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ABSTRACT  38 

BACKGROUND: Cardiorespiratory fitness (CRF) measured by peak oxygen consumption 39 

(VO2peak) declines with aging and correlates with mortality and morbidity. Cardiopulmonary 40 

Exercise Testing (CPET) has long been the criterion method to assess CRF, but its feasibility, 41 

efficacy and reliability in older adults is unclear. The large, multicenter Study of Muscle, 42 

Mobility and Aging (SOMMA) employed CPET to evaluate the mechanisms underlying declines 43 

in mobility with aging among community-dwelling older adults. Our primary objective was to 44 

design and implement a CPET protocol in older adults that was dependable, safe, scientifically 45 

valuable, and methodologically reliable.  46 

METHODS: CPET was performed using treadmill exercise in 875 adults ≥70 years. A 47 

composite protocol included a symptom-limited peak exercise phase and two submaximal phases 48 

to assess cardiopulmonary ventilatory indices during 1) participants’ preferred walking speed 49 

and 2) at slow walking speed of 1.5 mph (0.67 m/s). An adjudication process was in place to 50 

review tests for validity if they met any prespecified criteria (VO2peak <12.0 ml/kg/min; 51 

maximum heart rate (HR) <100 bpm; respiratory exchange ratio (RER) <1.05 and a rating of 52 

perceived exertion <15). A repeat test was performed in a subset (N=30) to assess 53 

reproducibility. 54 

RESULTS: CPET was safe and well tolerated, with 95.8% of participants able to complete the 55 

VO2peak phase of the protocol. Only 56 (6.4%) participants had a risk alert during any phase of 56 

testing and only two adverse events occurred during the peak phase: a fall and atrial fibrillation. 57 

The average ± standard deviation for VO2peak was 20.2 ± 4.8 mL/kg/min, peak HR 142 ± 18 58 

bpm, and peak RER 1.14 ± 0.09. VO2peak and RER were slightly higher in men than women. 59 

Adjudication was indicated in 47 participants; 20 were evaluated as valid, 27 as invalid (18 had a 60 
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data collection error, 9 did not reach VO2peak). Reproducibility of VO2peak was high (intraclass 61 

correlation coefficient=0.97).  62 

CONCLUSIONS: CPET was feasible, effective and safe for community-dwelling older adults, 63 

many of whom had multimorbidity and frailty. These data support a broader implementation of 64 

CPET to provide important insight into the role of CRF and its underlying determinants in aging 65 

and age-related conditions and diseases.  66 

67 
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Clinical Perspective  68 

 69 

What Is New? 70 

 Performing cardiopulmonary exercise testing in a community dwelling older adult with 71 

multimorbidities or frailty is feasible and exceptionally safe under highly trained exercise 72 

physiologists and physician supervision.     73 

 Reproducibility of VO2peak among community-dwelling older adults with significant 74 

clinical complexity was high (intraclass correlation coefficient=0.97). 75 

 The VO2peak observed was comparable to established normative data for older adults, 76 

and adds merit to the limited data collected on VO2peak norms in older adults.  77 

What Are the Clinical Implications? 78 

 Ventilatory gas collection during clinical cardiac stress testing may be valuable to plan of 79 

care in routine management of older adults due to the important role of aerobic fitness on 80 

morbidity and mortality. 81 

 Cardiopulmonary exercise testing can provide insight into the role of cardiorespiratory 82 

fitness and its underlying determinants in aging and age-related conditions and diseases. 83 

  84 
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Non-standard Abbreviations and Acronyms  85 

ACSM American College of Sports Medicine  

APMHR Age-Predicted Maximal Heart Rate  

BMI body mass index 

BP blood pressure 

CES-D Center for Epidemiological Studies-Depression  

CHAMPS Community Healthy Activities Model Program for Seniors 

CI confidence interval  

CPET cardiopulmonary exercise testing 

CRF cardiorespiratory fitness 

CV  coefficient of variation  

ECG  Electrocardiogram 

ECW  energetic cost of walking  

HR heart rate 

ICC intraclass correlation coefficient 

MET metabolic equivalent of task 

MR magnetic resonance 

PWS preferred walking speed 

RER respiratory exchange ratio 

RPE  rating of perceived exertion 

SD standard deviation 

SOMMA Study of Muscle, Mobility and Aging 

SWS slow walking speed 
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VCO2 carbon dioxide exhalation 

VE minute ventilation 

VO2 oxygen inhalation 

VO2peak peak oxygen consumption 

86 
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INTRODUCTION 87 

Cardiorespiratory fitness (CRF) refers to the capacity of the circulatory and respiratory 88 

systems to supply oxygen to skeletal muscle mitochondria for energy production needed during 89 

physical activity.1 Peak oxygen consumption (VO2peak) is the criterion measure of CRF, which 90 

declines with aging, is a key metric of physical function and a strong predictor of risk for 91 

morbidity and mortality.2 It is often applied to diagnose and evaluate the effects of disease as 92 

well as constitutive physiologic mechanisms.3 VO2peak assessed using symptom-limited 93 

cardiopulmonary exercise testing (CPET) is a vetted criterion metric of CRF.1,4,5 CPET entails an 94 

exercise provocation to stimulate integrated physiologic responses (cardiac, pulmonary, muscle, 95 

autonomic, circulatory) that can be assessed through patterns in ventilatory indices.1,6 96 

Measurements of oxygen consumption (VO2), carbon dioxide production (VCO2), minute 97 

ventilation, and associated indices during progressive exercise intensity assess aerobic capacity, 98 

ventilatory efficiency, and other aspects of physical function. These can discern patterns of 99 

performance and physical limitation, with a wide range of clinical and research applications. The 100 

reliability of CPET for measuring CRF in younger populations has been well-established.1,7 Its 101 

application, feasibility and reliability in older adults, however, is less certain. Studies to validate 102 

VO2peak in older adults have been limited to small sample sizes, with many lingering questions 103 

regarding their feasibility, reliability and safety amidst age-related issues of mobility 104 

impairments, multimorbidity, frailty, fear of falling or maximal exertion.8,9 105 

The conceptual value of CRF assessments using CPET in older adults is strong. VO2peak 106 

correlates with physical function10–12, frailty, disability, and mortality13 in older adults. CPET has 107 

been useful in determining the etiology of dyspnea, a common problem for older adults.1 108 
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Likewise, CPET is useful in determining diagnosis, prognosis and management of heart failure, 109 

chronic obstructive lung disease and other clinical challenges pertinent to older adults.1  110 

