OCoO~NOOOITPA~WNPEF

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.31.22275824; this version posted May 31, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Utilization of wear able activity monitorsto support physical activity interventionsin
neur odegener ative diseases: afeasbility study

Hai-Jung Steffi Shih, PhD, PT*; Lori Quinn, EdD, PT"% Philippa Morgan-Jones, PhD**, Katrina
Long, EdD, OTR/L"®, Abigail R. Schreier, BA"; Ciaran P. Friel, ED°

1. Department of Biobehavioral Sciences, Teachers College, Columbia University, New
York, NY

Department of Rehabilitation and Regenerative Medicine (Physical Therapy), Columbia
University Irving Medical Center, New York, NY

School of Engineering, Cardiff University, UK

Centre for Trials Research, Cardiff University, UK

Department of Occupational Therapy, San Jose State University, San Jose, CA

Institute of Health System Science, Feinstein Institutes for Medical Research, Northwel |
Health, New York, NY

N

o0 kAw

Address all correspondence to Ciaran Friel at:

Phone: 646.766.7160

Fax: N/A

E-mail: cfriel @northwell.edu

Address: Institute of Health System Science, Feinstein Institutes for Medical Research, 130 East
59th Street, Suite 14C, New York, NY 10022 (USA).

Word count: 3836

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.31.22275824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43

45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.31.22275824; this version posted May 31, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Abstract

Purpose: To evaluate the feasibility of using wearable activity monitors as part of a physical
activity (PA) intervention and describe patterns of device weartime and PA behavior in people
with Parkinson (PD) and Huntington disease (HD).

Materialsand Methods: Secondary analyses were conducted on two pilot studies where people
with early-stage PD (n=13) and HD (n=14) enrolled in a4-month PA coaching program.
Participants wore a Fitbit Charge 2 and physical and occupational therapists guided them through
understanding of PA data and goal-setting to build autonomy and facilitate PA uptake. Wear
time, wear habits (delineated based on nighttime wear), and activity metricsincluding steps,
resting heart rate, and metabolic equivalent of task (MET) * minutes were analyzed.

Results: Retention rate of the intervention was 85%. Participants had a mean (SD) of 92.3(9.2)%
valid wear days over the intervention period. Average daily wear time was 18.4(4.5) hours, with
aninitial 2-week period of high wear time fluctuation. Regardless of diagnosis, day & night
Fitbit wearers had more improvements in steps (d=1.02) and MET* min/week (d=0.69) compared
to day-only wearers.

Conclusions: Implementing wearable activity monitorsin a PA coaching intervention was
feasible and provided insight into longitudinal PA behavior in people with neurodegenerative
diseases.

Keywords: Exercise, Wearable Sensors, Digital Health, Parkinson Disease, Huntington Disease,
Coaching, Physical Therapy, Occupational Therapy.
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60 Introduction
61
62 Physical activity (PA) is essential for the maintenance of physical and mental wellbeing, and

63 federa guidelines provide clear direction on frequency, intensity, and duration of exercise for
64 most individuals.™ In modern-day life, it is arguably difficult for the general population to reach
65 recommended levels of PA, let alone those with neurodegenerative diseases who have motor and
66  cognitiveimpairmentsthat may impact mobility.*® Insufficient PA is especially detrimental for
67  peopleliving with neurodegenerative diseases, such as Parkinson disease (PD) and Huntington
68 disease (HD), asthereis evidencethat PA can slow functional decline and is potentially
69  neuroprotective.”° PD and HD are neurodegenerative diseases that primarily affect the basal
70  ganglia, resulting in movement disorders that over time become progressively more
71 disabling.™"*? Due to the length of time over which neural degeneration occursin both diseases,
72  developing interventions that facilitate initiation of, and adherence to, regular PA early in the
73  diseaseiscritical and can set the stage for long-term disease self-management.*3*
74
75 Physical and occupational therapists are uniquely trained to provide consultation for PA
76  uptake asthey are trusted by patients and well-versed in exercise prescription, neurological
77  disease presentation, and motivational interviewing. However, therapists are challenged by
78  limited sessions of therapy and inadequate means of monitoring exercise outside of therapy.™
79  Remote monitoring devices such as wearable activity monitors can provide objective feedback
80 on PA levels and have the potential to augment physical and occupational therapy
81 interventions.'”*° Combining therapists’ expert consultation and wearable activity monitors may
82  result inincreased and sustained PA uptake.
83
84 Wearable activity monitors such as Fitbit, Garmin, and Apple Watch are now ubiquitousin
85 daily life. Thereis growing research that incorporates these wearable devices, especialy in fields
86  focused on cancer, cardiovascular, and metabolic diseases.®>?® People with neurodegenerative
87  diseases have unique barriers related to their disease presentation, specifically in terms of motor,
88  cognitive, and mood function.**?" Several studies have shown that wearable activity monitors
89  may provide useful information that can be used to support PA uptake in people with
90  neurodegenerative diseases. > Beyond the potential of wearable activity monitor dataas an
91  outcome measurement, they are also valuable as a behavior change intervention tool.** Wearable
92  activity monitors can provide insight into individual PA levels and enable more individualized
93 goal setting and monitoring.
9
95 This paper reports secondary analysis of two related pilot studies in which acommercially
96 available PA monitor, Fitbit Charge 2, was used as part of a4-month PA coaching intervention
97  inpeoplewith PD and HD. The purpose of this paper isto: 1) evaluate the feasibility of Fitbit
98 devicesaspart of aPA intervention in neurodegenerative diseases, 2) describe Fitbit wear
99 patternsand PA behavior during the intervention, and 3) exploreif Fitbit wear habits impacted

