7h: NR cognitive education, smoking,
Bicycling/walking <7h: B=0.04 (-0.002, 0.09) <7h: NR P BMI, other three
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>7h: g=-0.03 (-0.06, - >7h: NR variables of activity
0.00001) status.
SB <7h: = 0.002 (-0.01, 0.01) <7h: NR
>7h: p=0.003 (-0.01, 0.01) >7h: NR
. <7h: p=0.02 (-0.01, 0.05 <7h: NR
Sleep duration >7h: ?3= -0.06( (-0.09, -0.32) >7h: NR
MVPA B=.28 (.004, .012) p <0.001 " Comfort at computer,
Z%rzzg)”s"a etal. 255;3 28 (73:155) LPA B=-0.20 (002, .002) p=.799 gggg:ﬂ}‘;‘;ce employment status,
' SB f=-.009 (-.002, .001) p=.900 mean arterial pressure
Vance et al. 75.05 + . TPA (# of activities) R=0.20 p< 0.05 Coghnitive .
(2005) 5.75 158 (83:75) SB R=0.16 p< 0.05 per%ormance No adjustments reported
MS MVPA R=0.15 p>.01
group: LPA R=0.05 p>.01
General Bollaert & Motl 65.3 + Cognitive .
short-term  (2019) 4.3; 80 (30:50) performance No adjustments reported
memory controls: SB R=-0.09 p>.01
66.5 +
6.7
. Total EE R?=.25 p=.05 "
(szthSb)erg etal. 77472 125(36:89) MVPA R= 23 b= .25 gggg:ﬂmce Pe, sex, race,
SB R%=.23 p=.50
Anastasiou et al. 729+ . TPA B=0.037 p=0.121 Cognitive .
(2018) 6.1 1716 (693:1023) Sleep quality B=0.054 p=0.016 performance Age, sex, education
2-item RT: B= -4.46 2-item RT: p>.05
2-item ACC: p=.03 2-item ACC: p<.01
MVPA 3-item RT: f=-5.60 3-item RT: p>.05
3-item ACC: p=.02 3-item ACC: p<.05
4-item RT: p=-4.61 4-item RT: p>.05
4-item ACC: = .01 4-item ACC: p>.05
2-item RT: B=-.16 2-item RT: p>.05
Visual 2-item ACC: B=-.01 2-item ACC: p>.05
processing  Fanning et al. 65.4 + . 3-item RT: p=-.19 3-item RT: p>.05 Cognitive
(2016) 46 247 (78:169) LPA Tem ACC: B=-.01 3.item ACC: p>.05 performance® Age, sex, race
4-item RT: p=-5.87 4-item RT: p>.05
4-item ACC: = -.00 4-item ACC: p>.05
2-item RT: f=1.13 2-item RT: p>.05
2-item ACC: B=-.00 2-item ACC: p>.05
Sleep 3-item RT: p=-1.11 3-item RT: p>.05
3-item ACC: B=-.00 3-item ACC: p>.05
4-item RT: p=-.21 4-item RT: p>.05
4-item ACC: = -.00 4-item ACC: p>.05
. MVPA p=.177 (.001, .009) p=.028 " Education, comfort at a
reaF;gr']?ng (legzzg)”s"a etal. 255;3 T 228 (73:155) LPA B=-.025 (002, .002) D= 746 ge"gg:m;ce computer,
' SB = .174 (.000, .003) p=.021 cardiorespiratory fitness

Table 3: main results of each study grouped by cognitive domain. 2 between-family analysis results; °: higher scores indicate worse cognitive performance (negative correlation
indicates better performance on cognitive test); ¢: isotemporal substitution analysis, whereby beta values represent effect of substituting 30 min SB for 30 min other time-use
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behaviour; ¢ results are calculated against comparator groups (<5000 steps/ day for TPA; <10 minutes MVPA/day for MVPA); &: results are calculated against lowest quartile of
MVPA (0.4 min/day). Q2= 3.3 min/day; Q3= 11.1 min/day; Q4= 36.9 min/day; ' results are calculated against 0 mins of MVPA/week; 9: results are calculated against <1hr
SB/day; " authors were contacted for data ; p = beta coefficient; p= significance value; R= Pearson correlation coefficient; PA = physical activity; SB = sedentary behaviour;
MVPA = moderate/vigorous physical activity; TPA = total physical activity; MPA = moderate physical activity; VPA = vigorous physical activity; EE = energy expenditure
(measure of TPA); BMI = body mass index; NR = not reported; results in bold are statistically significant; Lan = language sub-score; Mem = memory sub-score; <7h and >7h
indicate hours of sleep of participants in this group;
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4, Discussion