In the Study of Muscle, Mobility and Aging (SOMMA), a study designed to distinguish 111 

subcellular mechanisms in skeletal muscle underlying mobility disability and functional decline 112 

over a three year period in older adults, CPET is integral to the primary study objectives to 113 

clarify key relationships between skeletal muscle mitochondrial respiration and CRF. Optimal 114 

accuracy of CPET is paramount to better understand these relationships.14 SOMMA and other 115 

studies of aging and age-related conditions and diseases require a CPET protocol that is 116 

dependable, safe and reliable. 117 

Many rudimentary issues for exercise testing become more complex for older adults, 118 

especially those who have no prior experience with exercise testing or training. Goals to achieve 119 

adequate motivation and confidence for a high exercise workload are often difficult, especially as 120 

many older adults become fearful at higher exercise intensities. While CPET using a bicycle has 121 

advantages of stability and safety, cycling is not an exercise that is familiar to many older 122 

Americans. In comparison, walking is a more familiar exercise that may provide a more 123 

meaningful evaluation of physiologic capacities, but concerns regarding walking limitations (gait 124 

instability, pain) and safety (falls, anxiety, hemodynamics, arrhythmia) may also increase with 125 

treadmill modes.15–17 Similarly, while breathing through a mouthpiece is commonly employed 126 

for CPET, the discomfort associated with mouthpieces may become disproportionate due to 127 

changes in jaw strength and dentition, and difficulty tolerating a nose clip and breathing 128 

exclusively through the mouth. For many older adults, face masks provide greater comfort and 129 

feasibility during exercise. However, it is not clear if face masks can achieve effective air seals 130 
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for accurate ventilatory measurements for those experiencing age-related changes in facial 131 

structure.18  132 

The primary aim of this report was to provide a detailed overview of the SOMMA CPET 133 

protocol. We report methods to achieve dependable assessments of cardiorespiratory fitness 134 

(VO2peak) and submaximal exercise performance with associated safety and reliability. We also 135 

examine feasibility of CPET among subpopulations in SOMMA with functional limitations and 136 

comorbidities.  137 

 138 

METHODS 139 

SOMMA Participants 140 

Details of the design of SOMMA are published elsewhere (https://sommaonline.ucsf.edu).19 141 

Volunteers were recruited at two clinical sites (University of Pittsburgh and Wake Forest 142 

University School of Medicine) from April 2019 to December 2021.19 Individuals were eligible 143 

to participate if they were ≥70 years old, willing and able to complete a skeletal muscle biopsy 144 

and undergo magnetic resonance (MR). Individuals were excluded if they reported an inability to 145 

walk ¼ mile or climb a flight of stairs; had body mass index (BMI) ≥40 kg/m2; had an active 146 

malignancy or dementia; had medical contraindication to biopsy or MR. Finally, participants 147 

must have been able to complete the 400-meter walk; those who seemed unable to do so at the 148 

screening visit completed a 4-meter walk to ensure their walking speed was ≥0.6 m/s. All 149 

participants provided written informed consent, and the study was approved by the WIRB-150 

Copernicus Group. The goal was to collect CPET data on all participants at the baseline visit. 151 

The SOMMA baseline data was collected over three separate visits, with a goal of completion 152 
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within 30 days. The first visit included a 400-meter walk test, strength and physical function 153 

measures, a detailed medical review of medical history and a resting electrocardiogram (ECG). 154 

CPET was done at the second visit. This provided the CPET team several days to obtain any 155 

pertinent details of prior ECGs or medical history to ensure each participant’s safety to complete 156 

the anticipated CPET. Completion of the 400-meter walking test provided SOMMA participants 157 

with an initial experience of a monitored functional assessment that contributed to greater 158 

confidence for the later CPET. 159 

 160 

Rationale for CPET Protocol Selection  161 

The CPET protocol was developed by a working group of exercise physiologists and 162 

investigators with expertise in studies of older adults. CPET in SOMMA was performed using 163 

treadmill exercise with the rationale that walking is a more universally familiar exercise to older 164 

adults than bicycling. Walking was also better aligned with functional capacities needed for 165 

independent mobility. The SOMMA CPET protocol was structured with 3 phases to capture a 166 

full range of functional domains: (Phase 1) preferred walking speed (PWS); (Phase 2) 167 

progressive exercise with increasing incline to evaluate VO2peak (Peak); (Phase 3) slow walking 168 

speed (SWS). The reasoning for a three-phase protocol was to observe peak aerobic capacity and 169 

incorporate other novel submaximal indices of walking energetics.10  170 

CPET was conducted by experienced exercise physiologists under the supervision of a 171 

physician or physician assistant. Staff conducting CPET went through formal, centralized 172 

training with steps to standardize the testing process, including participant encouragement. 173 

Contraindications for exercise testing were consistent with standard American College of Sports 174 
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Medicine (ACSM) guidelines.20 To further optimize safety, eligibility screening included an 175 

“alert system”, where potential safety concerns were systematically reviewed. These potential 176 

concerns, grouped as low and high risk, included identification of alerts from blood pressure 177 

(BP), heart rate (HR), and ECG that warranted further evaluation before CPET testing or, if 178 

occurring during CPET, stopping testing and evaluating clinically (Listed in Table 1). Pre-CPET 179 

low-risk alerts required clearance by the study physician for CPET to proceed or were not 180 

cleared for Phase 2, while high-risk alerts led to a hold until participants were cleared by their 181 

personal physician, the study physician and the study medical safety officer. Alerts during CPET 182 

were consistent with the ACSM guideline’s relative and absolute contraindications for stopping 183 

the test.20  184 

 185 

CPET Equipment 186 

Exercise was performed on a treadmill (Trackmaster, Full Vision Inc. Newton, KS) coupled 187 

with a cardiopulmonary metabolic cart (Medgraphics Ultima Series, Medgraphics Corporation, 188 

St. Paul, MN). Breath-by-breath ventilatory measurements were assessed using face masks (Hans 189 

Rudolph Inc., Shawnee, KS) fitted to each participant according to size options. Initially, an 190 

adjustable neoprene face mask that was designed to stretch over participants’ faces was used 191 

(Medgraphics, n=94). After discovering inconsistencies in ventilatory measurements from the 192 

neoprene mask, its use was discontinued and the Hans Rudolph mask was used. If a participant 193 

preferred, a mouthpiece and nose clip were substituted for the face mask (n=3 participants).  194 
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12-lead (Mason-Likar) ECG waveforms and pulse oxygen saturation (Nonin Inc., Plymouth, 195 

MN) were monitored continuously. HR, BP and rating of perceived exertion (RPE)21 were 196 

assessed in each of three phases of the CPET protocol. 197 

 198 

Familiarization 199 

A familiarization period was performed prior to starting the CPET protocol. The goal of 200 

familiarization was to first demonstrate and then ensure the participant could achieve proper 201 

walking gait, and then explain each phase of the protocol. Exercise physiologists demonstrated 202 

these steps before encouraging the participants to repeat them and confirm successful learning. 203 

Familiarization included emphasis on the importance of normal stride length, safe positioning, 204 

regular breathing, and focusing eyes ahead. The speeds utilized at each phase were demonstrated, 205 

differentiating between PWS and SWS. Following the familiarization period, the participant was 206 

prepared with electrode lead placement and face mask fitting. Participants then sat for resting 207 

hemodynamics.  208 

 209 

The CPET Protocol 210 

The CPET protocol was structured with three phases: (Phase 1) preferred walking speed 211 