100 improvement of PA levels during the intervention.

101

102 M ethods

103

104  Coaching Intervention

16
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105 PreActive-PD and PreActive-HD were two pilot studies of therapist-delivered coaching

106 interventions designed for people with PD (NCT03696589) and HD (NCT03306388),

107  respectively;* both pilot studies were used to inform larger clinical trials (NCT03344601 &

108 NCT05308238). The interventions were grounded in self-determination theory and coaching
109 eementsfocused on promoting autonomy, competence, and relatedness to improve PA

110  behavior.**** Logic models that describe components of these interventions are previously

111  published.*> Participants received between 4 and 6 one-on-one therapist coaching sessions
112  ether in person or viatelehealth over the course of 4 months. A physical or occupational

113 therapist worked collaboratively with the participant using motivational interviewing® skills
114  while offering support and education. Disease-specific workbooks were provided to participants
115 toreinforce the coaching sessions and self-monitoring.* Therapists provided structured support
116  for goal-setting and evidence-based exercise options . The focus of the intervention was to

117  increase levels of moderate to vigorous PA. To support autonomy, participants were encouraged
118 to select activities that they deemed feasible and meaningful. Therapists provided feedback and
119 strategiesto overcome exercise barriers and supported planning for goal attainment.

120

121  Fitbit Use

122  Totrack PA during the intervention, participants were offered the option of using aFitbit or a
123  written log, and all participants chose to use the Fithit. Fitbit use served two main functions: 1) a
124 tool for participantsto self-monitor their activity, and 2) data for therapiststo review so asto
125 inform coaching. The Fitbits were given to participantsin thefirst coaching session, and

126  therapists assisted with setting up the user accounts. Heart rate maximum was based on age-

127  predicted values as determined by Fitbit (220-age formula®). Participants were provided a ‘ Fithit
128 101 guide for basic functions such as how to sync and charge the device and access activity data
129  on their smartphone or computer. Participants were instructed to wear the device as much as
130 possible during the waking hours, but no specific instructions for night time use were given. The
131  Fithit accounts were synchronized to the Fitabase (Small Steps Labs LLC, San Diego, CA)

132  platform, a secure cloud-based research platform that enables remote monitoring by the

133  therapists. Prior to coaching sessions, therapists reviewed participants data since their prior

134  sessionincluding daily steps, heart rate, and activity intensity. Fitabase provided graphic

135 visualization of the aforementioned measures that helped facilitate discussion during the

136  coaching sessions (figure 1). Heart rate data provided information on exercise intensity and

137  duration that was helpful for participant’ s understanding of effective exercise sessions. Exercise
138  goals were reviewed and revised based on wearable data and individual factors.®

139

140 <Insert figure 1 around here>

141

142  Participants

143  Thirteen participants with PD and fourteen participants with HD were enrolled in the PreActive
144  intervention. Individuals with PD were recruited through local clinics and support groups and
145 wereincluded if they were 18-85 years old, had aclinical diagnosis of PD Hoehn & Y ahr stages
146 1 or Il, and were able to ambulate independently without an assistive device. Most participants
147  with HD were enrolled through alarge clinical trial platform and observational study, Enroll-
148  HD.” Individuals with HD were included if they were 18-65 years old, either premanifest

