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Abstract
Background  Adherence to the Canadian 24-Hour Movement Guidelines (24 H-MG) has been associated with a 
reduced risk of developing various chronic conditions. However, its association with frailty and all-cause mortality has 
not been investigated. Therefore, our primary and secondary objective was to investigate the association between 
adherence to the 24 H-MG and frailty and mortality, respectively.

Methods  This study included 2739 individuals (age = 50.6 ± 18.1 years; male = 1370 (50.0%)) from the 2005–2006 
cycle of the National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES). Frailty was quantified with a 46-item frailty 
index and analyzed cross-sectionally using linear regression. All-cause mortality data were obtained from the National 
Death Index and was analyzed prospectively over 10 years using Cox regression. The primary exposure variable was 
six individual and combined 24 H-MG components including the moderated-to-vigorous physical activity, light 
physical activity, sedentary time, recreational screen time, sleep, and strength training guidelines. All analyses were 
stratified into two age groups (younger: 20–64 and older adults 65 + years).

Results  Our cross-sectional analyses demonstrated an inverse dose-response relationship between the number 
of individual 24 H-MG components met and frailty level in adults aged 20–64 (β = -0.439 (95% C.I. = -0.551:-0.328)) 
and 65+ (β = -0.322 (95% C.I. = -0.490:-0.154)). Of the individual guideline components, following the moderate-to-
vigorous physical activity (MVPA) guideline in individuals aged 20–64 and the recreational screen time guideline in 
adults aged 65 + was associated with lower frailty (p < 0.001). There was no clear prospective relationship between 
adherence to the combined 24 H-MG and mortality. Of the individual guideline components, only meeting the MVPA 
guideline component in the 65 + group was prospectively associated with reduced mortality risk (HR = 0.48 (95% C.I. = 
0.25–0.93)).

Conclusion  Adherence to the Canadian 24 H-MG may be protective against frailty. Increasing MVPA and decreasing 
recreational screen time may be important behaviors to consider for frailty prevention and should be investigated 
further.
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Introduction
In 2020, the 24-Hour Movement Guidelines (24 H-MG) 
for adults aged 20–65 and adults aged 65 years or older 
[1] were introduced to the public to complement previ-
ously released guidelines for children and youth (aged 
5–17) [2], and the early years (aged 0–4) [3]. These guide-
lines recommend ≥ 150  min of moderate-to-vigorous 
physical activity (MVPA) per week; muscle-strength-
ening activities at least twice per week; several hours of 
light physical activity (LPA) per day (including standing); 
7–9 h of sleep per night for adults aged 20–64 and 7–8 h 
of sleep per night for adults aged 65+; ≤ 3  h of recre-
ational screen time per day; and ≤ 8 h of sedentary time 
per day.

These new guidelines were implemented based on the 
evidence that other types of behaviors beyond MVPA, 
including sleep [4], and sedentary behavior [5], are asso-
ciated with morbidity and mortality in adults. There-
fore, considering movement behavior over a full 24-hour 
period [6] appears to be relevant when promoting health, 
as opposed to focusing exclusively on MVPA, which gen-
erally represents < 5% of the total day [7]. Studies have 
investigated the association between 24-hour movement 
behavior and several outcomes, such as obesity [8], global 
cognition in children [9], and mortality risk [6, 10]. How-
ever, to the best of our knowledge, no research has been 
conducted to investigate the relationship between adher-
ence to the 24 H-MG and frailty, or whether adherence to 
the 24  H-MG influences mortality when accounting for 
frailty.

Frailty is an age-related health state of reduced physi-
ologic reserve across multiple body systems which leads 
to reduced capacity to deal with stressors [11–13]. Thus, 
individuals living with frailty are at an increased risk of 
adverse health outcomes [14–17]. Although the complete 
24  H-MG have not been studied in relation to frailty, 
studies suggest that its individual components are associ-
ated with frailty. For example, even individuals who meet 
less than 50% of the weekly MVPA recommendation have 
been shown to have lower frailty compared to individu-
als who do not do any MVPA [18]. Sleeping less than 6 h 
a night or sleeping more than 8  h a night is associated 
with a 13% and 21% increase in risk of frailty, respec-
tively [19]. In addition, increased sedentary behavior has 
been shown to increase one’s risk of being frail [18, 20], 
and evidence suggests that replacing an equivalent sed-
entary time with 113 min of LPA or 41 min of MVPA per 
day can reduce frailty by a clinically significant amount 
of at least one deficit point [21]. Sedentary time [22], 
physical activity levels [23], and sleeping time [24] have 
also all been shown to influence mortality independent 

of frailty levels. However, there is no study yet that has 
investigated the association between the comprehensive 
24 H-MG and frailty or the 24 H-MG and mortality when 
controlling for frailty.

Consequently, the first objective of this study was 
to investigate the cross-sectional association between 
adherence to the new Canadian 24 H-MG, its individual 
components and frailty in adults and older adults. It was 
hypothesized that adherence to the combined 24 H-MG, 
and the individual components of the 24  H-MG, will 
be associated with lower frailty levels. The secondary 
objective was to investigate the prospective association 
between adherence to the complete Canadian 24 H-MG, 
its individual components, and mortality when account-
ing for frailty. It was hypothesized that adherence to the 
complete Canadian 24 H-MG and adherence to its indi-
vidual components will be associated with reduced mor-
tality regardless of frailty.

Methods
Study design
Data from the 2005–2006 National Health and Nutri-
tion Examination Survey (NHANES) cycle was used 
[25]. This cycle was chosen because it was the only pub-
licly available cycle that contained physical activity (PA) 
measured using accelerometry and self-reported screen 
time, strength training, and sleep data at the time of this 
analysis. NHANES is a cross-sectional survey with par-
ticipants selected via stratified random sampling across 
the United States. However, by using the National Death 
Index (NDI), we were able to prospectively examine 
whether meeting the 24 H-MG at baseline was associated 
with all-cause mortality risk. Although frailty prevalence 
increases with age, frailty has been observed in younger 
adults [26]. Thus, our analysis included adults above 
20 years of age to investigate the relationship between 
adherence to the 24  H-MG and frailty across the adult 
lifespan. Participants were excluded from the analysis 
if they were missing valid accelerometry data, enough 
data to construct a frailty index (FI) or covariate data. As 
defined in previous studies [27], accelerometry data were 
considered valid if the participant had 4 days of at least 
10 h of wear time.

Originally, the 2005–2006 NHANES database con-
tained 10,384 records. Of those, 4040 were missing accel-
erometer data, and 1450 did not have valid accelerometer 
data. Of the 4894 remaining individuals an additional 
1882 did not meet the age requirements (≥ 20) leaving 
3012 remaining individuals. An additional 7 individu-
als were missing 24  H-MG data (sleep and recreational 
screen time use), 177 were missing data related to 
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confounding variables (alcohol use and education level), 
1 was missing mortality data, and 88 were missing the 
necessary data to construct a FI. The final sample size of 
the current study was 2739 individuals (Fig. 1). NHANES 
was approved by the National Center of Health Statistics 
Institutional Review Board and each participant provided 
written consent.