(PWS); (Phase 2) progressive exercise with increasing incline to evaluate VO2peak (Peak); 212 

(Phase 3) slow walking speed (SWS). Phases 1 and 2 were conducted sequentially without 213 

interruption. After Phase 2, participants were given a 20-minute rest before beginning Phase 3.  214 
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Phase 1 consisted of 5 minutes of treadmill walking at each participant’s PWS with 0% 215 

incline. The PWS was based on the participant’s gait speed during the 400-meter walk test that 216 

was completed at the first SOMMA study visit. Continuous collection of ventilatory gases was 217 

performed as participants walked, along with assessments of RPE and manual BP at minutes 4 218 

and 5.  219 

The exercise physiologists used consistent coaching phrases to describe Phase 1 as a “warm-220 

up” before the progressive intensity exercise of Phase 2 began. However, if a participant reached 221 

a peak effort during Phase 1 (n=4), exercise intensity would not increase, and CPET would 222 

progress directly to recovery part of Phase 2.  223 

Phase 2 entailed a progression of exercise intensity to achieve VO2peak. The goals were to 224 

achieve a respiratory exchange ratio (RER) ≥1.05 and/or RPE ≥17. The VO2peak is defined as 225 

the highest 30-second average of VO2 achieved during Phase 2. The Peak protocol was premised 226 

on a Modified Balke protocol17 with systematized modifications to better suit the SOMMA 227 

population. 228 

Whereas the Modified Balke protocol usually entails walking at either 2.0 or 3.0 mph (0.89 229 

or 1.34 m/s), in SOMMA the initial treadmill speed was the PWS. If a participant’s PWS was 230 

<2.0 mph (0.89 m/s), the initial speed used in Phase 2 was increased, but with discretion by the 231 

exercise physiologist to select a speed that was well tolerated; the initial speeds used in Phase 2 232 

were <2.0 mph (0.89 m/s) for 49 participants. Furthermore, the Modified Balke protocol usually 233 

starts at a 2.5% incline and increases 2.5% at each 2-minute stage thereafter until a participant 234 

reaches volitional fatigue. In SOMMA, 2.5% increases in treadmill incline were made every 2 235 

minutes, but limited to a maximal incline of 10% to avoid biomechanically awkward walking at 236 

steeper angles. Thereafter, higher exercise intensity beyond the 10% incline relied on increasing 237 
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treadmill speed up to 0.5 mph (0.22 m/s) at each 2-minute stage until volitional fatigue. To evoke 238 

a maximal effort, participants were prompted before each change in speed and incline and 239 

encouraged to continue until they could no longer maintain the given workload. Every 2 minutes 240 

and at peak performance, HR, BP and RPE were assessed. 241 

Once the participant reached volitional fatigue, a 1-minute recovery period walking at 1 mph 242 

(0.45 m/s) and 0% incline was initiated, followed by 4 minutes of seated recovery. During the 243 

recovery periods continuous assessments of ventilatory indices, ECG, HR, and oxygen saturation 244 

were completed as well as monitoring of BP and RPE at minute 5. The participant was asked to 245 

continue sitting for the remainder of the 20-minute recovery period. 246 

During Phase 3, the participant walked on the treadmill at 1.5 mph (0.67 m/s) and 0% incline, 247 

with continuous collection of ventilatory gases and assessments of RPE at minutes 4 and 5 and 248 

manual BP at minute 5.  249 

Throughout each of the phases of testing, risk alerts associated with the exercise provocation 250 

were carefully monitored and addressed by the supervising exercise physiologist and clinician as 251 

per ACSM guidelines.20  252 

 253 

Quality Control 254 

The CPET metabolic cart received maintenance every 6 months to ensure proper calibration 255 

(ventilatory, treadmill speed, grade). The CPET working group optimized the protocol and face 256 

mask used for testing, created a format for saving and sharing data, and created an adjudication 257 

process to review validity of tests in question. The CPET working group met regularly to review 258 
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protocol questions, safety and data quality. Data collected were reviewed monthly by the 259 

working group to evaluate consistency between sites in the application of the protocol.  260 

 261 

Adjudication of VO2peak Data 262 

To ensure that Phase 2 data were accurate, tests were adjudicated if they met at least one of the 263 

following criteria: VO2peak <12 ml/kg/min; maximum RPE <15 and maximum RER<1.05 (up to 264 

the start of recovery); maximum HR <100 bpm. Adjudicators were assigned from the CPET 265 

working group and were provided with data from CPET along with participant characteristics 266 

(age, sex, anthropometrics, gait speed, medication use). Adjudicators determined the validity of 267 

the Phase 2 data, as well as indicated if the data had a systematic problem and should not be used 268 

for the other two phases.  269 

 270 

Repeatability 271 

Repeatability testing was conducted on a convenience sample of n=30 (15 per site, equal 272 

number by sex), who repeated all phases of the CPET protocol. The goal was for the repeat tests 273 

to be completed 7 days after the initial CPET, at the same time of day.  274 

 275 

Assessment of Walking Energetics  276 

To examine walking energetics for both Phases 1 and 3 (PWS, SWS), the energetic cost of 277 

walking (ECW) was calculated as the average VO2 consumption from the last 3 minutes of each 278 

test. We derived the energy cost-capacity ratio of both phases as 100*ECW/VO2peak.11 279 
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 280 

Participant Phenotypes and Characteristic Data 281 

SOMMA recruited community-dwelling older adults with diverse characteristics. 282 

Multimorbidity, frailty and recurrent falling were quantified as it is often assumed that these 283 

subpopulations are unable to complete maximal exercise testing. Depression was defined as a 284 

score ≥10 on the Center for Epidemiological Studies Depression Scale (CES-D-10).22 285 

Information on self-reported history of chronic health conditions and depression was combined 286 

to create the SOMMA multimorbidity index (0-11).23 The frailty phenotype was defined 287 

following the criteria by Fried et al.24 Participants reported information about lifestyle, falls 288 

history, mobility limitations, smoking status and medication use.25,26 Participants were 289 

categorized as recurrent fallers if they reported ≥2 falls in the past year. Self-reported physical 290 

activity was assessed with the Community Healthy Activities Model Program for Seniors 291 

(CHAMPS) questionnaire.27 Age predicted maximal heart rate (APMHR) was estimated as 208 - 292 

0.7 *age.28 Slow gait speed was defined as ≤0.8 m/s on the 4-meter test. Obesity was defined as 293 