149  (Unified Huntington Disease Rating Scale*** Diagnostic Confidence score of 0-3) or in early
150  disease stages (Unified Huntington Disease Rating Scale*>*? Total Functional Capacity score of
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151  10-13), and had a minimum score of 24 on the Mini-mental State Examination (MM SE)*. Al
152  participants were screened using the Physical Activity Readiness Questionnaire (PAR-Q)* for
153 contraindications for exercise, and those who did not pass the PAR-Q were referred to their

154  physician for further screening. Participants with PD or HD were excluded if they had a

155  musculoskeetal injury that would prevent them from participating in exercise, had other

156 neurological disease or uncontrolled psychiatric disorder or behavioral problem, or were already
157 engaging in structured exercise for at least 30 minutes more than three times per week.

158  Participants provided written informed consent approved by the Institutional Review Board of
159 Teachers College, Columbia University and the New Y ork State Psychiatric Institute (HD only).
160

161 Basdineevaluation

162 Basic demographicsincluding age, sex, height, weight, and race/ethnicity were collected. All
163  participants underwent a 6-minute walk test and a Stroop interference test. The 6-minute walk
164 testisastandardized clinical measure that assesses walking capacity and general cardiovascular
165  fitness.”® The Stroop interference test presents incongruent color-word matches to assess

166  cognitive abilities including attention and executive function.*® Additionally, participants with
167  PD completed the Montreal Cognitive Assessment*” and the Brunel Lifestyle Physical Activity
168  Questionnaire®™. The Montreal Cognitive Assessment is reliable and sensitive to detect cognitive
169  impairmentsin PD.*”” The Brund Lifestyle Physical Activity Questionnaireisavalid and reliable
170  measurethat provides insight into participants’ planned and unplanned physical activity

171  behaviors.*® Participants with HD underwent the Symbol Digit Modality Test and completed the
172  International Physical Activity Questionnaire (IPAQ). The Symbol Digit Modality Test is a brief
173 cognitive assessment that is sensitive to early cognitive changesin HD.*® The IPAQ is awidely-
174  validated measure of self-reported physical activity levels.®>!

175

176  DataAnalyses

177  Data extraction

178 Daily step count, daily resting heart rate, minute-level heart rate, and minute-level metabolic
179  equivalent of task (MET) data were exported from Fitabase. Data cleaning and reduction were
180 donein Python. Wear time data were calculated throughout the intervention, whereas step count,
181 resting heart rate, and MET data were analyzed for avalid week during thefirst 14 days and the
182 last 14 days of the intervention. A valid week was defined as a 7-day period with at least 4 valid
183  wear daysthat included at least 1 weekend day. Baseline data were derived from the earliest
184  valid week within the first 14 days, and follow-up data were derived from the latest valid week
185  within thelast 14 days of theintervention.

186

187  Wear time

188  Wear time was determined using the total minutes of valid heart rate data available per day. A
189  wear time of >600 minutes (10 hours) was deemed a valid wear day, which is the standard

190  accepted threshold.> From this, average wear time per day and the percentage of valid wear days
191 throughout the intervention duration were calculated. Wear time data was plotted and smoothed
192  using a 30-day moving window.

193

194  Wear habits

195 Dueto an emergence of two patterns of wear, day wearers (average wear time < 16 hours) and
196 day & night wearers (average wear time > 16 hours) were delineated based on an 8-hour sleep
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197 schedule, and these groups were used later to explore the influence of Fitbit wear habits on

198 changesin PA from basdline to follow-up of theintervention.

199

200 Sep count, resting heart rate, and MET*min

201  Average steps and resting heart rate per day was calculated for baseline and foll ow-up weeks.
202 MET*min was calculated asthe MET values multiplied by the number of minutes that MET
203  value appeared, but only when MET > 3.0.