Primary exposure variables
Physical activity and sedentary time  PA and sed-
entary time were quantified using accelerometer data. 
Participants wore an accelerometer on their right hip. 
Uniaxial ActiGraph AM-7164 accelerometers were used, 
and intensity readings were summed over each 1-minute 
epoch in counts per minute. Participants were instructed 
to wear the accelerometer during waking hours for seven 

consecutive days and to remove it at night and during 
water-based activities (e.g., bathing, and swimming). The 
data were considered valid if the accelerometer had been 
worn for a minimum of four days independent of week or 
weekend days, with a minimum average wear time of 10 h 
per day [27]. Non-wear time was identified by at least 60 
consecutive minutes of counts between 0 and 100 [27]. 
Sedentary time, MVPA, and LPA, were identified using 
age and sex specific count per minute cut-points previ-
ously used by Troiano, et al. [27].

Adherence to three of the guideline components were 
quantified using these data. First, the MVPA guideline 
component recommends ≥ 150  min of MVPA per week 
[28]. Second, the 24  H-MG further stipulate that indi-
viduals should perform several hours of structured and 
unstructured LPA, with the premise that more is better, 

Fig. 1  Final sample flow chart
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but do not provide a specific recommendation for the 
number of hours. Therefore, time in LPA was quantified, 
and quartiles for the study sample were computed strati-
fied by age categories (20–39, 40–59, 60+) to ensure an 
appropriate distribution of participants of varying ages 
across the quartiles [8]. The highest quartile in each age 
group were then combined and used as the criterion for 
reaching this guideline. Third, the sedentary time guide-
line component recommends ≤ 8 h per day spent seden-
tary [1].

Resistance training  Two questions were asked in 
NHANES regarding resistance training. First, participants 
were asked “Over the past 30 days, did {you/Sample Per-
son (SP)} do any physical activities specifically designed to 
strengthen {your/his/her} muscles such as lifting weights, 
push-ups or sit-ups? Include all such activities even if 
you have mentioned them before.” If they responded yes 
to this question then respondents were prompted with 
the following question: “[Over the past 30 days], how 
often did {you/SP} do these physical activities? [Activi-
ties designed to strengthen {your/his/her} muscles such 
as lifting weights, push-ups or sit-ups]”. The answers to 
this second questions were divided by 30 and multiplied 
by seven to quantify number of bouts of resistance train-

ing performed per week, while those who answered “no” 
to the first question were assumed to not perform any 
resistance training. The 24 H-MG recommend that indi-
viduals should perform ≥ 2 sessions of resistance training 
per week [1].

Sleep  Sleep was self-reported using the following ques-
tion “The next set of questions is about your sleeping hab-
its. How much sleep {do you/does SP} usually get at night 
on weekdays or workdays?”, with answers ranging from 
1 to 11 h/night. Participants sleeping the recommended 
hours within their age category of the 24 H-MG (7 to 9 h 
for adults aged 20–64, and 7 to 8 h for adults aged 65 [1]) 
met the sleep guideline, whereas participants sleeping 
either more or less hours per night did not.

Recreational screen time  Recreational screen time was 
also self-reported. Participants were asked the question 
“Over the past 30 days, on average about how many hours 
per day did {you/SP} sit and watch TV or videos? Would 
you say…” with answers being Less than 1 h, 1 h, 2 h, 3 h, 
4 h, or 5 h or more. NHANES participants were also asked 
how much time they spent using the computer. We only 
used data from the TV viewing question because it was 
impossible to separate recreational and productive screen 

Table 1  General characteristics of the study sample using the 2005–2006 NHANES cycle
Total
(n = 2739)

Adults Aged 20–64
(n = 2024)

Adults Aged 65+
(n = 715)

Age (years) 50.6 ± 18.1 42.2 ± 12.7 74.3 ± 6.4 < 0.001
Male n (%) 1370 (50.0%) 992 (49.0%) 378 (52.9%) 0.076
Ethnicity
Non-Hispanic white n (%) 1445 (52.7%) 967 (47.8%) 478 (66.9%)
Non-Hispanic black n (%) 560 (20.4% 436 (21.5%) 124 (17.4%)
Mexican American n (%) 560 (20.4%) 473 (23.4%) 87 (12.2%) < 0.001
Other 174 (6.3%) 149 (7.4%) 25 (3.5%)
Education
Grade 11 or Below n (%) 691 (25.2%) 450 (22.2%) 241 (33.8%)
High School Diploma/Some College/AA Degree n (%) 1460 (53.3%) 1113 (55.0%) 347 (48.6%) < 0.001
College Graduate/Above n (%) 588 (21.47%) 462 (22.8%) 126 (17.6%)
Smoking Status
Current Smoker n (%) 522 (19.1%) 448 (22.1%) 74 (10.4%)
Past Smoker n (%) 774 (28.3%) 447 (22.1%) 327 (45.8%) < 0.001
Non-Smoker n (%) 1442 (52.7%) 1130 (55.8%) 313 (43.8%)
Alcohol Use
Heavy Drinker n (%) 629 (23.0%) 567 (28.0%) 62 (8.7%)
Moderate Drinker n (%) 503 (18.4%) 412 (20.4%) 91 (12.7%) < 0.001
Light/Non-Drinker n (%) 1607 (58.7%) 1046 (51.7%) 561 (78.6%)
Frailty
Frailty Index mean (0–1) 0.122 ± 0.104 0.094 ± 0.084 0.202 ± 0.111 < 0.001
Movement Guidelines
Guideline components followed 2.63 ± 1.29 2.85 ± 1.25 2.01 ± 1.21 < 0.001
Mortality
Death n (%) 391 (14.3%) 119 (5.9%) 272 (38.0%) < 0.001
Note. Data are presented as mean ± SD for continuous variable and n (%) for categorical variables
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time in the computer usage question. For recreational 
screen time, participants were found to meet this guide-
line component if they reported watching ≤ 3 h of TV per 
day.

The 24 H-MG  The new 24 H-MG for adults 20–64 and 
65 + from the Canadian Society for Exercise Physiology 
[1] were adapted to create a comprehensive movement 
behavior assessment. The guidelines include recommen-
dations for PA, sitting time, and sleep. Based on the guide-
lines, a single dichotomous variable was created for each 
of the 6 components (MVPA, LPA, sedentary time, rec-
reational screen time, sleep, and resistance training). For 
each guideline component, a 1 was given to the individu-
als when meeting the guideline for this criterion and 0 
was given for not meeting the guideline. To investigate the 
association between the combined 24 H-MG and frailty, 
everyone’s dichotomous variable of individual guideline 
was combined into a composite score: the total 24 H-MG. 
Scores ranged from 0 to 6; zero represents not meeting 
any of the guideline components and six represents meet-
ing the complete 24  H-MG. For all regression models, 
those meeting five or six of the guidelines were combined 
into one group due to the small number of individuals 
who met all the guidelines (n = 16).