This review aimed to summarise the existing evidence surrounding the associations between combinations
of time-use behaviours (PA, SB and sleep) and cognitive function in older adults across multiple cognitive
domains. Most studies investigated combinations of PA and SB, with fewer including sleep. Collectively,
high PA/low SB combinations were most commonly associated with better cognitive function across
domains, suggesting that spending adequate time in PA and limiting SB is beneficial for cognitive function
in older age. Furthermore, while there is a relatively well-established understanding that the type and
intensity of physical activity (low, moderate, vigorous) relates to cognitive outcomes, sleep and sedentary
behaviour have not been looked at with the same lens. Findings suggest that, as with PA, the quality of the
sleep (e.g. efficiency and continuity) and the quality of the sedentary time (e.g. cognitively passive
(television) versus engaged (e.g. computer work)) are likely to be important for cognitive outcomes.
Therefore, we argue that, not only is it important for future studies to measure PA, SB, and sleep (since
engaging in one necessarily reduces time for the others), but also that quality should be considered. The
promise of this approach includes resolving counterintuitive or seemingly contradictory study results. For
example, studies suggest that long sleep may not be more beneficial for cognition than short sleep, and that
there may be a middle range associated with optimal function. In addition, some studies have found that
increased time in SB was associated with improved cognitive function. Broadly, developing the literature
to focus on the time and quality of all three behavioural domains will be critical for future PA interventions.
This research will enable consideration of the inter-dependent relationship of time use behaviours in
intervention design, such that taking time from sleep versus SB to increase PA will likely lead to
considerably different cognitive outcomes, as will spending SB time passively or actively, or having a long
sleep of poor quality compared to a shorter sleep of better quality.

4.1 Combinations of physical activity and sedentary behaviour for cognitive function

The association between combinations of PA and SB with cognitive function varied considerably across
cognitive domains. Most commonly, spending a greater proportion of the day in MVPA relative to other
time-use behaviours was associated with better cognitive function. In addition, substituting time from SB
or sleep to time engaging in MVPA seems to be beneficial. This finding aligns with previous studies
demonstrating that engaging in MVPA is positively associated with cognitive function and various health
outcomes (Rojer et al., 2021; Saunders et al., 2016). Interestingly, this review has also identified that more
time spent in LPA relative to other time-use behaviours was positively associated with global cognition and
executive function. Taken together, these findings support the notion that limiting SB and engaging in more
PA is an effective use of time for cognitive function across several domains in older adults. Previous
approaches such as the “Small Steps” program, which progressively reduced total sitting time by ~50 mins
per day following a 6-week intervention in older adults, may be an effective and sustainable approach to
replacing SB with PA in older adults for cognitive benefits (Lewis et al., 2016).

Our review identified a lack of consensus about the optimal combination of time-use behaviours for
cognitive function within cognitive domains. For example, within the executive function domain, one study
reported a positive association between time spent in LPA and executive function (Johnson et al., 2016),
whilst another reported no association (Fanning et al., 2017). One potential reason for the discrepancy may
be between-study differences in cut-points used to classify LPA from the raw accelerometry data (see Table
2). Johnson et al. (2016) classified LPA as activity which fell between 251 and 1951 counts/minute, whereas
Fanning et al. (2017) used a lower cut point of 50 counts/minute, and an upper cut point of 1040
counts/minute to classify LPA. The LPA cut points used by Johnson et al. (2016) may have classified some
MVPA as LPA, given the high upper threshold of 1951 counts/minute, and similarly, Fanning et al. (2017)
may have captured sedentary behaviours as LPA given the considerably lower threshold of 50
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counts/minute. Given the considerable heterogeneity in research approaches, meta-analysis of results was
not feasible, thus limiting conclusions about optimal combinations of MVPA, LPA and SB for cognitive
function.