204

205 Statistical analysis

206  Descriptive statistics on demographics and baseline assessments were calculated separately on
207  participants with PD and HD. Retention rate was calculated based on the number of participants
208  who completed the intervention. Descriptive statistics were used to summarize wear time,

209  expressed in average wear time as well as the percentage of valid wear day during the

210 intervention. Fitbit metricsincluding step count, resting heart rate, and MET*min per week were
211  compared between baseline and follow-up using effect sizes (Cohen’s d) and calculated

212  separately for participants with PD and HD. The changes in steps and MET* min/week between
213  day wearers and day & night wearers were compared using Cohen’s d. The thresholds for

214  interpreting effect size were small: |d| > 0.2, medium: |d| > 0.5, and large: [d| > 0.8. We did not
215 perform any inference statistics due to the feasibility and exploratory nature of this study, and
216  choseto use an estimation approach to provide insights on effect sizes and trends.>®

217

218

219 Results

220 Participants

221 Participants with HD (n=14) were younger and in earlier disease stages than the

222  participants with PD (n=13) (table 1). Due to scheduling availability for pre and post testing, the
223  mean (SD) intervention period for the participants was 101(18) days.

224

225 <Insert table 1 around here>

226

227  Feadhility

228 We assessed feasibility using retention rate and wear time. Retention rate was 85%, with

229 3 participants dropping out in the HD group and 1 in the PD group. Reasons for dropout were
230 time constraints (n=2), mood disorders (depression and apathy, n=1), and cognitive impairments
231  (n=1). Participants had amean (SD) of 92.3 (9.2) % valid wear days (wear time > 10 hours)

232 during the intervention period. Average daily wear time was 18.4 (4.5) hours. Wear time per day
233  varied over the intervention period, with an initial 14-day period of higher fluctuation followed
234 by arelatively steady pattern throughout the rest of the intervention (figure 2). Regardless of
235 diagnosis, participants naturally emerged as either day wearers (n=9, average wear time 13.0
236  (1.2) hours) or day & night wearers (n=14, average wear time 21.9 (1.0) hours) (figure 2).

237

238 <Insert figure 2 around here>

239

240

241  Physical activity metrics at baseline and follow-up
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242 There was a small effect of increased steps per day in participants with PD and decreased
243  steps per day in participants with HD from baseline to follow-up (table 2). There was also small
244 effect of increased MET*min per week in participants with PD, but no apparent effect in

245  participants with HD (table 2). There were no apparent effects found in resting heart rate from
246  basdlineto follow-up for either participants with PD or HD (table 2).

247

248 <lInsert table 2 around here>

249

250 Fithit wear habits vs. pre-post activity change

251 We explored whether day wearers and day & night wearers had different changesin steps

252  and MET*min/week from baseline to follow-up (figure 3). Those who were day & night wearers
253  appeared to have greater improvements in steps compared to the day wearers with alarge effect
254  size(d=1.02). Theday & night wearers also appeared to have greater improvementsin

255 MET*min/week compared to the day wearers with a medium effect size (d=0.69).

256

257 <Insert figure 3 around here>

258

259 Discussion

260

261 This study demonstrated that the use of Fitbits to support therapist-led PA coachingis

262 feasiblein people with PD and HD, with high acceptability, retention rate and device wear time.
263  There was asmall effect size increasein daily steps and activity (measured as MET*min) in

264  peoplewith PD after the intervention, but not in people with HD. Additionally, those who wore
265 thedevice day & night showed greater improvements in steps and activity after the intervention
266  compared to those who only wore the device during the day. These findings provide insight into
267  how wearable activity monitors can be implemented in interventions for people with

268  neurodegenerative diseases.

269

270 The use of wearable technology holds promise for the monitoring of health behaviors and as
271  atool to support behavior change.****° Thisis true across all populations, but especially so for
272  peoplewith PD and HD, who have lower levels of PA and more disease-specific barriers to

273  engagein PA than the general population.>?** A device that allows for long-term monitoring of
274  health behaviors could @) identify changes related to disease progression, and b) deliver tailored
275 PA advice. Thereis adearth of research on wearables in this population and the current study
276  offersinsights on how people with neurodegenerative disease use this technology. Pradhan and
277  Kély reported high Fitbit adherence in people with mild PD with less than 10% non-wear per
278  day for an average of 13.8 days out of atotal trial time of 14 days.>” However, long wear timein
279 ashort trial like such is not generalizable to longer interventions that span months like PreActive.
280  Thus, further research is needed to understand long-term wearable activity monitor use in the
281 neurological population.

