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Two years of school-based intervention
program could improve the physical fitness
among Ecuadorian adolescents at health
risk: subgroups analysis from a cluster-
randomized trial
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Abstract

Background: Adolescents with overweight and poor physical fitness have an increased likelihood of developing
cardiovascular diseases during adulthood. In Ecuador, a health promotion program improved the muscular strength and
speed-agility, and reduced the decline of the moderate-to-vigorous physical activity of adolescents after 28 months. We
performed a sub-group analysis to assess the differential effect of this intervention in overweight and low-fit adolescents.

Methods: We performed a cluster-randomized pair matched trial in schools located in Cuenca–Ecuador. In total
20 schools (clusters) were pair matched, and 1440 adolescents of grade 8 and 9 (mean age of 12.3 and 13.3 years
respectively) participated in the trial. For the purposes of the subgroup analysis, the adolescents were classified
into groups according to their weight status (body mass index) and aerobic capacity (scores in the 20 m shuttle
run and FITNESSGRAM standards) at baseline. Primary outcomes included physical fitness (vertical jump, speed
shuttle run) and physical activity (proportion of students achieving over 60 min of moderate–to-vigorous physical
activity/day). For these primary outcomes, we stratified analysis by weight (underweight, normal BMI and overweight/
obese) and fitness (fit and low fitness) groups. Mixed linear regression models were used to assess the intervention effect.

Results: The prevalence of overweight/obesity, underweight and poor physical fitness was 20.3 %, 5.8 % and
84.8 % respectively. A higher intervention effect was observed for speed shuttle run in overweight (β = −1.85 s, P = 0.04)
adolescents compared to underweight (β = −1.66 s, P = 0.5) or normal weight (β = −0.35 s, P = 0.6) peers. The intervention
effect on vertical jump was higher in adolescents with poor physical fitness (β = 3.71 cm, P = 0.005) compared to their fit
peers (β = 1.28 cm, P = 0.4). The proportion of students achieving over 60 min of moderate-to-vigorous physical activity/
day was not significantly different according to weight or fitness status.

Conclusion: Comprehensive school-based interventions that aim to improve diet and physical activity could improve
speed and strength aspects of physical fitness in low-fit and overweight/obese adolescents.

Trial registration: Clinicaltrials.gov identifier NCT01004367. Registered October 28, 2009.
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Background
Overweight and lack of physical fitness in adolescence
are independent risk factors for the development of
non-communicable diseases (NCDs) throughout the life
course [1–4]. Overweight adolescents are on average
1.5 times more likely to develop type II diabetes, hyper-
tension and an abnormal lipid profile during adulthood.
Only recently, adolescents with low fitness levels are
considered as a public health issue as their low fitness
levels are significantly related with unhealthy cardiovas-
cular performance, muscle mass losses, adipose tissue
increase, decreased insulin response and sensitivity, and
low bone mineral density in adulthood [3].
NCD prevention strategies such as school-based inter-

ventions, are particularly important since these are feas-
ible and relatively inexpensive approaches that reach out
to large populations with a wide range of BMIs or fitness
abilities. School-based interventions involving both the
individual and environmental components have shown
small to moderate effects for the prevention of over-
weight and low-fitness in adolescents [5–8]. However, to
our knowledge, little is known about the effect of these
school-based interventions in groups of adolescents with
a high health risk, like overweight/obese and low-fit ad-
olescents. Current research on the topic is focused on
the 6 to 12 year age group from high-income countries
[9–15]. In low-and middle-income countries (LMICs),
the evidence on the effectiveness of school based inter-
ventions for the prevention of overweight and low-
fitness is limited and specifically scarce regarding to its
effect modification on high-risk groups such as over-
weight/obese and low-fit adolescents [3, 9–14].
In Cuenca-Ecuador a school-based intervention program

“ACTIVITAL”, with a sample of adolescents (n = 1440),
was carried out. The intervention was developed by using
the Intervention mapping protocol [16] together with a par-
ticipatory approach (Comprehensive Participatory Planning
and Evaluation approach [17]. In summary, the needs as-
sessments include a qualitative [18, 19] and quantitative
[20, 21] research which identified the influencing factor (in-
dividual and environmental) for diet and physical activity
behavior [18, 19]. In the sample targeted by quantitative re-
search, 3 out of 5 adolescents had low fitness scores [20]
and the prevalence of overweight and obesity was 18 % and
2.1 %, respectively [21]. This information was used to define
the intervention objectives. The objectives were translated
into intervention strategies using theories reported to be
effective in other studies. The developed strategies were
then adapted to the local context by using the local evi-
dence and the participatory approach (participatory
workshops with school staff and adolescents). This
overall process resulted in a multicomponent (individ-
ual/environmental) intervention program aimed to (i)
decrease sugar intake, (ii) increase daily fruit and vegetable

intake, (iii) decrease unhealthy snack intake, (iv) increase
healthy breakfast intake, (v) decrease daily screen time, and
(vi) increase physical activity of adolescents [18, 19, 22]. In
line with these objectives, diet, physical fitness, physical ac-
tivity and screen-time were defined as primary outcomes,
while anthropometric measurements (body mass indices,
waist circumference) and blood pressure were secondary
ones. After 28 months, the intervention showed an effect
on three primary outcomes, diet [23], physical fitness and
physical activity [24] and on two secondary outcomes:
blood pressure and waist circumference [23].
The present manuscript assessed if the adolescents in

high-risk groups, specifically those overweight/obese and
low-fit, responded differently to the intervention com-
pared to their peers in lower risk groups in terms of
physical fitness (speed shuttle run and vertical jump)
and physical activity (the proportion of adolescents who
met the recommended 60 min of moderate to vigorous
physical activity per day). The subgroup analysis of diet-
ary outcomes was presented elsewhere [23].