4.2 Combinations of physical activity and sleep for cognitive function

Several notable commonalities between studies were identified for sleep and PA combinations. First,
findings alluded to a window of optimal sleep duration for enhancing cognitive function in older adults.
Studies reported negative associations of achieving >7 hours (Wei et al., 2021) and >8.25 hours (Kimura et
al., 2019) of sleep per night, respectively, with cognitive function. Similarly, Lambiase et al. (2014)
reported that participants with shorter self-reported sleep performed better in tests of executive function.
The findings of this review align with previous studies suggesting that duration of sleep above or below the
recommended range (<6h, >8h) in older adults is associated with poorer cognitive performance and greater
risk of dementia (Benito-Ledn et al., 2009; Benito-Lebn et al., 2014; Lo et al., 2016; Spira et al., 2017;
Westwood et al., 2017).

Sleep is multi-faceted, and measures of sleep duration alone do not capture the “whole picture” of sleep
experiences (Falck et al., 2021). Sleep efficiency, traditionally defined as the ratio of actual sleep time to
time in bed (Reed and Sacco, 2016), serves as an important measure of the sleep experience in older adults
who typically have more fragile sleep patterns than younger adults (Mander et al., 2017). Older adults with
longer sleep durations often report poorer sleep quality and increased sleep fragmentation, and the latter
has been proposed as a potential mechanism for the relationship between long sleep duration and increased
mortality (Grandner and Drummond, 2007). In this review we found that measures of sleep efficiency were
frequently associated with better cognitive function independently of PA (Falck et al., 2018; Lambiase et
al., 2014; Wilckens et al., 2018). Previous studies have also demonstrated that sleep disruption is associated
with poorer cognitive function in older adults with (Naismith et al., 2010) and without (Miyata et al., 2013)
mild cognitive impairment, particularly for measures of executive function. In summary, given the complex
nature of sleep it is important to investigate sleep quality measures in addition to time spent in sleep to gain
a comprehensive understanding of optimal sleep for cognitive function in older adults (Falck et al., 2021).

Importantly, several studies in this review discussed the interactions between sleep and PA for cognitive
function in older adults. One study reported that greater PA levels modified the relationship between poor
sleep efficiency and processing speed in participants with low activity levels (Lambiase et al., 2014), whilst
another reported that reallocating sleep time to any form of PA was associated with better global cognition
in those who slept >7h/night (Wei et al. 2021). Taken together, these findings suggest that engaging in PA
may attenuate the negative effects of poor sleep on cognitive function in older adults. The importance of
interactions between PA and sleep are becoming increasingly recognised. It is understood that increasing
PA engagement can improve sleep quality in older adults (Gubelmann et al., 2018). Furthermore, a previous
study of middle-aged women by Patel et al. (2006) identified that the likelihood of engaging in long sleep
durations was associated with low levels of exercise, and conversely, those engaging in higher levels of
exercise were less likely to engage in long sleep. It is recommended that future studies investigate the
interactions between PA and sleep for cognitive function, and incorporate measures of sleep in addition to
sleep duration, to gain a holistic understanding of the best practice sleep and PA patterns for cognitive
function in older adults.

4.3 Types of sedentary behaviour are differentially related to cognitive function

A resounding finding of studies in this review was that high SB/low PA was negatively associated with
cognitive function outcomes. Yet, four studies reported that more time spent in SB was positively associated
with cognitive function (Burzynska et al., 2020; Marcellini et al., 2010; Vance et al., 2005; Wei et al., 2021).
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This may be due to several factors. First, previous research has suggested that different types of SB may
have diverging effects on cognitive function. A recent review reported that total SB and watching TV were
most frequently associated with unfavourable health outcomes, whereas computer use was associated with
positive outcomes in cognitive function (Ross et al., 2020). It may be that more cognitively demanding
sedentary leisure activities (e.g., those subjectively measured in the study by Marcellini et al. (2010) such
as reading or playing cards) are positively associated with cognitive function, whereas cognitively passive
activities such as sitting and watching TV are not. Future research should aim to combine objectively
measured (e.g. accelerometry) SB with 24-hour recall measures, to obtain further information on the context
of SB and how this may influence its relationship with cognitive function (Burzynska et al., 2020). Building
an understanding of the relationships between different types of SB with cognitive function is an important
step in providing informed SB guidelines for cognitive function in older adult populations.