Co-variates  Co-variates considered included age, sex, 
ethnicity, education level, and smoking and alcohol usage, 
all of which have been shown to influence frailty [29–31]. 
All co-variates were self-reported. Ethnicity was catego-
rized as either Non-Hispanic White, Non-Hispanic Black, 
Mexican American, or other. Education level was catego-
rized as either less than grade 11; high school diploma or 
some college or AA degree; or college graduate or above. 
For smoking status, participants were categorized as 
non-smokers if they had smoked less than 100 cigarettes 
in their lifetime, past smokers if they had smoked more 
than 100 cigarettes in lifetime but had since quit, and cur-
rent smokers if they had smoked more than 100 cigarettes 
in lifetime and were still smoking, as per the NHANES 
classifications [32]. For alcohol consumption, individu-
als were classified as either non/light drinkers (less than 
1 drinks/day), moderate drinkers (1–2 drinks/day) and 
heavy drinkers (> 2 drinks/day).

Primary outcome
Frailty  Frailty levels were defined using The Accumula-
tion of Health Deficits Model [33]. This model has been 
operationalized to create a FI which quantifies frailty 
by dividing the number of deficits observed by the total 
number of potential deficits measured [33]. In the cur-
rent study, we used the 46-item deficit model developed 
and validated for NHANES [34], which included a com-
bination of self-reported and objectively measured data 

spread through 5 main categories: comorbidities, func-
tions, signs and symptoms, laboratory values, and oth-
ers self-reported information [34]. Individuals who had 
a minimum of 80% of the 46-item were included in the 
analysis. As an example, if someone had 19 of the 46 items 
measured being identified as deficits, their FI score would 
be 19/46 or 0.442.

Mortality  Mortality-Death Certificate records from the 
National Death Index (NDI) were linked with records 
from the NHANES database. These records provide infor-
mation regarding the cause of death, as well as the time to 
death recorded in months from the day the participant’s 
examination occurred with a total follow up time of 10 
years. For this study, we focused on all-cause mortality. 
Months to death was converted to years to death by divid-
ing months to death by 12. The data were obtained from 
the NHANES website where additional documentation 
regarding the dataset can be found [35].

Statistical analysis
Descriptive data were reported using mean ± standard 
deviation (SD) for continuous variables and n (%) for 
categorical variables. An independent samples t-test 
and chi-squared test were used to compare the age and 
sex differences, respectively, between the included and 
excluded samples and two-sample t-tests and chi square 
tests were used to investigate the difference between 
age groups for continuous and categorical variables 
respectively.

For the linear regression, a box-cox transformation was 
applied to the data so that it met the normality assump-
tion. Multiple linear regression was used to investigate 
the association between adherence to the 24 H-MG and 
frailty, and to investigate the association between adher-
ence to each of the individual guideline components 
and frailty. Linear regression results were reported as 
β-values with standard error. Cox proportional hazard 
models were then created to estimate the risk of all-
causes mortality based on the composite score of the 
complete 24  H-MG, as well as meeting the individual 
guideline components. Cox proportional hazard results 
were reported as hazard ratios with 95% confidence 
intervals and used a group of individuals that did not 
meet any of the 24 H-MG as a reference. All models were 
adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity, education level, cigarette, 
and alcohol usage. Cox regression model adjusted for 
all co-variates and frailty was also run. Since an interac-
tion term between age and the 24HMG was found to be 
significant for age (p < 0.05), all regression models were 
run by age group (20–64 and 65 + yrs). Linear regres-
sion models and Cox proportional hazard models were 
run per individual guidelines, or the number of guide-
line components met. Data management and statistical 
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analysis were performed using RStudio software version 
4.1.2. An alpha level of 0.05 was used for all analyses. Sta-
tistical analyses accounted for sample weights.

Results
Our sample consisted of 2739 individuals with an average 
age of 50.6 ± 18.1 years, 1370 (50.0%) of whom were male 
(Table 1). The average FI of our sample was 0.122 ± 0.104, 
while on average, our sample met 2.63 ± 1.29 guideline 
components. Participants who were excluded (n = 2240) 
from analyses were significantly younger (45.58 ± 19.9 vs. 
50.6 ± 18.1 years) and less proportionately male (45.4% vs. 
50%).

Table 2 describes how many individuals were meeting 
each individual guideline components, as well as how 
many guideline components individuals were following 
split by age group. The recreational screen time guide-
line component was the most followed (n = 2106 (76.9%)), 
while the strength training guideline component was the 
least followed (n = 512 (18.7%)). The complete 24 H-MG 
were met by 16 (0.6%) individuals and 111 (4.1%) indi-
viduals did not meet any of the movement guidelines. 
The most common number of guideline components fol-
lowed was 3 (n = 725 (26.5%)).

The results of the linear regression analysis (Table  3) 
showed that meeting at least one of the guideline com-
ponents in the 20–64 group (β = -0.144 (95% C.I. = 
-0.252: -0.035); P = 0.009) and at least 2 components in 
the 65 + group was associated with a lower FI score (β 
= -0.111 (95% C.I. = -0.193:-0.029); P = 0.008). Meeting 
each of the individual guideline components was associ-
ated with a lower FI score, except for the sleep guidelines 
in the 65 + group (β = -0.035 (95% C.I. = -0.083:0.012); 

P = 0.094). Meeting the MVPA guideline component had 
the strongest association with lower FI in the 20–64 age 
group (β = -0.144 (95% C.I. = -0.183: -0.106; P = < 0.001), 
while meeting the recreational screen time guideline 
component had the strongest association with FI in the 
65 + age group (β = -0.131 (95% C.I. = -0.181: -0.081); 
P = < 0.001).

In the 20–64 age group, 119 (5.9%) individuals died. 
The Cox Regression model showed no association 
between adherence to the guidelines or the individual 
guideline components and mortality. This lack of asso-
ciation remained once frailty was added to the model 
(Fig. 2). Frailty was significantly associated with mortality 
(for every 0.01 increase HR = 1.05 (95% C.I. = 1.04–1.07) 
P = < 0.001) in the younger age group.

In the 65 + age group, 272 (38%) individuals died. 
When adjusting for known co-variates, Cox Regression 
model showed that only meeting 2 (HR = 0.60 (95% C.I. 
= 0.38–0.93) P = 0.022) or 3 guidelines (HR = 0.32 (95% 
C.I. = 0.18–0.58) P = < 0.001), and meeting the MVPA 
(0.45 (95% C.I. = 0.22–0.91) P = 0.025) and recreational 
screen time guideline (HR = 0.67 (95% C.I. = 0.51–0.90) 
P = 0.007) components individually was associated with 
reduced risk of mortality. Once the model was further 
adjusted for frailty (Fig.  2), only meeting 3 guideline 
components (HR = 0.40 (95% C.I. = 0.22–0.71); P = 0.002) 
was associated with reduced mortality. Of the individual 
guidelines, only meeting the MVPA guideline component 
(HR = 0.48 (95% CI = 0.25–0.93); P = 0.02) was associated 
with reduced risk of mortality. Frailty was also associated 
with increased risk of mortality (for every 0.01 increase 
HR = 1.04 (95% C.I. = 1.03–1.05) P = < 0.001).