Methods
The ACTIVITAL study was a pair-matched cluster ran-
domized control trial conducted from October 2009 till
June 2012 in Cuenca, an urban area in the south of
Ecuador located at ±2400 m of altitude. Schools were
used as clusters to avoid contamination between inter-
vention and control arms.

Participants, sampling, allocation and recruitment
Inclusion criteria for schools were: (i) having >90 students
in 8th and 9th grade and (ii) located in the urban area of
Cuenca, Ecuador. The schools were matched according
to: (i) total number of the students (ii) monthly school fee
(as approximation of socio-economic status of the school),
(iii) school gender (male/female only or co-ed schools)
and (iv) time schedule (morning: 7:00 to 13:00 or after-
noon: 12:00 to 18:00). After the matching the schools
without pair were excluded. A total of 28 (14 pairs) out of
108 schools fitted the inclusion criteria.
The sample size needed to detect a 10 % reduction of

energy intake from fat (from 40 % to 30 % energy intake
from fat, assessed using 2 × 24 h recalls [23]) in the
intervention group compared to the control group was
10 pairs and 1430 adolescents. The latter was calculated
based on Hayes & Bennett [25], using a statistical power
of 80 %, a type I error of 5 %, a Km of 0.15 and a 10 %
anticipate drop-out. Stata (version 12, Stata Corporation,
Texas, USA) was used to select the pairs at random and
randomly allocate the intervention or control within
each pair. Two 8th grades and two 9th grades were ran-
domly selected in each school. All adolescents in the
classes were invited to participate but were excluded
when they were pregnant, had a muscle or bone injury
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or had a concomitant disease. Supervisors and inter-
viewers were trained to carry out the measurements. In-
terviewers were blinded to the allocation group of the
intervention and adolescents were not informed about
the existence of counterfactual schools.
Coordinators of ACTIVITAL recruited adolescents, par-

ents and schools’ principals through separate meetings.
The objectives, duration and the timetable of activities of
intervention were explained during the meetings. Adoles-
cents (acceptance rate = 85 %) and their caretakers (ac-
ceptance rate = 95 %) signed a written assent and consent
respectively. The principal in each school (participation
rate = 100 %) formally accepted the participation of the
school in the study. This study was approved by the ethics
committees from Ecuador (“Comité de Biomedicina de
la Universidad Central del Ecuador”, code N°: CBM/
cobi-001 − 2008/462) and Belgium (“Ghent University
Hospital” code N°: FWA00002482). The trial was regis-
tered under the clinicaltrials.gov as NTC01004367.

Intervention
The intervention’s objectives and strategies were devel-
oped by a systematic process that include Intervention
Mapping protocol and Comprehensive and Participatory
Planning and Evaluation approach [19]. In general terms,
the intervention objective was to improve the dietary
and physical activity behavior and to discourage the time
devoted to screen-time among adolescents. For these pur-
poses both individual and environmental strategies were
developed and implemented in two periods: October 2010
until February 2011 and from October 2011 until January
2012 (Table 1).
The individual strategy included the delivery of educa-

tional package organized at classroom level to promote
healthy diet and an active lifestyle. This strategy was im-
plemented through classes for all students in the selected
grades and was delivered by volunteering teachers of life
sciences of the schools and research staff. The following
key messages related to physical activity behavior were
tackled in two out of 13 chapters of the educational pack-
age: i) be active for at least 60 min per day, ii) spend max-
imum 2 h per day on sedentary behavior and iii) ways to
overcome the barriers for physical activity (Table 1). The
other 11 chapters of the educational package focused on
the promotion of a healthy diet.
The environmental strategy included three main activ-

ities: (i) Workshops for parents that were parallel to the
classes with adolescents and covered similar topics
(e.g. be active for at least 60 min per day, spend max-
imum 2 h per day on sedentary behavior and ways to
overcome the barriers for physical activity). The par-
ental workshop lasted one hour and consisted of a
slide show presentation followed by a session of ques-
tions of parents. (ii) Organization of social events such

an interactive pep talks with famous young sportsmen.
During a one-hour session, an athlete shared her/his
personal sport experiences and gave advice on healthy
diet, active lifestyle and physical activity. One session
per school was organized. (iii) Environmental modification
that consistent of providing a walking trail in each school.
Walking trails were drawn on the playground and three
posters were suspended on the walls along the walking
trails to encourage the adolescents to walk more during
recess. Additionally, full color posters of young sportsmen,
the ACTVITAL logo and key message regarding physical
activity were suspended on the classroom walls and in the
front of the food shops. In addition, regular meetings with
schoolteachers, school management and students were
held to assess progress and coordinate the intervention ac-
tivities (Table 1).
Both the intervention and control schools received

the standard school curriculum as determined by the
Ecuadorian government, which allocates 80 min of
physical education classes per week (2 school ses-
sions). The mandatory physical education curriculum
was mainly geared at increasing sports skills and was
implemented in all schools by the schoolteachers.