Notably, the study by Vance et al. (2005) which reported a positive association between time spent in SB
and cognitive function used a single self-report question (how many hours per day do you spend sitting,
sleeping or lying down?) as a measure of SB, but did not measure sleep as a separate time-use behaviour.
Therefore, in this study, sleep was considered a SB. This approach is a limitation as there are likely to be
considerable differences between the associations of sleep and SB with cognitive function. Including time
spentin sleep as a SB limits the ability to determine whether sleep or SB is driving the beneficial association
with cognitive function, and this approach should be avoided in future studies.

4.4 Considering time use as a three-part composition

The importance of considering multiple time-use behaviours in the same statistical model is becoming
increasingly recognised in health research, driving the shift to a ‘time-use epidemiology’ paradigm (Pedisi¢
etal., 2017). Considering PA, SB and sleep as separate or independent behaviours limits the application of
conclusions to holistic 24-hour interventions and movement guidelines. Only two studies meeting review
inclusion criteria assessed all three time-use behaviours together in one model (Fanning et al., 2017; Wei
et al., 2021). Fanning et al. (2017) reported that substituting time spent in SB with MVPA or sleep was
associated with better cognitive outcomes; however, substituting SB with LPA was not associated with any
beneficial cognitive outcomes. Wei et al. (2021) also reported that for participants who achieved <7h of
sleep per night, substituting SB with any form of PA was associated with better global cognition, whereas
in participants who achieved >7h of sleep per night, substituting sleep with PA or SB was associated with
better global cognition. Considering all three time-use behaviours in one model allows the compensatory
follow-on ripple effects of changing one behaviour (e.g., increasing PA) across the daily 24-hour
composition (e.g., decreasing sleep and/or SB) to be considered. It should be noted that there were several
other studies in this review which did investigate three time-use behaviours, but they were not included in
the same model.

4.5 Study limitations

A few study limitations should be considered. The small number of studies within each cognitive domain
limits the strength of conclusions that can be made about the best combinations of time-use behaviours for
individual cognitive domains. As there was considerable variability in the methods used to measure PA,
sleep and SB between studies in this review, we were unable to conduct a meta-analysis to determine the
overall strength of the relationship between combinations of time-use behaviours and cognitive function.
Further, no grey literature or unpublished material was included in this review. The use of compositional
data analysis approaches, including isotemporal substitution methods, is becoming increasingly popular
and so exclusion of unpublished works may have missed relevant findings.

4.6 Conclusion
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This review identified that spending more time in PA and limiting SB was associated with better cognitive
outcomes in older adults. Higher proportions of MVPA in the day were most frequently associated with
better cognitive function, and some evidence highlighted the benefits of spending higher proportions of the
day in LPA for global cognition and executive function domains only. Spending higher proportions of the
day in SB was negatively associated with cognitive function in most studies, although there was evidence
to suggest certain types of SB may be positively associated with cognitive function. Furthermore, several
studies in this review support the idea that sleep duration shares an inverted U-shaped relationship with
cognitive function, such that sleep durations above or below the ‘normal range’ (~7-9 hours) are negatively
associated. Alternative measures to capture sleep quality characteristics such as sleep efficiency are
positively associated with cognitive function, highlighting the importance of using multiple measures of
sleep to more fully understand optimal sleep patterns for cognitive function in older adults. Currently only
a small number of studies have investigated time-use behaviours as parts of a 24-hour time-use composition
against cognitive function. To more fully understand and exploit the opportunities of time-use interventions
for the prevention or delay of many non-communicable diseases, the 24-hour time-use approach is crucial
for future research. Additionally, there is considerable heterogeneity in methodological and statistical
approaches used in this field thus far. A more standardised approach to capturing PA, SB and sleep in older
adults is required.
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