Table 2  Number of individuals meeting movement guidelines from the 2005–2006 NHANES cycle
Total Adults Aged 20–64 Adults Aged 65+
Number of People
n (%)

Number of People
n (%)

Number of People
n (%)

Individual Guidelines
MVPA Guideline 998 (36.4%) 914 (45.1%) 84 (11.8%) < 0.001
Light Physical Activity Guideline 688 (25.1%) 528 (26.1%) 160 (22.4%) 0.055
Sedentary Time Guideline 1286 (47.0%) 1077 (53.2%) 209 (29.3%) < 0.001
Recreational Screen Time Guideline 2106 (76.9%) 1640 (81.0%) 466 (65.3%) < 0.001
Sleep Guideline 1617 (59.0%) 1224 (60.4%) 393 (55.0%) 0.011
Strength Training Guideline 512 (18.7%) 392 (19.4%) 120 (16.8%) 0.142
# of Guidelines Met
0 Guidelines 111 (4.1%) 49 (2.4%) 62 (8.7%) < 0.001
1 Guideline 456 (16.7%) 255 (12.6%) 201 (28.2%)
2 Guidelines 713 (26.0%) 484 (23.9%) 229 (32.1%)
3 Guidelines 725 (26.5%) 591 (29.2%) 134 (18.8%)
4 Guidelines 536 (19.6%) 464 (22.9%) 72 (10.1%)
5 Guidelines 182 (6.6%) 169 (8.4%) 13 (1.8%)
6 Guidelines 16 (0.6%) 13 (0.6%) 3 (0.4%)
Note. MVPA = moderate-to-vigorous physical activity
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Discussion
The current study provides relevant insights for the man-
agement and the treatment of frailty in adults and older 
adults. First, we found that in adults and older adults 
meeting at least one or two components of the 24 H-MG 
was associated with lower frailty. Second, the MVPA and 
recreational screen time guideline components were the 
most strongly associated with lower frailty in younger 
adults compared to recreational screen time and LPA in 
older adults. Third, only adults aged 65 + years meeting 
3 guideline components had a lower risk of premature 
all-cause mortality, with following the MVPA guideline 
component being the strongest predictor of all-cause 
mortality. These results are important because they 
provide insight into the possibility of implementing the 
24 H-MG as a strategy to prevent or treat frailty in adults 
aged (20–64 years) and older adults (65 + years).

Our linear regression results show that adhering to at 
least one guideline component in the 20–64 age group 
and at least two guideline components in the 65 + group 
was associated with lower FI score and there was a dose 
response relationship between the number of guide-
line components met and reduction in FI score. This 
adds to the growing body of evidence that behavior over 
the 24-hour day is important to health [6, 8–10]. These 
results also support past studies that suggest replacing 
sedentary time or LPA with MVPA helps prevent frailty 
[36–39] as (1) MVPA remained significantly associated 
with FI when adjusting for either LPA or sedentary time, 
and (2) MVPA presented with a stronger beta than sed-
entary time or LPA (results not shown). Overall, our data 
are important since they help better understand the rela-
tionship between the 24 H-MG and frailty on the whole 
spectrum of age affected by frailty.

Except for the sleep guideline component in the 
65 + age group, adherence to each individual guideline 
component in both the 20–64 and 65 + age group was 
also associated with lower FI score. Of the individual 
guideline components, meeting the MVPA guideline 
component in the 20–64 age group and the recreational 
screen time guideline component in the 65 + age group 
was associated with the lowest FI score making these 
components the strongest predictors of frailty in each age 
group, respectively. This supports past studies that found 
that performing MVPA prevents frailty [21] in both 
males and females [18, 40] and when considering both 
bout and sporadic MVPA [18]. Our study adds to these 
results by showing that performing MVPA is associated 
with lower FI score in both a younger (20–64) and older 
(65+) sample, whereas most past studies have only con-
sidered older adults (50+).

Our results also agree with previous studies that found 
that increased sedentary time is associated with greater 
frailty [20] and that recreational screen time may be more Ta
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detrimental than other sedentary behavior when consid-
ering frailty prevention [41]. As recreation screen time is 
associated with less MVAP and increased weight, behav-
ioural problems, anxiety, and psychological health prob-
lems, there may be an additive effect for that increases 
this risk of frailty [42–44]. In addition, recreation screen 
time, in particular TV viewing, has been associated with 
changes in brain structure, predisposing individuals for 
cognitive impairments, a potential feature of frailty [42]. 
These results are relevant because they suggest that cli-
nicians who are using the 24  H-MG to prevent frailty 
should specifically emphasize the potential harm associ-
ated with recreational screen viewing.

Meeting the sleep length guideline component was 
associated with lower frailty in the 20–64 age group. This 
confirms results from a systematic review that found that 
both long (> 8 h) and short (< 6 h) sleep duration was pre-
dictive of frailty [19]. Nevertheless, other studies have 
found no association between sleep duration and frailty 
[45], which align with our lack of association observed 
in individuals aged 65 +. In the systematic review cited 
above [19] they used the cut offs of < 6 h of sleep a night 
or > 8  h of sleep a night to investigate the relationship 
between sleep duration and frailty. They found that long 
sleep duration increased frailty risk by more (21%) than 

short sleep duration (13%). It is possible that the range of 
sleep duration included in the 24  H-MG for adults 65+ 
(7–8  h) is too narrow and sleep durations such as 6  h 
may still be enough to prevent frailty. In addition, the 
24  H-MG contain the recommendation that sleep tim-
ing should be consistent. This could not be measured in 
our study as it was not recorded in NHANES. Neverthe-
less, sleep timing and different extremes of sleep duration 
should be considered in future studies to better under-
stand frailty prevention.

In both the 20–64 and 65 + age group in our study, 
meeting the resistance training guideline component 
was associated with reduced frailty. International clinical 
practice guidelines released in 2019 recommend progres-
sive resistance training as part of a frailty management 
plan [12]. However, to the best of our knowledge, past 
studies investigating the relationship between combined 
movement behavior and frailty mostly focus MVPA 
without including resistance training [21, 40]. Therefore, 
our research adds to the scientific literature by includ-
ing resistance training in our analysis and demonstrates 
that performing resistance training as recommended 
by the 24 H-MG is associated with lower frailty. To bet-
ter understand frailty prevention, future studies should 

Fig. 2  Cox Regression results looking at the relationship between adherence to the Canadian 24-Hour Movement Guidelines, individual guideline com-
ponents, and mortality. All analyses were adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity, education level, cigarette, alcohol usage, and frailty levels. Bolded text represents 
statistical significance (p < 0.05). MVPA = Moderate to Vigorous Physical Activity; LPA = Light Physical Activity; and RST = Recreation Screen Time
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investigate the optimal number of sessions of resistance 
training per week needed to prevent frailty.