Measurements
The baseline and the follow-up measurements were per-
formed October 2009-February 2010 and February
2012-June 2012 respectively. A group of interviewers
(nutritionist, medical doctors and others professionals
related to health, size group range: 7–14 persons) were
trained for the purposes of the research (five days of
training and using a manual training) and collected the
data in the schools. The principals of the schools agreed
to allocate a number of class hours over a one week to
apply the measurements.

Primary and secondary outcomes
According to the interventions’ objectives the primary
outcomes of the trial were diet, physical fitness, seden-
tary behavior and physical activity, while blood pressure
and anthropometric measurements were the secondary
outcomes. The diet (energy intake and food group con-
sumptions) was assessed by 24 h recalls [23]. Physical
fitness was measured by EUROFIT [26] battery and in-
cluded 20 m shuttle run, speed shuttle run, plate tapping,
sit-and-reach, sit-ups, vertical jump, bent hang, handgrip
and flamingo balance tests. As a proxy of sedentary behav-
ior, screen time was used. The latter was estimated using a
validated questionnaire [27] that assessed the time spend
on television, video games and computer during a weekday
(after school hours) and weekend day. Physical activity was
measured using accelerometers (type GT-256 and GT1M,
Actigraph Manufacturing Technology Incorporated, Fort
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Table 1 Physical activity intervention components of the ACTIVITAL study implemented among 12–15 year old adolescents in 10 schools of Cuenca – Ecuador during
2010–2012*

What Who/where/when Why How What received (WR)/How reacted (HR)

1. Individual-based strategies

Book 1 (Curriculum)
One out of five chapters addressed physical
activity and screen-tine behavior. This chapter
was developed to be delivered in 90 min
(1st year).

School teachers and trained
staff/classroom/September
2010-February 2011
Each chapter was performed
every two weeks.

- To create awareness regarding the
importance of an adequate physical
activity throughout adolescence
(Book 1 and 2)
- To increase knowledge and enhance
decision-making skills (Book 1 and 2)
- To encourage the adolescents to be
physically active for at least 60 min per
day and to spend maximum 2 h per
day on screen-tine activities (Book 1)

Thought textbooks and pedagogic
materials for teachers and students.
The material contained educational
objectives, clear instructions for
implementation the physical and
educational activities during the
classes without additional training.

WR: 100 % of classes addressing
physical activity component were
delivered
HR: The students had a 95 % of
average attendance of classes on
physical activity
Around 75 % of adolescents showed
an active participation in the classes.
Around 54 % of the scheduled
classes addressing physical activity
component were delivered by the
school teacher

Book 2 (Curriculum)
The book contained 8 chapters in total and
one corresponded to the physical activity.
Chapter 7: Physical Activity (how to remove
barriers in order to be more physically active).
This chapter was planned to be delivered in
90 min (2th year).

School teachers and trained
staff/classroom/September
2011-January 2012. Each chapter
was performed every two weeks.

A second set of textbooks and
pedagogic materials were
developed for teachers and students.
The material contained educational
objectives and clear instructions for
implementing the physical and
educational activities.

2. Environment-based strategies
Parental workshops
In total six workshops were performed.
Informative leaflets supporting the content
of the workshop were distributed to each
participant during the workshops. Two
workshops focused on decreasing
sedentary time and increasing physical
activity (1st year) and dealing with barriers
for physical activity (2th year).

ACTIVITAL staff/school meeting
room/1 workshop from October
2010 till February 2011 and 1
workshop from October 2011 till
January 2012

- To support healthy behavior of adolescents
at home
- To increase the awareness of parents
regarding the importance of regular
physical activity for adolescents, how to
be active during the day and how to
deal with barriers to be physically active.

Workshops of 1 h were delivered by
the ACTIVITAL staff. Parents attendance
was mandatory through a letter
signed by each school principal
Each leaflet included theoretical
information, advises and benefits
on the particular topic of the
workshops

WR: Two workshops (100 %) related
to physical activity component were
delivered as planned.
HR: Around 10 % of the parents
attended both workshops.
Around 97 % of the parents showed
an interest in the contents of the
workshops

Social event
-Pep talks by successful and well-known
young male (n= 3) and female (n= 2) athletes,
which were international young champions in
BMX, swimming, racquetball and weightlifting
(1st year)

Young athletes/auditorium/Once
during the intervention

- To encourage physical activity through
the positive influence of social models

A 1-h interactive session with young
athletes was given. Athletes shared
their personal sport experiences and
gave advice on active lifestyles and
physical activity.

WR: One pep talk was delivered in
each school (100 %)
HR: Around 78 % of adolescents
showed an interest in the pep talks.
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Table 1 Physical activity intervention components of the ACTIVITAL study implemented among 12–15 year old adolescents in 10 schools of Cuenca – Ecuador during
2010–2012* (Continued)

Walking trail and posters
- 3 posters suspended on the school walls
adjacent to the trail, with phrases like: “Do
you like to talk? Walk and Talk” (1st year).
- Using line markings, a walking trail was
drawn on the school’s playground. The
length of the trail was the perimeter of
playground (2th year).

Physical education teacher/
classroom/September 2011 –
January 2012

- To increase availability and accessibility
to opportunities for physical activity
inside the schools
- To motivate the students to walk more
during the recess time

The physical education teacher
explained the students about the
importance of being physically
active and how the students could
use the walking trail to be more
active during recess.

WR: The walking trail was implemented
in the ten schools (100 %)
HR: Around 25 % of the adolescents
used the walking trail according to
the results of the two schools where
the walking trail was evaluated.

Posters for classroom and food tuck shop
Fiver different posters with key messages
on physical activity and pictures of the
young athletes (1st year).