BMI≥30 kg/m2. 294 

 295 

Statistical Analysis 296 

Participant characteristics, phenotypic data and CPET phase completion were summarized by 297 

means and standard deviations (SD) for continuous variables, counts and percentages for 298 

categorical variables. Differences in these characteristics between participants cleared or 299 

excluded from the Phase 2 portion of CPET were analyzed using t-tests or Wilcoxon rank-sum 300 

tests for continuous variables, χ2 tests for categorical characteristics. Similar comparisons were 301 
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performed by phenotype and mask type. Similarly, differences in CPET measures by sex was 302 

analyzed. The distribution of VO2peak across age was displayed graphically. 303 

For the repeatability analysis, differences between CPET parameters from the original and 304 

repeat measures were examined using paired t-tests. Agreement between the two measures was 305 

examined with correlations and intraclass correlation coefficients (ICC) and 95% confidence 306 

intervals (CI), computed using a 2-way analysis of variance. A coefficient of variation (CV) was 307 

also calculated.29 Bland-Altman plots were presented to assess systematic bias in the differences 308 

in measurement of four parameters of Phase 2 (VO2peak, maximum RER, maximum HR, 309 

maximum RPE).30 Formal tests of systematic bias were performed using linear regression to 310 

examine whether the scatter in the Bland-Altman plots was heteroscedastic.31 A mixed models 311 

approach was used to examine the fixed effect of site and order of test (original vs. repeat). 312 

Significance levels reported were 2-sided. Statistical analyses were performed using SAS 313 

software, version 9.4 (SAS Institute, Inc, Cary, NC).  314 

 315 

RESULTS 316 

Participant Characteristics 317 

Of the 879 SOMMA participants, 875 performed CPET. Of the 4 who had no CPET 318 

performed, 2 were never screened for CPET, one was not cleared for testing, and one was 319 

cleared but was unable to use the treadmill. Of the 875 who attempted CPET, 84.8% were White; 320 

59% were women; average age was 76.3 ± 5.0 years; and average BMI was 27.6 ± 4.6 kg/m2. 321 

The average 4-meter usual-pace gait speed was 1.04 ± 0.20 m/s. Only 41 (4.8%) had 3 or more 322 

chronic conditions. Based on CHAMPS, participants reported an average baseline of 7 hours per 323 

week of moderate-intensity physical activity (Table 2).  324 
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Of the 875 cleared for CPET, 19 (2.2%) were only cleared for the two sub-peak phases 325 

(PWS, SWS). They were older, had slower average gait speed, more likely to have a history of 326 

atrial fibrillation, were more likely to be a recurrent faller and had a higher prevalence of frailty 327 

(p<0.05 for all, Table 2). 328 

 329 

Comparison of Face Mask Type 330 

Comparison of data from participants by mask type showed that the Hans Rudolph masks 331 

achieved greater consistency of ventilatory measures than the neoprene face mask. VO2peak was 332 

similar for participants wearing either type of mask (p=0.29). However, participants wearing the 333 

Hans Rudolph mask were less likely to have their tests identified for adjudication (7.89% vs 334 

17.02%, p<0.01). Of those participants with tests that needed adjudication, those wearing the 335 

Hans Rudolph mask were more likely to be adjudicated as valid (77.78% vs 25.00%, p<0.01). 336 

Few participants (n=6) had Phase 2 (Peak) stopped due to mask discomfort. 337 

 338 

Completion of the 3 Phases of CPET 339 

As shown in Figure 1, there was a high rate of completion for the CPET protocol; 863 340 

(98.6%) completed Phase 1 (PWS) and 860 (98.3%) completed Phase 3 (SWS). A total of 852 341 

(97.3%) performed Phase 2 (Peak). Older participants were less likely to finish Phase 1 or Phase 342 

2, but had similar completion rates to younger participants for Phase 3 (Supplemental Table 1). 343 

Compared to non-frail participants, those classified as frail were more likely to not be cleared for 344 

Phase 2 (9.09% vs 1.60%). Recurrent fallers were also more likely not to be cleared for Phase 2 345 

(5.41% vs 1.70%). Recurrent fallers who completed the CPET protocol, however, had similar 346 
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rates of risk alerts during the test as those who fell 0-1 times in the past year. Those “slow 347 

walkers” were more likely to be unable to complete Phase 2 (Supplemental Table 2). Those with 348 

3 or more comorbidities were more likely to not have performed Phase 2 and were more likely to 349 

have stopped the protocol before reaching Phase 3. There were no differences in test completion 350 

by obesity (Supplemental Table 3). 351 

 352 

Pre-CPET Risk Alerts 353 

Of the 876 screened for CPET eligibility, 189 (22%) had a low-risk alert during screening or 354 

CPET (Table 1). Blood pressure and ECG risk alerts during screening were common and were 355 

typically judged to be not serious such that the protocol was continued. Of the participants with a 356 

risk alert that occurred during screening, 94% were cleared for all 3 phases, and only 11% of 357 

those participants had an alert during CPET.  358 

 359 

Safety During CPET 360 

Very few participants had a risk alert during Phases 1 and 3 [PWS 5 (0.6%), SWS 2 (0.2%)] 361 

(Table 1). Among 852 participants who attempted Phase 2 (Peak), 6% had a risk alert, although 362 

most went on to complete Phase 3. The most common alert during testing was acute ischemia 363 

pattern of ST-T changes (Phase 1, n=3; Phase 2, n=27; Phase 3, n=1). The medical safety officer 364 

was notified of all high risk alerts or adverse events occurring during CPET (n=50 participants). 365 

With the exception of 7 participants for whom the high risk alert was for a known condition, the 366 

remaining 43 participants were either contacted in person (by phone, email, letter), or were 367 

referred for medical treatment. There were two adverse events that occurred during Phase 2 368 
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(Peak). One participant fell on the treadmill. This adverse event resolved in one day with no need 369 

for treatment, and was classified as mild severity with minor skin irritation and soft tissue 370 

effects. One participant developed atrial fibrillation during the test and was referred to the 371 

emergency room for treatment, resulting in an overnight hospitalization. This event was 372 

considered serious, with resolution in one day. CPET for both these participants was stopped. 373 

There were no statistically significant differences in the number of risk alerts during CPET 374 

across age groups, frailty status, gait speed, multimorbidity status or obesity (Supplemental 375 

Tables 1 -3).  376 

 377 

Ventilatory Indices 378 

Men had higher VO2peak values on average than women (Table 3). The average maximum 379 

HR during Phase 2 (Peak) did not differ by sex. Men had a slightly higher maximum RER value 380 

during Phase 2 than women. (Figure 2). The average percentage of the maximum HR to the age-381 

predicted maximum heart rate was 91.72 ± 11.42, with 60% reaching 90% or more of their age-382 

predicted maximum heart rate.  383 

The average treadmill speed for Phase 1 (PWS) was 1.05 ± 0.18 m/s, with an average ECW of 384 

12.44 ± 2.49 mL/kg/min, and a cost-capacity ratio of 63.21% ± 12.39%. On average, men had 385 

higher PWS and ECW, and lower cost-capacity ratio than women.  386 

For Phase 3 (SWS) the average ECW was 9.46 ± 1.64 mL/kg/min, and an average cost-387 

capacity ratio of 48.81 ± 12.56. On average, men had higher ECW and lower cost-capacity ratio 388 

than women.  389 
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For all but recurrent fallers, the average VO2peak was significantly lower among those in the 390 

compromised group (Supplemental Figure 1). Those 85 years and older had a lower average 391 