A secondary finding of our study is that there was no 
clear relationship between adherence to the 24  H-MG 
and risk of all-cause mortality when controlling for 
frailty. Only meeting three guideline components in the 
65 + age group was associated with reduced mortality, 
while meeting more than three did not protect against 
mortality. This result was surprising considering the 
premise of the 24  H-MG suggesting that all behavior 
across the day matters. However, this finding could be 
explained by the fact that a very small number of partici-
pants met all the guidelines components, which impacted 
the confidence intervals. For example, only 7.2% of our 
sample met five or six guidelines’ components, which 
could explain the results observed. Nevertheless, to the 
best of our knowledge, this is the first study investigating 
the relationship between 24  H-MG and mortality while 
controlling for frailty. Two other studies have looked at 
the relationship between 24 H-MG and mortality [6, 10]. 
While both studies found that daily movement behavior 
composition is related to mortality, neither controlled for 
frailty, a known predictor of mortality [17]. These studies 
also did not consider recreational screen time or strength 
training, which are important predictors of mortality [1].

Of our individual guideline components, only the 
MVPA guideline component in the 65 + age group 
was significantly associated with reduced mortality. A 
past study investigating mortality, frailty and move-
ment behavior found that replacing sedentary time with 
38  min–18  min per day of MVPA in vulnerable and 
mildly frail individuals, respectively, reduced risk of mor-
tality by 50%, but replacing sedentary time with MVPA 
did not impact mortality in non-frail or moderately-
severely frail individuals [21]. Interestingly, our 20–64 
age group had an average FI of 0.094 (non-frail) while 
our 65 + age group had a FI of 0.202 (mildly frail) mean-
ing that the average FI and association between MVPA 
and risk of mortality are similar between the two studies. 
However, the study also found that replacing sedentary 
time with LPA reduced risk of mortality in mildly and 
moderately-severely frail individuals [21], which was not 
supported by our study as LPA was not associated with 
mortality. This difference could be explained by the way 
that LPA was quantified in the two studies. In our study, 
we identified whether individuals had met the LPA guide-
line component based on quantiles, whereas the previous 
study [21] used isotemporal substitution models to inves-
tigate how replacing sedentary time with LPA impacted 
frailty. Additionally, based on the current literature, our 
sample of young individuals was quite functional despite 
presenting frailty deficit features accumulation. Mean-
while, the older age group exhibited serious frailty defi-
cits accumulation and was more advanced on the frailty 

continuum, although still functional. This distinction is 
important to consider when interpreting our results as 
our sample may differ from participants of other studies 
who might exhibit a more severe frailty level. Once clear 
recommendations are determined on how much LPA an 
individual should accumulate, the relationship between 
meeting this guideline, frailty, and mortality should be 
revisited.

Several limitations of this study need to be discussed. 
First, recreational screen time, strength training, and 
sleep time were self-reported and might have influenced 
the association observed. Recreational screen time also 
limited to TV viewing time as recreational and produc-
tive computer usage could not be differentiated, poten-
tially impacting the number of individuals that met the 
guideline. Additionally, as these data were collected in 
2005–2006 the questions were relevant to the common 
technology at the time and may not have considered 
smart phone usage and other devices. Second, accel-
erometers cannot quantify water activities, movement 
performed when sitting (e.g.: biking), or upper body 
movement; cannot distinguish between quiet stand-
ing and sitting; and do not properly assess activity at 
very low and very high intensities. In addition, acceler-
ometers were not given to NHANES participants in a 
wheelchair, which should be considered in frail popula-
tions with mobility limitations. Third, high amounts of 
LPA were determined using an arbitrary value based on 
quartiles due to the lack of clear cut-points. While these 
limitations may have affected the results of our study, its 
strengths include a large sample size, statistical analyses 
performed using survey weights and adjusted for poten-
tial confounding variables, and the use of accelerometer 
data, which is more valid than commonly used PA ques-
tionnaires [27]. This study is strengthened by its unique-
ness as (1) it is the first study looking at the complete 
24 H-MG and its association with frailty in a large sam-
ple of young adults and older adults, and (2) it includes 
behaviors such as recreational screen time, sleep and 
strength training that have not been extensively consid-
ered in other studies of movement behavior and frailty.

Conclusions
In conclusion, adherence to the individual and combined 
components of the 24  H-MG is associated with lower 
frailty in adults (20–64 years) and older adults (65+). 
Increasing MVPA and reducing recreational screen time 
appears to have the greatest factors associated with frailty 
and should be emphasized for frailty management. Over-
all, there was not a clear relationship between mortality 
and following the complete 24  H-MG when adjusting 
for frailty. Future studies should investigate the longitu-
dinal relationship between adherence to the 24  H-MG 
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and frailty to test for a causal relationship exists between 
24 H-MG adherence and frailty.

Appendix

Table 1  24 h Movement guidelines and Criteria
24 H Movement Guidelines Criteria to Meet Guideline
Moderate-to-Vigorous Physi-
cal Activity

≥ 150 min MVPA accumulated per week

Light Physical Activity Several hours of LPA, including standing
Sedentary Time ≤ 8 h per day
Recreational Screen Time ≤ 3 h per day
Sleep 7 to 9 h for adults aged 20–64

7 to 8 h for adults aged 65+
Strength Training ≥ 2 sessions of resistance training per 

week

Abbreviations
24 H-MG	� 24 h Movement Guidelines
MVPA	� Moderate-to-Vigorous Physical Activity
LPA	� Light Physical Activity
PA	� Physical Activity
NHANES	� National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey
NDI	� National Death Index
FI	� Frailty Index

Acknowledgements
Not applicable.

Author contributions
DM wrote the manuscript and interpreted the data. SK, DRB and AMT 
interpreted the data, reviewed the manuscript, and provided significant 
intellectual input. MS was the lead author and designed the original idea. 
He interpreted the data, edited, and reviewed the manuscript, and provided 
significant intellectual input.

Funding
This research received funding from the New Brunswick Health Research 
Foundation.

Data availability
The data used and/or analyzed during the current study are available from the 
corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participant
NHANES was approved by the National Center of Health Statistics Institutional 
Review Board and each participant provided written consent.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Conflict of interest
None from all authors.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Author details
1Cardiometabolic Exercise & Lifestyle Laboratory, University of New 
Brunswick, 90 MacKay Dr Room: 105, Fredericton, NB E3B 5A3, Canada
2Faculty of Kinesiology, University of New Brunswick, 90 MacKay Dr Room: 
105, Fredericton, NB E3B 5A3, Canada
3School of Physiotherapy, Dalhousie University, 5869 University Ave, 
Halifax, NS B3H 4R2, Canada

4Division of Geriatric Medicine, Dalhousie University, 5869 University Ave, 
Halifax, NS B3H 4R2, Canada

Received: 12 March 2024 / Accepted: 23 June 2024

References
1.	 Ross R, Chaput JP, Giangregorio LM, Janssen I, Saunders TJ, Kho ME et al. 