282

283 The high wear time and percentage of valid wear days (>10 hrs), showed participant had
284  excellent adherence and tolerated wearing the device well.>® When talking with participants, they
285 mentioned that the Fitbit device motivated them, kept them honest about their workouts,

286  provided daily reminders, and encouraged more walking with its step counting function. Most
287  participants also said they checked their data at least daily, indicating high device engagement.
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288  Thedivide between day wearers and day & night wearers showed that there may be a natural

289  preference of wear habits, perhaps due to comfort during sleep. Moreover, the initial large

290 oscillations of wear time for about 2 weeks may indicate that there is a period of acclimation for
291  the participantsto become used to the device and develop their own wearing habits.

292

293 Different wear habits that naturally emerged corresponded to different amount of PA uptake
294  throughout the intervention. In fact, more than half of the day & night wearersincreased in steps
295 and MET*min, whereas more than half of the day wearers decreased in these metrics (figure 3).
296 Because adeclinein PA over timeisin line with the natural progression of neurodegenerative
297  diseases,* maintaining or increasing PA during an intervention might be considered a success.
298  Further to this, the focus of our intervention was to increase time spent in moderate to vigorous
299 intensity PA and not necessarily total daily activity, which may explain the lack of alarge

300 increasein step count. We speculate that the differencesin PA change between people with

301 different wear habits may be due to the level of commitment and engagement to the device and
302 the PreActive program. Even though participants were not instructed to wear the devices to sleep,
303 those who are more enthusiastic and dedicated to improving their health and wellnessin general
304 may be more motivated to track their sleep data. It is also possible that activity levels are linked
305 tosleep quality. For example, people with poor sleep (therefore less tolerant wearing a device at
306 night) might find it difficult to increase their activity levels during the day.

307

308 Thereis limited research on the validity of wearable devicesin the collection of movement
309 and physiological dataon people with PD and HD. de Carvalho Lanaet al (2021) found a high
310 correlation (R=.82) in step counts between the Fithbit Charge and the criterion measure

311  (researcher count),™ and Keren et al (2021) found similar positive findings among afree-living
312  HD population.*® However, given changes in motor symptoms associated with PD and HD, and
313 that physiological responses to exercise may be different in people with PD and HD versus

314 hedthy individuals, additional research on validity and reliability of wearablesin this population
315 iswarranted.

316

317 The differences in steps and MET*min between participants with PD and HD at the start of
318 our intervention are potentially revealing distinctions in actual participant behavior and/or biasin
319 measurements. The higher steps and activity measured in those with HD may be due to their

320 younger age and greater agitation and restlessness as reported in some literature,®* compared to
321 PD. Given that our participants with HD are all early disease-stage, it isless likely that they have
322  chorea (involuntary movements of the arms), which has been shown to lead to a greater amount
323  of step countsin accelerometry.® One study demonstrated that individuals with early-stage HD
324  have been shown to have higher energy expenditure, which appearsto be due to increased

325 physical activity, both voluntary and involuntary.®® In our study, we noticed a higher-than-typical
326 MET*min per week calculated from Fitbit data in both participants with PD and HD. For

327 example, MET*min per week data at the start of the intervention was ailmost double that

328 collected viaself-reported IPAQ at baseline for people with HD (Tables 1 & 2). Fithit does not
329 release information on how their MET estimates are calculated, but indicates that it is estimated
330 based on heart rate for non-step activities, and presumably based on steps for stepping

331 activities.® Furthermore, Fitbit's “activity minutes’ metric, based on >3 METs for more than 10
332  minutes bouts, has been validated against research-grade accelerometers’ estimate of moderate to
333 vigorous PA.** Assuming Fithit MET scores are valid METS, the increased MET*min numbers
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334 compared to self-report estimates may be due to the passive nature of Fitbit data collection,

335 enabling more activity to be captured that would not have been documented through recall.

336

337 There are several limitationsto this study. Participants were not blinded to their device data
338  during these weeks used for comparison, so there may have been reactivity, especially in the

339 initia week. Similarly, it is possible that data at the start of the intervention are inflated due the
340 initiation of therapist-led coaching. Dueto the variable individual cardiovascular conditionsin
341  neurodegenerative diseases, use of age-predicted algorithmsis likely not to have been as accurate
342 asmaximal exercise testing would have been to inform heart rate response and better define

343 individual’s exercising heart rate zones. However, exercise testing also presents inherent

344  limitations, as tests can be limited by local muscular fatigue or coordination issues with people
345  with PD and HD, thus underestimating maximum heart rate. Another limitation is related to wear
346 time calculation. We determined wear time by the availability of minute-level heart rate data, but
347 itispossiblethat wear time was underestimated if the device was worn too |oose on the wrist,
348  missed measurements, or if the device discarded minute level data after prolonged period of

349 failureto sync. However, if thiswasthe case, actual wear time in this cohort would have been
350 even higher, further supporting the high adherence and feasibility of Fitbit implementation.