ACTIVITAL staff/classroom and
food tuck shop/Monthly from
October 2010 to February 2011

- To encourage students to be active
and eat healthy

Posters included key messages to
be active were suspended on the
classroom walls and in front of the
food tuck shops.

WR/HR: The five posters (100 %)
were suspended in the classroom
and food tuck shop

*The “ACTIVITAL” trial aimed at improving diet and physical activity. This table summarizes the physical activity component of the trial, which was focused on improving both physical activity and scree-time behaviors
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Walton Beach FL, USA). A randomly selected sub-
sample (acceptance rate 100 %) of adolescents (n = 251
at baseline, n = 134 after the intervention i.e. 47 % of
missing data) wore an accelerometer during five week-
days. To reduce the data from accelerometer to mi-
nutes of physical activity the cut-points used were ≤100
counts/min, 100–759 counts/min and ≥760 counts/min
for sedentary, light and moderate to vigorous physical
activity respectively. The proportion of adolescents who
met the recommended 60 min of moderate to vigorous
physical activity per day [28] was calculated. The an-
thropometric measurements (secondary outcomes) in-
cluded BMI and waist circumference, and were used to
estimate changes in the anthropometric status.
As mentioned before, the present sub-group analysis

considered two primary outcomes that showed a signifi-
cant improvement among adolescents: physical fitness in
terms of speed shuttle run and vertical jump, and phys-
ical activity in terms of the proportion of adolescents
who met the recommended 60 min of moderate to vig-
orous physical activity per day. These outcomes showed
a power >80 % based on a post-hoc analysis [25].

Socio-economic status
The socio-economic status of the adolescent’s household
was defined according to the Integrated Social Indicator
System for Ecuador [29]. The system classifies a house-
hold as “poor” when it reports one or more deprivations
related to housing facilities, basic urban services, money,
education and physical space, otherwise the household is
classified as “better-off”.

Monitoring of delivery and response of the intervention
Researchers recorded attendance and participation rates
during classes and the receptiveness of the adolescents
to the classes. Teachers in charge of a class filled out a
questionnaire at the end of each class to assess their
appreciation of the materials and the messages con-
veyed. We assessed if adolescents noticed, liked and
used the walking trail using a questionnaire in a con-
venience sample of 2 schools. At the end of the work-
shop with parents, a questionnaire was administered
to parents to measure satisfaction and to get general
feedback of the workshops. Table 1 summaries the de-
livery and response of the intervention. A full process
evaluation is reported elsewhere [23].
A detailed description of intervention design [19],

methods of collection data [24], and the intervention
effect on primary outcomes dietary intake (including
sub-group analysis) [23], physical fitness, physical activity
[24], and screen-time (under second revision) can be found
in a separate documents.

Grouping
For the purpose of this paper, we classified adolescents
into groups according to their BMI and aerobic capacity
scores in the 20 m shuttle run at baseline. The BMI
groups were normal weight, underweight and over-
weigh/obese (called “overweight”) and were defined ac-
cording to IOTF criteria [30].
The fitness groups “fit” and “low fitness”, were gener-

ated based on the results from the 20 m shuttle run test
at baseline using the FITNESSGRAM standard. The lat-
ter classifies adolescents into those who achieved the
health zone (“fit group”) or not (“low fitness group”)
[31]. FITNESSGRAM contains the minimum levels of
aerobic capacity (in ml/kg/min units of VO2max) that
provides a protection against health risks associated with
inadequate fitness. For girls, standard values range from
40.2 ml/kg/min to 38.8 ml/kg/min across the developmen-
tal transition from 11 to 17 years old. For boys, values rise
from around 40.2 ml/kg/min to 44.2 ml/kg/min. To obtain
the VO2max from the result of the 20 m shuttle run tests
the following validated equation was used VO2max =
41.77 + 0.49 (laps)-0.0029 (laps) 2-0.62 BMI + 0.35 (gen-
der* age); where gender = 0 for girls, 1 for boys [32].

Statistical analysis
All analyses were performed on an intention-to-treat
basis. The baseline characteristics by group were pre-
sented as means with standard deviation (SD) or per-
centage (%). In the BMI and fitness groups we tested the
differences in characteristics at baseline between cat-
egories by χ2 test and two-sample t-test, accounting for
cluster design by using the STATA (command svy).
The intervention effect was analyzed using a mixed

model with the pair-matching as the random factor. In
such models, the Beta coefficient (β) of the intervention
variable indicates the difference in means for continuous
dependent variables and the difference in absolute risks
for dichotomous ones [33]. We assessed whether the
intervention effect varied according to BMI or fitness
status by including the interaction terms BMI categorical
x intervention allocation or fitness categorical x inter-
vention allocation in the model.
All models were adjusted for gender, socio economics

status and the corresponding interaction terms with inter-
vention allocation. The model for BMI was also adjusted
for fitness categorical and fitness categorical x interven-
tion allocate, while the model for fitness was also adjusted
for BMI and BMI x intervention allocation. The covariates
included in the models were used as they were considered
confounders. The interaction terms between covariates
and intervention allocation were used to check for inde-
pendent of the associations between covariates [34]. We
stratified the analysis and compared the intervention effect
within BMI or fitness status when the corresponding
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interaction term was significant based on a threshold of P-
value of interaction (Pi) <0.1 [34].
As a sensitivity analysis, we repeated all tests without

adjusting for variables at the individual level. In addition,
to estimate the effect of missing data on outcomes that
were significant different among BMI or fitness status
(Pi <0.1) we repeated the analyses after imputing missing
data. Multiple imputations were done under the missing
at random assumption and using the chained equation
models with 50 runs of imputations. The predictors for
the regression model for imputations were gender, BMI
z-score, age and socio economic status at baseline since
they could influence the outcome.
All statistical tests were two-sided with a statistical signifi-

cance level at 5 %. Stata software (version 12.0 IC, Stata
Corporation, Texas, USA) was used to perform all analyses.