VO2peak by 2.87 mL/kg/min compared to younger participants, those classified as frail had a 392 

lower average VO2peak by 4.62 mL/kg/min compared to non-frail participants, those slow 393 

walkers had a lower average VO2peak by 4.49 mL/kg/min compared to faster walkers, those with 394 

≥3 comorbidities had a lower average VO2peak by 3.23 mL/kg/min compared to those with 0-2 395 

comorbidities, and obese participants had a lower average VO2peak by 3.50 mL/kg/min 396 

compared to those with BMI<30 kg/m2. VO2peak declined with age (Figure 2). 397 

 398 

Adjudication Process 399 

Of the 852 participants that performed Phase 2 (Peak), 47 (5.5%) were flagged for 400 

adjudication. (Figure 3) The majority (n=28) were due to low VO2peak (VO2 <12 mL/kg/min), 401 

while 21 had low HR (maximum HR<100 bpm). Of the 47 adjudicated, data were deemed valid 402 

for 20 (42.6%). Nine (19.1%) were adjudicated as invalid because the participant was not able to 403 

complete the test. Eighteen (38.3%) were adjudicated as invalid, primarily due to technical or 404 

other unknown issues with the gas exchange data.  405 

 406 

Repeatability  407 

The measurement of the Phase 2 (Peak) was highly reproducible (Table 4). The reliability as 408 

shown by the ICC demonstrated almost perfect agreement for VO2peak (0.97), and substantial 409 

agreement for maximum HR, RER and RPE (0.74 - 0.86). The Bland-Altman plots for these 410 

measures (Figure 4) illustrate a random scattering of points above and below the average mean 411 
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difference with few points falling outside the 95% CI, showing a lack of systematic bias between 412 

the first and second measurements. The formal tests of heteroscedasticity were not significant 413 

(p>0.05). Results from mixed models for the Phase 2 measures did not show systematic bias 414 

based on study site (p >0.07) or whether the measurement was from the original or repeat 415 

measurement (p > 0.09).  416 

Likewise, the reliability of ECW for Phases 1 and 3 (PWS, SWS) had strong agreement (ICCs 417 

0.84, 0.78), but a poor agreement for RPE (ICCs 0.44, 0.19). Paired t-tests between the original 418 

and repeat measures from these phases showed a significant difference for ECW, RPE and cost-419 

capacity ratio, with the original measurements being higher on average than the repeat measures. 420 

Results from mixed models did not show any systematic bias based on study site (p >0.09), but 421 

did show a systematic bias for whether the measurement was from the original or repeat 422 

measurement for ECW and cost-capacity ratio for both phases, and RPE for Phase 1 (p <0.05). 423 

 424 

DISCUSSION 425 

The primary finding from this study is that CPET was highly feasible and safe to effectively 426 

obtain VO2peak as the criterion measure of CRF among older community-dwelling adults, 427 

including many with phenotypic features of frailty, multimorbidity, and poor physical function. 428 

Of the 879 participants enrolled in SOMMA, 99.7% were deemed eligible for CPET, and of 429 

those, 97.3% completed the peak exercise protocol. After adjudication, we obtained valid 430 

VO2peak values in 96.2% who attempted the test. Only 25 participants terminated CPET early. 431 

While others have reported results from CPET in older adults, they have been from smaller 432 

studies or conglomerations of multiple studies 32–35; and most lacked details regarding participant 433 
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selection, or excluded participants with poor physical function, frailty or multimorbidity. 434 

Therefore, our study provides more generalizable data on the feasibility, safety and efficacy of 435 

CPET across a wider range of older adults.  436 

The utility of CPET for older adults has often been questioned, largely because of safety 437 

concerns or reservations that many older adults cannot achieve peak exercise thresholds15,36 438 

and/or that they are unable to achieve sufficient motivation or stability to achieve high exercise 439 

workloads. In SOMMA, we created a working group to design the CPET protocol specifically 440 

for older adults. We implemented a familiarization protocol, protocol standardization, quality 441 

control, safety alerts, and an adjudication process to assess valid VO2peak tests. Because of these 442 

rigorous methods, we obtained valid ventilatory measurements and had few risk alerts along with 443 

a very high proportion of individuals who reliably achieved VO2peak. This is particularly 444 

important for multicenter, longitudinal studies.  445 

One of the key findings is that CPET is feasible and safe in community-dwelling older adults 446 

with a range of disease risk, disease burden and physical function when those with active 447 

cardiopulmonary disease and very slow gait speed have been excluded. Although procedures 448 

were implemented to exclude those in whom maximal exertion exercise was contraindicated, 449 

only 1 participant was not cleared for any phase of CPET and 19 (2%) were not cleared for Phase 450 

2 (Peak), with a remarkably high proportion of participants having completed Phase 2 without 451 

incident. We monitored potential risk and uncovered a relatively small number of symptoms and 452 

ECG abnormalities. There were only two adverse events, one considered mild severity. 453 

There were no significant differences in the number of risk alerts during CPET across age 454 

groups, frailty status, gait speed, multimorbidity status or obesity. Only 12.5% of alerts during 455 

CPET were from previously known conditions. Notably, 29% of participants with risk indicators 456 
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during provocative exercise testing had a pre-CPET risk alert, suggesting high clinical value of 457 

CPET, as well as predominant safety of the assessment. Our results confirm the utility of CPET 458 

for ventilatory assessments in older adults, as well as for HR, BP, ECG, and other valuable 459 

nonventilatory physiology.13 460 

These SOMMA CPET data also provide an opportunity to evaluate additional metrics, 461 

including submaximal respiratory data. The SOMMA cohort included participants at the lower 462 

end of physical function in which CPET data are limited. The safety of CPET has been reported 463 

previously, mostly in patients with cardiovascular and pulmonary disease37, but also among 464 

generally healthy adults.35 Still, less is known about the safety of CPET specifically in older 465 

adults, especially those with compromised physical function. Participant selection criteria, the 466 

diversity of populations studied and the CPET protocol all make it difficult to compare CPET 467 

safety across studies, yet our study strengthens rationale and method for application  of CPET in 468 

older adults. 469 

The average and range of VO2peak values in SOMMA are consistent with other databases 470 

and smaller studies in older adults.33–35 The recently published Fitness Registry and the 471 

Importance of Exercise: A National Data Base (FRIEND) showed VO2peak ranged from 13.6-472 