351 Finaly, wedid not systematically collect qualitative data on participant’ s experience with Fitbit,
352  and further research understanding their perspective would be invaluable.

353

354 Despite wearable activity monitors popularity among the general public and in PA research,
355 thereareinherent logistical challenges to incorporating them into a study. A recent paper by

356 Balbim and colleagues provided a summary of these challenges and proposed solutions for

357  implementing wearable activity monitors in behavior change intervention studies.®> Our

358 experience elicited additional considerations into specific barriers to implement Fitbit in the

359 neurodegenerative population, presented below (table 3).

360

361 <Insert table 3 around here>

362

363 Some additional considerations may be valuable for future implementation of wearable

364  activity monitorsin PA intervention programs. Blinding device data to reduce reactivity will
365 likely offer amore accurate portrayal of usual PA behaviors. Commercial wearable devices are
366 alsointervention tools due to the push notifications and may be hard to blind. Thereforein

367 certain Stuations that require blinding of data, employing research grade accelerometers should
368 beconsdered. Use of adata aggregation platform such as Fitabase was found to be very useful
369 for data visualization and management, however, aternative options exist. For example,

370  researchers with sufficient technical knowhow can connect directly to the Fitbit Application
371  Programming Interface (API) to access data. Alternatively, it isviable on asmall scaleto use
372  individual Fitbit account dashboards for research or clinical programs that have limited funding.
373  To make intervention programs more pragmatic, one may consider allowing participants to bring
374  their own wearable device. If participants are new to wearable activity monitors, it would be
375 vauabletoinclude a 2-week acclimation period whether providing as an intervention and/or
376  using as ameasurement tool. Additionally, if sleep data are of interest, considering participants
377  willingness to wear the device at night may be an important inclusion criterion. Finally, our

378  coaching program was led by therapists that could guide participants on optimal use of Fitbit
379  monitors, including personalizing goa setting and notifications. We felt this coaching process
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380 wasimportant to allow participants to take full advantage of the wearable device and build

381  autonomy for long-term use.

382

383 Beyond just tracking activity, wearable monitors have the potential to motivate users through
384 avariety of embedded behavior change techniques such as goal-setting and self-monitoring. In
385  checking and visualizing their own data, controlling when they receive feedback, and deciding
386  how they would like to use thisinformation, users can build autonomy around their health

387  management. By setting and achieving goals based on available metrics from the activity

388  monitors, users can also develop a sense of competence. People with neurodegenerative diseases
389  and other chronic conditions may be more motivated to maintain Fitbit use due to the potential
390  benefit of disease-management.®® Importantly, considerations to disease-specific symptoms such
391 asmotor, cognitive, and mood impairments must be made when implementing wearable activity
392  monitorsin this population. Building sustained PA motivation is along, but necessary path for
393  people with neurodegenerative diseases to harness this powerful tool for long-term disease self-
394  management. When paired with therapists' guidance, wearable activity monitors can support
395 each user’s personal journey towards sustained healthy PA practice.

396
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604 Tables
605 Table 1. Participant characteristics at enrollment.

PD (N=13) HD (N=14)

Age (years) 61.7+9.1 446+114

Sex oM, 4F ™, 7F

Height (cm) 1728+ 11.7 1705+ 99

Weight (kg) 75.9+ 15.0 80.2+17.6

Race/Ethnicity White= 11 White= 12
Hispanic=1 Black =2
Asan=1

Disease stage H&Y I =4 Pre-manifest =9
H&Y I1=9 Early stage=5

6MWT 442.96 + 87.61 450.17 + 103.63*

Stroop Test 40.5+ 10.72 4420 £ 12.57

Cognitive assessments | 26.5+ 2.9

- MoCA

Cognitive assessments 429+17.6'

— Symbol digit

modality (#correct)

Self-reported PA — Planned PA: 3.85 £ 0.96

Brunel (scores 1-5) Unplanned PA: 2.40 £
0.72

Self-reported PA — 3506.50 + 3264.84

IPAQ

(MET* min/week)

606 *N=11 due to missing data while study moved remote; "N=10 due to missing data.