Results
Baseline differences
The flowchart of the study is presented in Fig. 1. The baseline
prevalence of overweight was 20.3 % (including 3.4 % of obese)
and the underweight was 5.8 %. The largest share of the sam-
ple (84.8 %) of the adolescents were classified into the low-fit
group. Only some baseline characteristics were comparable
between the BMI and fitness categories. Between BMI groups,
the comparable baseline characteristic were female proportion,
and the proportion of adolescents who meet the PA recom-
mendation (Table 2 and Additional file 1: Table S1). Whilst for
fitness groups, only age, proportion of poor and the propor-
tion of adolescents who meet the PA recommendation were
comparable (Table 3 and Additional file 1: Table S1).

Intervention effects by BMI status
The intervention effect according to the BMI status is pre-
sented in Table 4. There were differential intervention ef-
fects for speed shuttle run (Pi = 0.06) between BMI groups.
The intervention effect for adolescents with normal weight
was β = −0.35 s [−1.63; 0.93]; β =−1.66 s [−6.31; 2.97] for
underweight adolescents and β = −1.85 s [−2.59; −0.43] for
overweight adolescents, i.e. the highest intervention effect
was observed in the overweight group. Furthermore, this
difference in intervention effect was significant only for the
group of overweight adolescents (P = 0.04), which was inde-
pendent of cardiopulmonary fitness, socio economic status
and gender (Pi > 0.1 for all interaction terms) [34].
There was no evidence that the intervention effects on

vertical jump (Pi = 0.59) or in the proportion of adoles-
cents who reached the recommendation of 60 min of
moderate to vigorous physical activity (Pi = 0.46) were
different amongst BMI groups.

Intervention effects by fitness status
There were differential intervention effects for vertical
jump (Pi = 0.02) between fitness groups (Table 5). The

intervention effect for fit adolescents was β = 1.28
[−1.77; 4.32] cm and β = 3.71 [1.15; 6.28] cm for low-
fitness adolescents which was significant for the later
(P = 0.005) independently of BMI Z-score, socio eco-
nomic status and gender (Pi > 0.1 for all interaction
terms) [34]. No consistent differences between fit and
low-fitness group were found for the intervention effect
for speed shuttle run (Pi = 0.60) and for the proportion of
adolescents who reached the recommendation of 60 min
of moderate to vigorous physical activity (Pi = 0.94).

Sensitivity analysis
The unadjusted model showed that the intervention
effect on vertical jump was not significant different be-
tween fit and low-fitness (Pi of the allocation group x fit-
ness groups = 0.15) in contrast to what was observed for
the adjusted analysis (Pi = 0.02). The intervention effect on
speed shuttle run according to BMI groups was similar for
the unadjusted and adjusted analyses. After imputing
missing values (n = 282/1440 for vertical jump and n =
286/1440 for speed shuttle run), the intervention effect on
vertical jump decreased by 3.8 % (from β = 3.71, P = 0.005
to β = 3.57, P = 0.06) in low-fitness adolescents. For the
BMI groups, the intervention effect on speed shuttle run
became non-significant in overweight adolescents, chan-
ging from P = 0.04 β = −1.85 to P = 0.09 β = −1.58.

Discussion
Our findings suggest that low-fit and overweight adoles-
cents respond differently to ACTIVITAL program for two
fitness outcomes compared to the fit and normal/under-
weight groups, respectively. Adolescents with poor physical
fitness showed a higher improvement of muscular strength
(vertical jump) compared to fit adolescents, after the
intervention program. Whilst, overweight adolescents
had a significantly lower increase in the time needed
for speed shuttle run test compared to normal-weight
and underweight adolescents i.e. although there was
an overall decline in speed fitness with the time, this de-
cline was smaller in the overweight adolescents compared
to the normal-weight and underweight adolescents. These
potential health benefits among adolescents at health risk
(low-fit, overweight) are independent of the differences
between weight and fitness groups in terms of age, socio-
economic status, BMI and proportion of females. The lat-
ter is supported by the fact that our analyses were adjusted
for all interaction terms between covariates and interven-
tion allocation.
The findings of our analysis show that the intervention

could provide positive effects on health [3, 35] among
low-fit adolescents as they showed larger improvements
on muscular strength compared to fit ones. Muscular
strength and cardiorespiratory fitness are independently
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associated with NCD risks factors and are important de-
terminants of general health during adolescence [3].
It has been reported that overweight adolescents have a

lower performance on speed shuttle run than their normal
peers, diminishing their self-efficacy, enjoyment for sport
participation and physical exercise [36, 37]. Speed/agility
is an independent predictor of bone mineral density in a

young population and therefore, a persistent pattern of
being slower and less agile through adolescence could
compromise bone health at a later stage [3]. We consider
that the intervention effect reported in the present manu-
script is encouraging for overweight/obese adolescents in
terms of speed shuttle run with a possible positive effect
on bone health. However, we acknowledge that the