Canadian 24-Hour Movement Guidelines for Adults aged 18–64 years and 
Adults aged 65 years or older: an integration of physical activity, seden-
tary behaviour, and sleep. Appl Physiol Nutr Metab [Internet]. 2020 Oct 
[cited 2023 Apr 16];45(10 (Suppl. 2)):S57–102. https://doi.org/10.1139/
apnm-2020-0467.

2.	 Tremblay MS, Carson V, Chaput JP, Connor Gorber S, Dinh T, Duggan M et 
al. Canadian 24-Hour Movement Guidelines for Children and Youth: An 
Integration of Physical Activity, Sedentary Behaviour, and Sleep. Appl Physiol 
Nutr Metab [Internet]. 2016 Jun [cited 2023 Jul 14];41(6 (Suppl. 3)):S311–27. 
https://doi.org/10.1139/apnm-2016-0151.

3.	 Tremblay MS, Chaput JP, Adamo KB, Aubert S, Barnes JD, Choquette L et 
al. Canadian 24-Hour Movement Guidelines for the Early Years (0–4 years): 
An Integration of Physical Activity, Sedentary Behaviour, and Sleep. BMC 
Public Health [Internet]. 2017 Nov [cited 2023 Jul 14];17(S5):874. https://
bmcpublichealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/https://doi.org/10.1186/
s12889-017-4859-6.

4.	 Yin J, Jin X, Shan Z, Li S, Huang H, Li P et al. Relationship of Sleep Duration 
With All-Cause Mortality and Cardiovascular Events: A Systematic Review and 
Dose‐Response Meta‐Analysis of Prospective Cohort Studies. JAHA [Internet]. 
2017 Sep 22 [cited 2023 Jul 14];6(9):e005947. https://www.ahajournals.org/
doi/https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.117.005947.

5.	 Biswas A, Oh PI, Faulkner GE, Bajaj RR, Silver MA, Mitchell MS et al. Sedentary 
Time and Its Association With Risk for Disease Incidence, Mortality, and 
Hospitalization in Adults: A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. Ann Intern 
Med [Internet]. 2015 Jan 20 [cited 2023 Jul 14];162(2):123–32. https://www.
acpjournals.org/doi/https://doi.org/10.7326/M14-1651.

6.	 McGregor DE, Palarea-Albaladejo J, Dall PM, Del Pozo Cruz B, Chastin SFM. 
Compositional analysis of the association between mortality and 24-hour 
movement behaviour from NHANES. European Journal of Preventive Cardiol-
ogy [Internet]. 2021 Jul 10 [cited 2023 Jul 14];28(7):791–8. https://academic.
oup.com/eurjpc/article/28/7/791/6318927.

7.	 Chaput JP, Carson V, Gray C, Tremblay M. Importance of All Movement 
Behaviors in a 24 Hour Period for Overall Health. IJERPH [Internet]. 
2014 Dec 4 [cited 2023 Jul 14];11(12):12575–81. http://www.mdpi.
com/1660-4601/11/12/12575.

8.	 MacLeod L, Bouchard DR, Hébert JJ, Boudreau JG, Sénéchal M. Associa-
tion Between a Comprehensive Movement Assessment and Metabolically 
Healthy Overweight Obese Adults. Sci Rep [Internet]. 2020 Jan 24 [cited 2023 
Jul 14];10(1):1173. https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-020-58089-1.

9.	 Walsh JJ, Barnes JD, Cameron JD, Goldfield GS, Chaput JP, Gunnell KE et al. 
Associations between 24 hour movement behaviours and global cognition 
in US children: a cross-sectional observational study. The Lancet Child & Ado-
lescent Health [Internet]. 2018 Nov [cited 2023 Jul 14];2(11):783–91. https://
linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2352464218302785.

10.	 Clarke AE, Janssen I. A compositional analysis of time spent in sleep, seden-
tary behaviour and physical activity with all-cause mortality risk. Int J Behav 
Nutr Phys Act [Internet]. 2021 Dec [cited 2023 Jul 14];18(1):25. https://ijbnpa.
biomedcentral.com/articles/https://doi.org/10.1186/s12966-021-01092-0.

11.	 Clegg A, Young J, Iliffe S, Rikkert MO, Rockwood K. Frailty in elderly people. 
The Lancet [Internet]. 2013 Mar [cited 2023 Jul 14];381(9868):752–62. https://
linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140673612621679.

12.	 Dent E, Martin FC, Bergman H, Woo J, Romero-Ortuno R, Walston JD. 
Management of frailty: opportunities, challenges, and future directions. The 
Lancet [Internet]. 2019 Oct [cited 2023 Jul 14];394(10206):1376–86. https://
linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140673619317854.

13.	 Morley JE, Vellas B, Van Abellan G, Anker SD, Bauer JM, Bernabei R et al. Frailty 
Consensus: A Call to Action. Journal of the American Medical Directors Asso-
ciation [Internet]. 2013 Jun [cited 2023 Jul 14];14(6):392–7. https://linkinghub.
elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1525861013001825.

14.	 Fried LP, Ferrucci L, Darer J, Williamson JD, Anderson G. Untangling the Con-
cepts of Disability, Frailty, and Comorbidity: Implications for Improved Target-
ing and Care. The Journals of Gerontology Series A: Biological Sciences and 

https://doi.org/10.1139/apnm-2020-0467
https://doi.org/10.1139/apnm-2020-0467
https://doi.org/10.1139/apnm-2016-0151
https://bmcpublichealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/
https://bmcpublichealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-017-4859-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-017-4859-6
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/
https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.117.005947
https://www.acpjournals.org/doi/
https://www.acpjournals.org/doi/
https://doi.org/10.7326/M14-1651
https://academic.oup.com/eurjpc/article/28/7/791/6318927
https://academic.oup.com/eurjpc/article/28/7/791/6318927
http://www.mdpi.com/1660-4601/11/12/12575
http://www.mdpi.com/1660-4601/11/12/12575
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-020-58089-1
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2352464218302785
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2352464218302785
https://ijbnpa.biomedcentral.com/articles/
https://ijbnpa.biomedcentral.com/articles/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12966-021-01092-0
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140673612621679
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140673612621679
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140673619317854
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140673619317854
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1525861013001825
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1525861013001825


Page 11 of 11Meister et al. Journal of Activity, Sedentary and Sleep Behaviors            (2024) 3:17 

Medical Sciences [Internet]. 2004 Mar 1 [cited 2023 Jul 14];59(3):M255–63. 
https://academic.oup.com/biomedgerontology/article-lookup/doi/https://
doi.org/10.1093/gerona/59.3.M255.