607 IPAQ, International Physical Activity Questionnaire; MoCA (range 0-30, <26 mild cognitive
608 impairments); Symbol digit modality normative value: 50.

609
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610
611

Table 2. Mean * standard deviation of Fitbit metrics during qualified week at baseline and follow-up for participants with Parkinson’s
(PD) and Huntington’s disease (HD).

Steps/day Resting HR MET*Min/week
N | Start End End - Cohen's | Start | End | End - Cohen's | Start End End - Start | Cohen's
Start d Start d [95%CI] d
[959%Cl] [95%Cl]
PD | 12 | 7564 + | 8313 = | 750 [-204, | 0.27 67+ |68+ |05[-3.2, |0.06 5240+ | 5840 | 600([-368, | 0.22
2804 | 2783 1703] 10 7 4.2] 2502 + 1568]
2850
HD | 11 | 11193 | 10165 | -1028[- -0.30 66+ |65+ |-1.0[-3.8, |-0.15 6689 + | 7011 | 322[-980, | 0.13
+ 3342 | £ 3484 | 2482, 7 6 1.8] 2502 + 1623]
426] 2371

* 3SUB2I| [euoeWIBIU| 0 AN-DN-AG-DD € Japun 3|qejiene apeuw si |

‘Aimadiad ui uudaid ayy Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e Axgpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘lapunyioyine ayl si (mainal 1aad Ag paljiliad 10U sem yaiym)
juudaud siyy Joy Japjoy BAdod 3yl 'zzoz ‘T€ AeN paisod UoIsIaA sIY) 1285/ 222 T€ G0 2202/TOTT 0T/BI0"10p//:sdny :1op jundaid Aixypaw
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612 Table 3. Implementation barriers and proposed strategies to using wearable devicesin a
613 neurodegenerative population.

Barriers Potential Strategies
Cognitive impairments - ldentify care partners available for assistance.
leading to difficulty - Send scheduled text reminders for synching and charging.
learning, wearing, synching, | Monitor participant data and reach out to remind partici pants
and charging the device. if non-wear or no synching/charging occurred.

- Encourage participants to contact research personnel for
assistance if they have issues without waiting until next
coaching session.

Medication or disease - Document participants who are taking medications that
affects heart rate response affects cardiac response to exercise.
(e.g. beta-blockers). - Set individual maximum heart rate on the device using

results of exercise testing or validated formula for prediction
of maximum heart rate in patients on beta-blockers.

Neurological symptoms - Wear device on the less affected side.

(gait abnormality, tremor, - Perform stride length calibration during Fitbit set up.
chorea) that affects - Collect tremor or chorea symptom severity to account for
accelerometry. potential artificial increase in step counts.

- Collect perceived physical activity levels using validated
guestionnaires to cross validate accelerometry.

614
615
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linFigure Captions

Figure 1. Sample data visualization used in the coaching sessionsto review goal attainment,
discuss barriers, and set future goal's (From the Fitabase platform).

Figure 2. 30-day moving average of individual wear time over the course of the intervention.
Note aninitial period of high fluctuation of wear time before participants settled into two groups
representing different Fitbit wear habits: those who were day wearers, and those who were day &
night wearers. Key: PD, Parkinson Disease; HD, Huntington Disease.

Figure 3. Differencein pre-post changes of (A) steps and (B) MET* min/week between Fitbit
day and day & night wearers. Horizontal markers of the violin plots indicate median and
interquartile range of the data distribution. The shaded shape of the violin plots indicates the
probability density of the data


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.31.22275824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

18000

12000

10000

W


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.31.22275824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Weartime (30-day moving average)



https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.31.22275824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

(A) Wear Habits and Steps (B) Wear Habits and MET*Min/Week
4000 -
4000 A
d = 0.689

3000
o

_ 9 2000 -
> 3
nl. o
I <
g 01 8
@ =]

o £ 1000 A
e =
= E
o =
[e)] c
5 ‘

5 5 o
—2000 - =
£
)

—1000 -

—4000 A
—2000 A
Day Day and Night Day Day and Night

Fitbit Wear Habit Fitbit Wear Habit


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.31.22275824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