Fig. 1 Enrolment, allocation, follow-up and analysis of Ecuadorian adolescents in a school-based health promotion intervention. aThe flow chart
reflects the whole study population without a distinction based on their weight status and fitness [24]
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Table 2 Baseline characteristics by BMI status (normal weight, underweight and overweight)a

Pb All Normal weight Underweight Overweight

n Control
Mean (SD)

Intervention
Mean (SD)

n Control
Mean (SD)

Intervention
Mean (SD)

n Control
Mean (SD)

Intervention
Mean (SD)

n

Age 0.04 1292 12.91 (0.82) 12.80 (0.75) 1014 13.05 (0.84) 12.89 (0.84) 79 12.77 (0.78) 12.75 (0.79) 278

Body mass index (kg/m2) <0.001 1292 18.79 (1.67) 18.79 (1.65) 1014 15.51 (0.83) 15.20 (0.73) 79 24.24 (2.04) 24.90 (2.81) 278

Body mass index Z-score <0.001 1292 0.06 (0.64) 0.07 (0.68) 1014 −1.66 (0.40) −1.80 (0.43) 79 1.73 (0.43) 1.84 (0.52) 278

Low socio economic status (%) 0.03 1240 34.56 32.78 971 29.41 41.46 75 26.36 25.00 269

Female proportion (%) 0.78 1292 58.30 66.73 1014 61.76 60.00 66 58.52 68.53 278

Fitness (EUROFIT)

Speed-agility

Speed shuttle run (s) <0.001 1257 24.37 (2.14) 24.44 (2.28) 987 24.52 (2.82) 23.86 (2.80) 76 25.16 (2.08) 25.63 (2.37) 270

Muscle strength and endurance

Vertical jump (cm) <0.001 1259 26.51 (5.41) 25.86 (5.70) 991 25.23 (5.54) 26.19 (4.88) 76 24.21 (4.96) 23.66 (5.34) 268

Accelerometer data

% who meet the PA recommendation
(60 min MVPA/day)

0.29 225 91.02 96.70 169 100 85.71 11 91.30 90.90 45

aThe overweight group includes overweight and obese adolescents according to the IOTF criteria [30]
bP-value for differences between overweight, normal-weight and underweight groups
The analysis was adjusted for the study design
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Table 3 Baseline characteristics by fitness status (fit and low fitness)a

Pb All Fit Low fit

n Control
Mean (SD)

Intervention
Mean (SD)

n Control
Mean (SD)

Intervention
Mean (SD)

n

Age 0.86 1313 12.84 (0.71) 12.86 (0.72) 284 12.90 (0.84) 12.79 (0.78) 1029

Body mass index (kg/m2) <0.001 1313 17.96 (1.80) 17.74 (1.84) 284 20.24 (2.92) 20.30 (3.41) 1029

Body mass index z-score <0.001 1313 −0.22 (0.84) −0.32 (1.04) 284 0.47 (0.97) 0.46 (1.07) 1029

Low socio economic status (%) 0.29 1260 34.39 35.90 274 31.84 31.29 986

Female proportion (%) <0.001 1313 16.56 13.22 284 72.30 78.62 1029

Fitness (EUROFIT)

Speed-agility

Speed shuttle run (s) <0.001 1310 23.20 (1.89) 22.72 (1.72) 284 24.96 (2.10) 25.08 (2.25) 1026

Muscle strength and endurance

Vertical jump (cm) <0.001 1304 28.22 (5.67) 28.89 (5.89) 284 25.29 (5.06) 24.67 (5.30) 1020

Accelerometer data

% who meet the PA recommendation
(60 min MVPA/day)

0.79 219 93.75 90.00 52 90.00 95.87 167

aThe low fit were adolescents who did not reach the health zone according to the FITNESSGRAM standards [31]
bP-value for differences between fit and low fit groups
The analysis was adjusted for the study design
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Table 4 Effect of the intervention according to BMI status

All Control Intervention Adjusted Unadjusted

n Mean (DS) Mean (DS) β [95 % CI] Pb β [95 % CI] Pd

Fitness (EUROFIT)

Speed-agility

Speed shuttle run (s) 0.06c 0.08e

Normal weight 723 2.65 (3.37) 1.96 (2.41) −0.35 [−1.63; 0.93] 0.59 −0.58 [−1.45; 0.28] 0.19

Underweight 60 2.72 (3.79) 2.61 (1.93) −1.66 [−6.31; 2.97] 0.48 −0.20 [−1.91; 1.52] 0.82

Overweighta 188 2.85 (3.71) 1.34 (2.40) −1.85 [−3.62; −0.08] 0.04 −1.51 [−2.59; −0.43] 0.006

Muscle strength and endurance

Vertical jump (cm) 987 0.07 (6.45) 1.98 (6.80) 0.59c 0.85e

Accelerometer data

% who meet the PA recommendation (60 min MVPA/day) 130 −18.09 −5.87 0.46 0.57
aThe overweight group includes the obese adolescents
bP-value adjusted for gender, socio economic status, fitness and all interaction terms between covariates and allocation group
cP-value of interactions terms of BMI status (normal weight, underweight and overweight) X allocation group (control/intervention) after adjusting for gender, socio economic status, fitness and including all
interactions between covariates and allocation group
dP-value of the unadjusted analysis
eP-value of the interaction term between BMI status (normal weight, underweight and overweight) X allocation group (control/intervention) from unadjusted analysis
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Table 5 Effect of the intervention according to fitness status