29.4 ml/kg/min in septuagenarian men and 12.3-22.8 ml/kg/min in septuagenarian women.35 As 473 

in SOMMA, CRF is lower in older versus younger adults, and lower in women versus men, and 474 

there is heterogeneity among those being tested. SOMMA stands out in comparison to these 475 

reports by clarifying the functional impact of multimorbidity, frailty, obesity and other factors 476 

that are rarely assessed in CPET analyses. Future SOMMA analyses will explore in depth the 477 

associations of CPET with these factors. Reliable measures of VO2peak will be crucial to 478 

understand the mechanism underlying CRF and physical function. For example, we have 479 
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reported in SOMMA that VO2peak is strongly associated with skeletal muscle mitochondrial 480 

energetics.38 Longitudinal SOMMA data will be instrumental in determining a role for CRF in 481 

mobility decline.  482 

Repeated CPET showed excellent reproducibility for VO2peak. These data are consistent 483 

with previous reports which showed similarly strong test-retest reproducibility.39,40 The low RPE 484 

ICC during PWS and SWS may be attributed to a familiarization bias. There were no systematic 485 

site differences for any of the measures across all phases, showing consistency between multiple 486 

operators at multiple sites. Given that SOMMA entails treadmill exercise, the reproducibility 487 

data are even more notable.  488 

 489 

Limitations 490 

Race and ethnic subgroups were not large enough to assess the differences of race/ethnicity. 491 

Further, SOMMA excluded candidates who could not complete the 400-meter walk or who 492 

walked <0.6 m/s over 4 meters, so results cannot be extended to those with more significant 493 

mobility disability. 494 

 495 

Conclusions 496 

As a critical part of SOMMA we employed a CPET protocol that is feasible, safe, and 497 

effective in older adults with a wide range of physical function and disease, and could be used 498 

reliably as part of a multicenter study. SOMMA achieved high quality assessments of peak 499 

performance as well as submaximal assessments of walking efficiency. CPET data will provide a 500 
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critical window into potential mechanisms underlying the biological aging process and risk for 501 

functional decline and morbidity. Moreover, implications of the SOMMA CPET protocol imply 502 

broader clinical and research potential, with generalizable efficacy for clinical care and research 503 

assessments among older adults. SOMMA uniquely demonstrates the value and utility of CPET, 504 

with potential to better understand and moderate organ and cellular changes that are associated 505 

with aging. 506 

507 
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Table 1. Risk Alerts occurring during CPET Eligibility or Testing:  The Study of Muscle, 703 

Mobility and Aging (SOMMA) 704 

 Risk Alert Parameter 
Pre-CPET 
(N= 876) 

Phase 1 
(PWS) 

(N= 875) 

Phase 2 
(Peak) 

(N= 852) 

Phase 3 
(SWS) 

(N= 863) 
Alerts During Eligibility Screening: 149 (17.01)    
High Risk     
  Electrocardiogram     
    Atrial fibrillation/other supraventricular tachycardia with 
    rate >100 (and no medical history) 1    
    Substantial ventricular ectopy  0    
    Acute infarct pattern 2    
    Acute ischemia pattern of ST-T changes 0    
    Acute pericarditis pattern  0    
    2nd degree (type 2) or 3rd degree block 0    
    QRS widening >120ms (no history of bundle branch block) 17    
    Other acute abnormalities 2    
  Blood Pressure       
    Systolic >180 mmHg or <90 mmHg  1    
    Diastolic >110 mmHg 0    
  Heart Rate       
   <40 bpm or >110 bpm  1    
Low Risk     
  Electrocardiogram     
    Pre-excitation 0    
    1st or 2nd (type 1) degree heart block 56    
    Other non-acute abnormalities 16    
  Blood Pressure       
    Systolic 160 to ≤180 or 90-100 mmHg 28    
    Diastolic 100 to ≤110 mmHg 6    
  Heart Rate       
     90-110 bpm or 40-50 bpm 43    
Alerts During CPET:  5 (0.57) 51 (5.99) 2 (0.23) 
High Risk     
    Atrial fibrillation/other supraventricular tachycardia with 
    rate >100 (and no medical history)  1 8 0 
    Substantial ventricular ectopy   0 5 0 
    Acute ischemia pattern of ST-T changes  3 27 1 
    QRS widening >120ms (no history of bundle branch block)  0 1 0 
    Other acute abnormalities  1 5 0 
     Significant Pain  3 0 0 
     Other Alert  0 1 0 
     Adverse Event: Participant fell  0 1 0 
Low Risk     
    Other non-acute abnormalities  0 5 0 
    Systolic 160 to ≤180 or 90-100 mmHg  0 3 0 
     90-110 bpm or 40-50 bpm  1 4 1 
Phase stopped early?     
             Completed  3 NA 2 
             Stopped early  2 NA 0 
Participant went on to the next Phase  1 43 NA 
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Abbreviations: CPET, cardiopulmonary exercise testing; PWS, Preferred Walking Speed; SWS, 705 
Slow Walking Speed. Data shown as n (%) or n. 706 
Note: Data is on a participant level, so one participant may have multiple events. 707 
High risk alert: requiring review by the medical safety officer/study physician prior to participant 708 
leaving clinic or the same day as the clinic being notified of the finding;  709 
Low risk alert:  requiring review by the medical safety officer/study physician by at least the next 710 
business day of observation or notification of the finding, with recommended follow-up with the 711 
participant (if any) taken no more than 10 days after observation or notification of the finding, or 712 
sooner if deemed medically necessary. 713 

714 
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Table 2. Baseline Characteristics by CPET Eligibility:  The Study of Muscle, Mobility and 715 
Aging (SOMMA) 716 