15.	 Kojima G. Frailty as a Predictor of Emergency Department Utilization among 
Community-Dwelling Older People: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. 
Journal of the American Medical Directors Association [Internet]. 2019 Jan 
[cited 2023 Jul 14];20(1):103–5. https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/
S1525861018305772.

16.	 Kojima G. Frailty Defined by FRAIL Scale as a Predictor of Mortality: A System-
atic Review and Meta-analysis. Journal of the American Medical Directors 
Association [Internet]. 2018 Jun [cited 2023 Jul 14];19(6):480–3. https://linkin-
ghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1525861018301907.

17.	 Kojima G, Iliffe S, Walters K. Frailty index as a predictor of mortality: a 
systematic review and meta-analysis. Age and Ageing [Internet]. 2018 Mar 
1 [cited 2023 Jul 14];47(2):193–200. https://academic.oup.com/ageing/
article/47/2/193/4508819.

18.	 Kehler DS, Clara I, Hiebert B, Stammers AN, Hay JL, Schultz A et al. The associa-
tion between bouts of moderate to vigorous physical activity and patterns 
of sedentary behavior with frailty. Experimental Gerontology [Internet]. 2018 
Apr [cited 2023 Jul 14];104:28–34. https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/
pii/S0531556517306800.

19.	 Pourmotabbed A, Boozari B, Babaei A, Asbaghi O, Campbell MS, Mohammadi 
H et al. Sleep and frailty risk: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Sleep 
Breath [Internet]. 2020 Sep [cited 2023 Jul 14];24(3):1187–97. http://link.
springer.com/https://doi.org/10.1007/s11325-020-02061-w.

20.	 Kehler DS, Hay JL, Stammers AN, Hamm NC, Kimber DE, Schultz ASH et 
al. A systematic review of the association between sedentary behav-
iors with frailty. Experimental Gerontology [Internet]. 2018 Dec [cited 
2023 Jul 14];114:1–12. https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/
S0531556518303000.

21.	 Godin J, Blodgett JM, Rockwood K, Theou O. Replacing Sedentary Time 
With Light or Moderate–Vigorous Physical Activity Across Levels of Frailty. 
Journal of Aging and Physical Activity [Internet]. 2020 Feb 1 [cited 2023 
Jul 14];28(1):18–23. https://journals.humankinetics.com/view/journals/
japa/28/1/article-p18.xml.

22.	 Theou O, Blodgett JM, Godin J, Rockwood K. Association between sedentary 
time and mortality across levels of frailty. CMAJ [Internet]. 2017 Aug 21 [cited 
2023 Jul 14];189(33):E1056–64. http://www.cmaj.ca/lookup/doi/https://doi.
org/10.1503/cmaj.161034.

23.	 Higueras-Fresnillo S, Cabanas-Sánchez V, Lopez-Garcia E, Esteban-Cornejo 
I, Banegas JR, Sadarangani KP et al. Physical Activity and Association 
Between Frailty and All-Cause and Cardiovascular Mortality in Older Adults: 
Population-Based Prospective Cohort Study: Physical activity, frailty and 
mortality in elderly. J Am Geriatr Soc [Internet]. 2018 Nov [cited 2023 Jul 
14];66(11):2097–103. https://doi.org/10.1111/jgs.15542.

24.	 Lee WJ, Peng LN, Liang CK, Chiou ST, Chen LK. Long sleep duration, indepen-
dent of frailty and chronic Inflammation, was associated with higher mortal-
ity: A national population-based study: Sleep, frailty, IL-6 & mortality. Geriatr 
Gerontol Int [Internet]. 2017 Oct [cited 2023 Jul 14];17(10):1481–7. https://doi.
org/10.1111/ggi.12899.

25.	 NHANES 2005–2006. Overview [Internet]. [cited 2020 Nov 28]. https://wwwn.
cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/continuousnhanes/overview.aspx?BeginYear=2005.

26.	 Kehler DS, Ferguson T, Stammers AN, Bohm C, Arora RC, Duhamel TA 
et al. Prevalence of frailty in Canadians 18–79 years old in the Canadian 
Health Measures Survey. BMC Geriatr [Internet]. 2017 Dec [cited 2023 Jul 
14];17(1):28. http://bmcgeriatr.biomedcentral.com/articles/https://doi.
org/10.1186/s12877-017-0423-6.

27.	 Troiano RP, Berrigan D, Dodd KW, Mâsse LC, Tilert T, Mcdowell M. Physical 
Activity in the United States Measured by Accelerometer. Medicine & Sci-
ence in Sports & Exercise [Internet]. 2008 Jan [cited 2023 Jul 14];40(1):181–8. 
https://journals.lww.com/00005768-200801000-00025.

28.	 Tremblay MS, Warburton DER, Janssen I, Paterson DH, Latimer AE, Rhodes 
RE et al. New Canadian Physical Activity Guidelines. Appl Physiol Nutr Metab 
[Internet]. 2011 Jan [cited 2023 Jul 14];36(1):36–46. http://www.nrcresearch-
press.com/doi/https://doi.org/10.1139/H11-009.

29.	 Jazbar J, Locatelli I, Kos M. The association between medication or alcohol 
use and the incidence of frailty: a retrospective cohort study. BMC Geriatr 
[Internet]. 2021 Dec [cited 2023 Jul 14];21(1):25. https://bmcgeriatr.biomed-
central.com/articles/https://doi.org/10.1186/s12877-020-01969-y.

30.	 Kojima G, Iliffe S, Walters K. Smoking as a predictor of frailty: a systematic 
review. BMC Geriatr [Internet]. 2015 Dec [cited 2023 Jul 14];15(1):131. http://
www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/15/131.

31.	 Majid Z, Welch C, Davies J, Jackson T. Global frailty: The role of ethnic-
ity, migration and socioeconomic factors. Maturitas [Internet]. 2020 Sep 
[cited 2023 Jul 14];139:33–41. https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/
S037851222030267X.

32.	 NHIS - Adult Tobacco Use - Glossary [Internet]. 2019 [cited 2024 Jun 18]. 
https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhis/tobacco/tobacco_glossary.htm.

33.	 Rockwood K, Mitnitski A. Frailty in Relation to the Accumulation of Deficits. 
The Journals of Gerontology Series A: Biological Sciences and Medical Sci-
ences [Internet]. 2007 Jul 1 [cited 2023 Jul 14];62(7):722–7. https://academic.
oup.com/biomedgerontology/article-lookup/doi/https://doi.org/10.1093/
gerona/62.7.722.

34.	 Blodgett J, Theou O, Kirkland S, Andreou P, Rockwood K. Frailty in NHANES: 
Comparing the frailty index and phenotype. Archives of Gerontology and 
Geriatrics [Internet]. 2015 May [cited 2023 Jul 14];60(3):464–70. https://linkin-
ghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0167494315000242.

35.	 NCHS Data Linkage. - Mortality Data - Public-Use Files [Internet]. 2022 [cited 
2020 Nov 29]. https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data-linkage/mortality-public.htm.