Outcomes All Control Intervention Adjusted Unadjusted

n Mean (DS) Mean (DS) β [95 % CI] Pa β [95 % CI] Pc

Fitness (EUROFIT)

Speed-agility

Speed shuttle run (s) 971 2.69 (3.44) 1.89 (2.40) 0.60b 0.39d

Muscle strength and endurance

Vertical jump (cm) 0.02b 0.15d

Fit 219 2.23 (6.73) 3.69 (7.19) 1.28 [−1.77; 4.32] 0.41 - -

Low fit 768 −0.54 (6.22) 1.58 (6.66) 3.71 [1.15; 6.28] 0.005 - -

Accelerometer data

% who meet the PA recommendation (60 min MVPA/day) 130 −18.09 −5.87 0.94 0.30
aP-value adjusted for BMI z-score, gender, socio economics status and all interaction terms between covariates and allocation group
bP-value of the interactions terms of fitness status (fit/low fitness) X allocation group (intervention/control) after adjusting for BMI z-score, gender, socio economic status and including all interactions between covariates and
allocation group
cP-value of the unadjusted analysis
dP-value of interaction term between of fitness status (fit/low fitness) X allocation group (intervention/control) from unadjusted analysis.
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absence of an effect in the underweight group could be a
result of its smaller sample size [38] compared to the size
of overweight and normal weight groups.
To our knowledge, only one Swiss study has examined

simultaneously the intervention effect by weight category
and fitness levels group among preschoolers. This study
showed that low-fit and overweight preschoolers had a
higher decrease in waist circumference and index of
skin fold compared to fit and normal weight peers. In
addition, the motor fitness improved more in over-
weight preschoolers compared to normal-weight ones
[13]. Some studies have examined the variation of
intervention effect only for fitness status or only for
BMI status. As far as we know, only one study has
analyzed the modification of intervention effect by fit-
ness levels. This study reported the intervention effect
on BMI, body fat and waist circumference by fitness
levels in a population aged from 6 to 12 years. The lat-
ter study did not find that the intervention was more
effective among low-fit subjects compared to fit ones
[14]. On other hand, the modification of intervention
effect only by weight category has been evaluated in
some studies, but only in a younger population than
that of the present study [9–12]. In most of those stud-
ies, the intervention effect on fitness (cardiorespiratory
and muscle strength) was higher in the overweight
group compared to normal weight group [9–12].
Our intervention was developed using a participatory

approach, i.e. participants were involved in the health re-
search process in order to improve the quality of the re-
search design [17]. We speculate that this approach has
created an environment in which the participants feel
more comfortable and willing to be part of the interven-
tion activities. In addition, our intervention used simple
and positive messages that responded to a latent need
for fun activities that address healthy lifestyles, in particular
in the group of overweight and low-fit adolescents [39, 40].
This might have induced a higher response from these
groups of adolescents that commonly face discriminatory
attitudes and behavior at school [41]. Interventions that use
high intensity physical activity or fitness sessions might
have led to poor adherence in overweight/obese or low-fit
adolescents due to their limited ability to carry out many of
these activities [37]. Another plausible explanation, for the
observed intervention effect among adolescents at health
risk, is the presence of a “flooring effect”. Given their poor
performance on the fitness components, the group of over-
weight or low-fit adolescents might have had more room
and could require less effort to improve the motor fitness
or speed/agility fitness components compared to normal
weight [42] or fit adolescents [43, 44].
The results of the present manuscript suggest that future

similar programs should consider the BMI or fitness status
of adolescents if they expect to improve the speed—agility

or muscular strength component among adolescents.
Whilst, similar approaches could have an effect of physical
activity independently of the BMI or fitness status of the
adolescents. Besides, while the ACTIVITAL program is
potential benefit for adolescents at high risk in terms of
physical fitness only, more research are needed in order to
identify approaches able to improve also the physical activ-
ity and screen-time behavior among overweight or low-fit
adolescents. Additionally, future studies should invest time
on sub-groups analysis in order to identify possible benefits
among groups at health. This will provide sufficient evi-
dence to confirm our findings.
Our results are limited to the populations with similar

characteristics to Ecuadorian adolescents i.e. mixed mestizo
ethnicity, living in urban areas at high altitude, with an
obesity/overweigh prevalence around 22 %, a high propor-
tion (>90 %) of adolescents that met the physical activity
recommendations [24] and a high proportion (>60 %)
of adolescents with low-fitness. However, the systematic
process to develop the program could be generalized to
adolescent populations with different prevalence of obesity/
overweight/low-fit or with low proportion of adolescents
that met the physical activity recommendations, since the
approach used takes into account the needs and opinions
of the participants to design the intervention. And there-
fore, the resulted intervention program might have an in-
creased acceptability among the target groups.