 All All 3 Phases Phase 1, 3 only P-value* 
Characteristic  (N= 875) (N= 856) (N= 19)   
Site    <0.001 
  University of Pittsburgh 437 (49.94) 435 (50.82) 2 (10.53)  
  Wake Forest University School of Medicine 438 (50.06) 421 (49.18) 17 (89.47)  
Age (years) 76.34 ± 4.99 76.28 ± 4.96 79.11 ± 5.74 0.01 
Sex     
  Women 517 (59.09) 505 (59.00) 12 (63.16) 0.72 
  Men 358 (40.91) 351 (41.00) 7 (36.84)  
Race    0.59 
  Black 115 (13.14) 113 (13.20) 2 (10.53)  
  White 742 (84.80) 726 (84.81) 16 (84.21)  
  Other race 18 (2.06) 17 (1.99) 1 (5.26)  
Smoking status    0.48 
  Never 490 (56.32) 477 (56.05) 13 (68.42)  
  Past 355 (40.80) 349 (41.01) 6 (31.58)  
  Current 25 (2.87) 25 (2.94) 0  
Beta blocker use with 30 days of baseline 163 (18.67) 156 (18.27) 7 (36.84) 0.07 
CHAMPS: Hours/week in moderate-intensity exercise-
related activities (MET≥3) 7.03 ± 7.09 7.06 ± 7.12 5.57 ± 5.08 0.48 
Body mass index (kg/m2) 27.60 ± 4.56 27.58 ± 4.56 28.22 ± 4.69 0.55 
Body mass index ≥30 kg/m2 250 (28.57) 243 (28.39) 7 (36.84) 0.42 
4-meter walk gait speed (m/s) 1.04 ± 0.20 1.04 ± 0.20 0.88 ± 0.12 <0.001 
4-meter walk gait speed ≤ 0.8 m/s 89 (10.17) 84 (9.81) 5 (26.32) 0.04 
SOMMA Multimorbidity Index (0-11)     
  0 371 (42.99) 364 (43.13) 7 (36.84) 0.07 
  1 340 (39.40) 335 (39.69) 5 (26.32)  
  2 111 (12.86) 107 (12.68) 4 (21.05)  
  3+ 41 (4.75) 38 (4.50) 3 (15.79)  
 History of:     
  Cancer, excluding non-melanoma skin cancer 217 (24.89) 210 (24.62) 7 (36.84) 0.28 
  Cardiac arrhythmia (atrial fibrillation) 34 (3.90) 31 (3.63) 3 (15.79) 0.03 
  Chronic kidney disease or renal failure 33 (3.79) 33 (3.87) 0 1.00 
  Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease/other lung disease 115 (13.19) 111 (13.01) 4 (21.05) 0.30 
  Coronary heart disease 59 (6.77) 56 (6.57) 3 (15.79) 0.13 
  Congestive heart failure 6 (0.69) 6 (0.70) 0 1.00 
  Depression (CES-D-10≥10) 73 (8.45) 71 (8.40) 2 (10.53) 0.67 
  Diabetes mellitus 131 (15.02) 128 (15.01) 3 (15.79) 1.00 
  Stroke 21 (2.41) 20 (2.34) 1 (5.26) 0.37 
  Aortic stenosis 8 (0.92) 7 (0.82) 1 (5.26) 0.16 
Age-Predicted Maximal Heart Rate (bpm) 154.56 ± 3.49 154.60 ± 3.47 152.63 ± 4.02 0.01 
Recurrent faller (2+ in past year) 111 (12.73) 105 (12.31) 6 (31.58) 0.03 
Any difficulty walking 2-3 blocks 33 (3.81) 31 (3.65) 2 (11.11) 0.15 
Frailty status     
  Robust 386 (44.11) 382 (44.63) 4 (21.05) <0.001 
  Intermediate (pre-frail) 423 (48.34) 414 (48.36) 9 (47.37)  
  Frail 66 (7.54) 60 (7.01) 6 (31.58)   
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Abbreviations: CES-D, Center for Epidemiological Studies-Depression; CHAMPS, Community Healthy 717 
Activities Model Program for Seniors; CPET, cardiopulmonary exercise testing; MET, metabolic 718 
equivalent of task; SOMMA, Study of Muscle, Mobility and Aging. 719 
Data shown as mean ± SD or n(%) 720 
*P-values from a t-test for normally distributed continuous variables, a Wilcoxon rank-sum test for 721 
skewed continuous data, a chi-square test for categorical data or a Fisher's exact test for categorical data 722 
with low expected cell counts. 723 

724 
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Tables 3. CPET measures by sex:  The Study of Muscle, Mobility and Aging (SOMMA) 725 

CPET Measure All Men Women P-value* 
  (N= 875) (N= 358) (N= 517)   
Phase 1: Preferred Walking Speed     
Energetic cost of walking (mL/kg/min) 12.44 ± 2.49 12.95 ± 2.47 12.07 ± 2.44 <.0001 
Rating  of Perceived Exertion (6-20) 10.50 ± 2.03 10.32 ± 2.03 10.64 ± 2.02 0.02 
Heart rate (bpm) 103.74 ± 17.22 99.35 ± 16.48 106.82 ± 17.08 <.0001 
Respiratory exchange ratio 0.90 ± 0.09 0.90 ± 0.09 0.89 ± 0.09 0.11 
Treadmill speed (m/s) 1.05 ± 0.18 1.08 ± 0.17 1.02 ± 0.18 <.0001 

Cost-Capacity Ratio (%)  63.21 ± 12.39 59.90 ± 12.96 65.61 ± 11.39 <.0001 
Phase 2: Peak     
VO2peak (mL/kg/min) 20.22 ± 4.82 22.27 ± 5.00 18.75 ± 4.11 <.0001 

VO2peak (mL/min) 
1528.30 ± 

433.40 
1865.62 ± 

410.69 
1286.95 ± 

248.94 <.0001 
Maximum Rating of Perceived Exertion (6-20) 17.65 ± 1.42 17.66 ± 1.37 17.64 ± 1.46 0.91 
Maximum heart rate (bpm) 141.87 ± 18.00 140.50 ± 18.24 142.82 ± 17.79 0.07 
Maximum heart rate as a percentage of APMHR 91.72 ± 11.42 90.85 ± 11.59 92.33 ± 11.27 0.06 
Respiratory exchange ratio at peak 1.13 ± 0.09 1.13 ± 0.09 1.12 ± 0.09 0.02 
Maximum Respiratory exchange ratio 1.14 ± 0.09 1.15 ± 0.08 1.14 ± 0.09 0.04 
Phase 3: Slow Walking Speed (1.5 mph)     
Energetic cost of walking (mL/kg/min) 9.46 ± 1.64 9.61 ± 1.59 9.35 ± 1.66 0.02 
Rating  of Perceived Exertion (6-20) 8.41 ± 1.90 8.18 ± 1.70 8.57 ± 2.01 0.008 
Heart rate (bpm) 100.08 ± 15.78 96.73 ± 15.41 102.40 ± 15.63 <.0001 
Respiratory exchange ratio 0.80 ± 0.06 0.80 ± 0.06 0.80 ± 0.07 0.13 

Cost-Capacity Ratio (%) 48.81 ± 12.56 44.90 ± 11.22 51.61 ± 12.73 <.0001 
Abbreviations: APMHR, Age-Predicted Maximal Heart Rate; CPET, cardiopulmonary exercise 726 
testing; PWS, Preferred Walking Speed; SWS, Slow Walking Speed; VO2, oxygen consumption; 727 
VO2peak, peak oxygen consumption. 728 
Data shown as mean ± SD or n(%) 729 
*P-values from a t-test for normally distributed continuous variables, a Wilcoxon rank-sum test 730 
for skewed continuous data.731 
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Table 4. CPET repeatability (n=30):  The Study of Muscle, Mobility and Aging (SOMMA) 

          Pearson     

   Difference* Absolute Correlation CV ICC 
CPET Measure Original Repeat (Original - Repeat) Difference (95% CI)**  (95% CI) 
Phase 1: Preferred Walking Speed        
Energetic cost of walking (mL/kg/min) 12.55 ± 2.69 11.90 ± 2.62 0.64 ± 1.37* 1.01 ± 1.11 0.87 (0.74, 0.94) 11.17 0.84 (0.92, 0.70) 