36.	 Blodgett J, Theou O, Kirkland S, Andreou P, Rockwood K. The associa-
tion between sedentary behaviour, moderate–vigorous physical activ-
ity and frailty in NHANES cohorts. Maturitas [Internet]. 2015 Feb [cited 
2023 Jul 14];80(2):187–91. https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/
S0378512214003636.

37.	 Chen S, Chen T, Kishimoto H, Yatsugi H, Kumagai S. Associations of Objec-
tively Measured Patterns of Sedentary Behavior and Physical Activity with 
Frailty Status Screened by The Frail Scale in Japanese Community-Dwelling 
Older Adults. J Sports Sci Med [Internet]. 2020 Feb 24 [cited 2023 Jul 
14];19(1):166–74. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7039012/.

38.	 Mañas A, Del Pozo-Cruz B, Guadalupe-Grau A, Marín-Puyalto J, Alfaro-Acha 
A, Rodríguez-Mañas L et al. Reallocating Accelerometer-Assessed Sedentary 
Time to Light or Moderate- to Vigorous-Intensity Physical Activity Reduces 
Frailty Levels in Older Adults: An Isotemporal Substitution Approach in the 
TSHA Study. Journal of the American Medical Directors Association [Internet]. 
2018 Feb [cited 2023 Jul 14];19(2):185.e1-185.e6. https://linkinghub.elsevier.
com/retrieve/pii/S1525861017306308.

39.	 Rodríguez-Gómez I, Mañas A, Losa-Reyna J, Alegre LM, Rodríguez-Mañas L, 
García-García FJ et al. Relationship between Physical Performance and Frailty 
Syndrome in Older Adults: The Mediating Role of Physical Activity, Sedentary 
Time and Body Composition. IJERPH [Internet]. 2020 Dec 29 [cited 2023 Jul 
14];18(1):203. https://www.mdpi.com/1660-4601/18/1/203.

40.	 Kehler DS, Clara I, Hiebert B, Stammers AN, Hay JL, Schultz A et al. Sex-
differences in relation to the association between patterns of physical activity 
and sedentary behavior with frailty. Archives of Gerontology and Geriatrics 
[Internet]. 2020 Mar [cited 2023 Jul 14];87:103972. https://linkinghub.elsevier.
com/retrieve/pii/S0167494319302158.

41.	 García-Esquinas E, Andrade E, Martínez-Gómez D, Caballero FF, López-
García E, Rodríguez-Artalejo F. Television viewing time as a risk factor for 
frailty and functional limitations in older adults: results from 2 European 
prospective cohorts. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act [Internet]. 2017 Dec [cited 
2023 Jul 14];14(1):54. http://ijbnpa.biomedcentral.com/articles/https://doi.
org/10.1186/s12966-017-0511-1.

42.	 Wu H, Gu Y, Du W, Meng G, Wu H, Zhang S et al. Different types of screen 
time, physical activity, and incident dementia, Parkinson’s disease, depression 
and multimorbidity status. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and 
Physical Activity [Internet]. 2023 Nov 3 [cited 2024 Jun 11];20(1):130. https://
doi.org/10.1186/s12966-023-01531-0.

43.	 Madhav KC, Sherchand SP, Sherchan S. Association between screen time and 
depression among US adults. Preventive Medicine Reports [Internet]. 2017 
Dec 1 [cited 2024 Jun 11];8:67–71. https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/
article/pii/S2211335517301316.

44.	 Li L, Zhang Q, Zhu L, Zeng G, Huang H, Zhuge J et al. Screen time and depres-
sion risk: A meta-analysis of cohort studies. Front Psychiatry [Internet]. 2022 
Dec 22 [cited 2024 Jun 11];13. https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychia-
try/articles/https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2022.1058572/full.

45.	 Ensrud KE, Blackwell TL, Ancoli-Israel S, Redline S, Cawthon PM, Paudel ML 
et al. Sleep disturbances and risk of frailty and mortality in older men. Sleep 
Medicine [Internet]. 2012 Dec [cited 2023 Jul 14];13(10):1217–25. https://
linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S138994571200192X.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in 
published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://academic.oup.com/biomedgerontology/article-lookup/doi/
https://doi.org/10.1093/gerona/59.3.M255
https://doi.org/10.1093/gerona/59.3.M255
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1525861018305772
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1525861018305772
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1525861018301907
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1525861018301907
https://academic.oup.com/ageing/article/47/2/193/4508819
https://academic.oup.com/ageing/article/47/2/193/4508819
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0531556517306800
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0531556517306800
http://link.springer.com/
http://link.springer.com/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11325-020-02061-w
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0531556518303000
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0531556518303000
https://journals.humankinetics.com/view/journals/japa/28/1/article-p18.xml
https://journals.humankinetics.com/view/journals/japa/28/1/article-p18.xml
http://www.cmaj.ca/lookup/doi/
https://doi.org/10.1503/cmaj.161034
https://doi.org/10.1503/cmaj.161034
https://doi.org/10.1111/jgs.15542
https://doi.org/10.1111/ggi.12899
https://doi.org/10.1111/ggi.12899
https://wwwn.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/continuousnhanes/overview.aspx?BeginYear=2005
https://wwwn.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/continuousnhanes/overview.aspx?BeginYear=2005
http://bmcgeriatr.biomedcentral.com/articles/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12877-017-0423-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12877-017-0423-6
https://journals.lww.com/00005768-200801000-00025
http://www.nrcresearchpress.com/doi/
http://www.nrcresearchpress.com/doi/
https://doi.org/10.1139/H11-009
https://bmcgeriatr.biomedcentral.com/articles/
https://bmcgeriatr.biomedcentral.com/articles/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12877-020-01969-y
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/15/131
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/15/131
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S037851222030267X
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S037851222030267X
https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhis/tobacco/tobacco_glossary.htm
https://academic.oup.com/biomedgerontology/article-lookup/doi/
https://academic.oup.com/biomedgerontology/article-lookup/doi/
https://doi.org/10.1093/gerona/62.7.722
https://doi.org/10.1093/gerona/62.7.722
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0167494315000242
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0167494315000242
https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data-linkage/mortality-public.htm
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0378512214003636
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0378512214003636
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7039012/
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1525861017306308
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1525861017306308
https://www.mdpi.com/1660-4601/18/1/203
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0167494319302158
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0167494319302158
http://ijbnpa.biomedcentral.com/articles/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12966-017-0511-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12966-017-0511-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12966-023-01531-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12966-023-01531-0
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2211335517301316
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2211335517301316
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry/articles/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry/articles/
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2022.1058572/full
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S138994571200192X
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S138994571200192X

	﻿The association of adherence to 24-hour movement guidelines with frailty and mortality: cross-sectional and longitudinal analyses of NHANES data
	﻿Abstract
	﻿Introduction
	﻿Methods
	﻿Study design
	﻿Primary exposure variables
	﻿Primary outcome
	﻿Statistical analysis

	﻿Results
	﻿Discussion
	﻿Conclusions
	﻿Appendix
	﻿References


