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Table 1 Sengtivity of discriminating locomotive movements from nonlocomotive
activities

un filtered / filtered ratio

threshold 1.12 1.13 1.14 1.15 1.16
desk work 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nintendo DS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
sweep up 100.0 98.2 96.4 94.6 94.6
clear away 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
wash floor 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
ball throw 982 96.4 94.6 91.1 911
climb down 77100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
climb up 96.4 98.2 98.2 100.0 100.0
normalwalk 1000 100.0 1000  100.0 100.0
brisk walk 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
jogging 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
discrimination (%) 99.5 99.3 99.0 98.7 98.7
A

adult cut off value
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Figure5 Predicted errors of measured METs and predicted for each physical

activity.