Rating  of Perceived Exertion (6-20) 10.13 ± 2.03 9.21 ± 2.02 0.93 ± 2.00* 1.69 ± 1.39 0.52 (0.19, 0.75) 20.65 0.44 (0.69, 0.11) 
Heart rate (bpm) 103.27 ± 13.76 102.63 ± 13.27 0.63 ± 8.51 6.70 ± 5.13 0.80 (0.62,0.90) 8.26 0.81 (0.90,0.64) 
Respiratory exchange ratio 0.90 ± 0.09 0.90 ± 0.06 0.00 ± 0.05 0.04 ± 0.03 0.78 (0.58,0.89) 6.12 0.75 (0.87,0.54) 
Cost-capacity ratio (%)  61.68 ± 13.23 59.55 ± 12.80 2.13 ± 5.25* 4.32 ± 3.60 0.92 (0.84, 0.96) 8.66 0.91 (0.96, 0.82) 
Phase 2: Peak         
VO2peak (mL/kg/min) 21.06 ± 5.87 20.66 ± 5.55 0.40 ± 1.39 1.12 ± 0.90 0.97 (0.94, 0.99) 6.68 0.97 (0.98, 0.94) 

VO2peak (mL/min) 1580.70 ± 439.64 1546.50 ± 400.52 34.20 ± 109.33 85.47 ± 74.88 0.97 (0.94, 0.99) 6.99 0.96 (0.98, 0.93) 
Maximum Rating of Perceived Exertion (6-20) 17.80 ± 1.42 17.73 ± 1.17 0.07 ± 0.94 0.67 ± 0.66 0.75 (0.54, 0.88) 5.32 0.74 (0.87, 0.53) 
Maximum heart rate (bpm) 144.00 ± 18.65 141.90 ± 17.32 2.10 ± 9.30 7.83 ± 5.26 0.87 (0.74, 0.94) 6.51 0.86 (0.93, 0.74) 
Maximum Respiratory exchange ratio 1.15 ± 0.09 1.14 ± 0.07 0.00 ± 0.06 0.04 ± 0.04 0.77 (0.57, 0.89) 4.96 0.76 (0.88, 0.56) 

VCO2 (mL/min) at peak 1799.83 ± 519.13 1741.63 ± 445.89 58.20 ± 159.88 122.87 ± 115.97 0.96 (0.91, 0.98) 9.03 0.94 (0.97, 0.88) 

VE/VO2 ratio at peak 39.87 ± 7.46 38.90 ± 5.56 0.97 ± 4.54 3.17 ± 3.34 0.80 (0.61, 0.90) 11.52 0.76 (0.88, 0.56) 
End-tidal carbon dioxide (mmHg) at peak 34.53 ± 4.76 34.43 ± 4.48 0.10 ± 2.17 1.43 ± 1.61 0.89 (0.78, 0.95) 6.30 0.89 (0.95, 0.79) 
Phase 3: Slow Walking Speed (1.5 mph)        
Energetic cost of walking (mL/kg/min) 9.68 ± 1.71 9.14 ± 1.51 0.54 ± 0.94* 0.80 ± 0.73 0.84 (0.68, 0.92) 10.02 0.78 (0.89, 0.60) 
Rating  of Perceived Exertion (6-20) 8.33 ± 1.75 8.17 ± 1.69 0.21 ± 2.21* 1.52 ± 1.60 0.18 (-0.20, 0.51) 26.77 0.19 (0.51, -0.18) 
Heart rate (bpm) 102.00 ± 12.79 100.07 ± 9.99 1.93 ± 8.02 6.53 ± 4.90 0.78 (0.58,0.89) 7.93 0.75 (0.87,0.54) 
Respiratory exchange ratio 0.80 ± 0.06 0.80 ± 0.06 0.00 ± 0.06 0.04 ± 0.03 0.60 (0.30,0.79) 6.96 0.60 (0.79,0.32) 
Cost-capacity ratio (%) 48.58 ± 12.95 46.58 ± 11.72 2.00 ± 4.16* 3.40 ± 3.08 0.95 (0.89, 0.98) 8.74 0.93 (0.97, 0.86) 

Abbreviations: CPET, cardiopulmonary exercise testing; CI, confidence interval; CV, coefficient of variation; ICC, intraclass correlation coefficient; 
VCO2, carbon dioxide exhalation; VE, minute ventilation; VO2, oxygen inhalation; VO2peak, peak oxygen inhalation. 
*paired t-tests (original and repeat) p<0.05. 
**All p-values <0.01.
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Figure 1. CPET performed in the Study of Muscle, Mobility and Aging (SOMMA) 

 
 
 
Abbreviations: CPET, cardiopulmonary exercise testing; ppt, participant; PWS, Preferred Walking Speed; SOMMA, Study of Muscle, 
Mobility and Aging.  
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Figure 2: Distributions of CPET measures from Phase 2 (Peak) by Sex: The Study of Muscle, Mobility and 
Aging (SOMMA) 
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Abbreviations: APMHR, Age-Predicted Maximal Heart Rate; CPET, cardiopulmonary exercise testing; RER, 
respiratory exchange ratio; RPE, rating of perceived exertion; VO2peak, peak oxygen consumption. 
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Figure 3. Adjudication Process for CPET data in the Study of Muscle, Mobility and Aging (SOMMA) 
 
 
 Phase 2 Peak test performed 

N=852 

Flagged for 
adjudication 

N=47 

No data error: 
N=9 data valid but  
        didn’t reach peak 
        (stopped early) 

Peak test adjudicated 
as invalid 

N=27 

Reasons: 
N=24 VO2peak<12 mL/kg/min 
N=16 maximum heart rate<100 bpm 
N=2   maximum RER<1.05  
          and maximum RPE<15  
N=4  VO2 peak<12 mL/kg/min  
         and  maximum heart rate<100 bpm 
N=1  maximum RER<1.05,  
         maximum RPE<15 and  
         maximum heart rate<100 bpm 
 

Peak test 
adjudicated as valid 

N=20 

Data error also 
applies to Phase 1 
and Phase 3 tests 

N=18 

*Gas exchange was measured with a Medgraphics (N=12) or a Hans Rudolph (N=6) mask 
Abbreviations: CPET, cardiopulmonary exercise testing; RER, respiratory exchange ratio; RPE, rating of 
perceived exertion; SOMMA, Study of Muscle, Mobility and Aging; VO2peak, peak oxygen utilization. 

Data error, to be set to 
missing: 

N=18 
N=16 gas exchange data* 
N=1 all data 
N=1 RPE, gas exchange data 
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Figure 4. Bland-Altman plots showing the agreement between the original and repeat CPETs: The Study of 
Muscle, Mobility and Aging (SOMMA) 

A. VO2peak (mL/kg/min)                                                   B. Maximum RER 

 
C. Maximum heart rate (bpm)                                           D. Maximum RPE

 
Abbreviations: CPET, cardiopulmonary exercise testing; RER: respiratory exchange ratio; RPE: rating of 
perceived exertion; VO2peak, peak oxygen consumption. 
Dotted lines represent upper and lower 95% limits of agreement. The unbroken red line represents mean 
differences.  
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