Strengths and limitations
Our study holds important strengths. First, our program
uses a strong experimental design, with a sample size
that is much larger than the average sample size (n = 300
participants) of similar school based studies in LMICs. A
second strength is the duration of our program, which is
longer than most trials focusing on a similar topic. Third,
we used objective and clinically relevant cut-points
(FITNESSGRAM standards) to classify adolescents into
the fit and low fitness groups. Some limitations must be
addressed. First, we used the 20 m shuttle run as an in-
direct measurement of VO2 max. We acknowledge that
the estimation of VO2 max from results of 20 m shuttle
run can vary according to the equation used. Neverthe-
less, in this study we used an equation [32] that has
showed the highest agreement between the actual VO2

max and the estimate VO2 max from the 20 m shuttle
run scores considering the age, gender and BMI of the
subjects. Second, the dose received could not be assessed
by the weight status or the fitness status of the adolescents,
as the tools used to estimate the uptake only collected gen-
eral information for the entire sample [23]. Third, physical
activity was assessed only in a sub-sample. Finally, although
our results are encouraging for school interventions in
LMICs, our findings are modest and should be combined
with other strategies to improve its effectiveness.
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Conclusions
Our results suggest that comprehensive school-based in-
terventions to improve diet and physical activity could
be beneficial in low-fit and overweight/obese adolescents
who are already at health risk. The overweight/obese
and low-fit adolescents responded differently to the
intervention program compared to their normal/under-
weight and fit peers for the speed component (speed-
shuttle run) and muscle strength component (vertical
jump test) of the EUROFIT test. Future school interven-
tions should consider the effect of their interventions
strategies on the high-risk groups.

Findings
This work was supported by grant from VLIR-UOS and
Nutrition Third World and conducted within the co-
operation between the University of Cuenca (Ecuador)
and Ghent University (Belgium).

Additional file

Additional file 1: Table S1. Mean and range of fitness scores at
baseline, by BMIa and fitnessb status. (DOCX 13 kb)

Abbreviations
BMI: body mass index; LMICs: low-and middle-income countries;
NCDs: noncommunicable diseases.

Competing interests
All authors declare have no competing interest

Authors’ contributions
Conceived and designed the study: VR, OA, KP. Performed the study: AS, OA,
VR, RP, DS. Analyzed the data: AS, LC, OA, CG, KP. Wrote the first draft of the
manuscript: AS, LC, CG, KP. Contributed to the writing of the manuscript: AS, LC,
CG, OA, VR, VJ, OJ, RP, DS, KP. Agree with manuscript results and conclusion: AS,
LC, CG, OA, VR, VJ, OJ, RP, DS, KP. Enrolled participants: AS, OA, VR, DS. All authors
read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgments
We acknowledge the participation of the students, teachers and parents in
all schools. This work would not have been possible without Rosendo Rojas,
Diana Andrade, Diana Cordova, Juana Cabrera, Silvia Torres, Lourdes Jerves,
Ma. Cecilia Vintimilla, Marlene Gia, Cecilia Romero and all interviewers that
participated in the collecting data.

Author details
1Food Nutrition and Health Program, Universidad de Cuenca, Avenida 12 de
Abril y Loja, 010202 Cuenca, Ecuador. 2Department of Food Safety and Food
Quality, Ghent University, Coupure links 653, 9000 Ghent, Belgium. 3Institute
of Tropical Medicine, Nationalestraat 155, 2000 Antwerp, Belgium.
4Department of Movement and Sports Sciences, Ghent University,
Watersportlaan 2, 9000 Ghent, Belgium.

Received: 14 November 2014 Accepted: 12 April 2016

References
1. Juonala M, Magnussen CG, Berenson GS, Venn A, Burns TL, Sabin MA,

Srinivasan SR, Daniels SR, Davis PH, Chen W, et al. Childhood adiposity, adult
adiposity, and cardiovascular risk factors. N Engl J Med. 2011;365:1876–85.

2. Rauner A, Mess F, Woll A. The relationship between physical activity,
physical fitness and overweight in adolescents: a systematic review of
studies published in or after 2000. BMC Pediatr. 2013;13:19.

3. Ortega FB, Ruiz JR, Castillo MJ, Sjostrom M. Physical fitness in childhood and
adolescence: a powerful marker of health. Int J Obes (Lond). 2008;32:1–11.

4. Eisenmann JC, Katzmarzyk P, Perusse L, Tremblay A, Despres J, Bouchard C.
Aerobic fitness, body mass index, and CVD risk factors among adolescents:
the Quebec family study. Int J Obesity. 2005;29:1077–83.

5. Khambalia AZ, Dickinson S, Hardy LL, Gill T, Baur LA. A synthesis of existing
systematic reviews and meta-analyses of school-based behavioural interventions
for controlling and preventing obesity. Obes Rev. 2012;13:214–33.

6. Dobbins M, De Corby K, Robeson P, Husson H, Tirilis D. School-based physical
activity programs for promoting physical activity and fitness in children and
adolescents aged 6–18. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2009;1:CD007651.

7. Kriemler S, Meyer U, Martin E, Van Sluijs EMF, Andersen LB, Martin BW. Effect of
school-based interventions on physical activity and fitness in children and
adolescents: a review of reviews and systematic update. Br J Sports Med. 2011;
45:923–30.

8. Dobbins M, Husson H, DeCorby K, LaRocca RL. School-based physical activity
programs for promoting physical activity and fitness in children and
adolescents aged 6 to 18. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2013;2, CD007651.

9. Korsten-Reck U, Kaspar T, Korsten K, Kromeyer-Hauschild K, Bos K, Berg A,
Dickhuth HH. Motor abilities and aerobic fitness of obese children. Int J
Sports Med. 2007;28:762–7.

10. Thivel D, Isacco L, Lazaar N, Aucouturier J, Ratel S, Dore E, Meyer M, Duche
P. Effect of a 6-month school-based physical activity program on body
composition and physical fitness in lean and obese schoolchildren. Eur J
Pediatr. 2011;170:1435–43.

11. D’Hondt E, Gentier I, Deforche B, Tanghe A, Bourdeaudhuij I, Lenoir M. Weight
loss and improved gross motor coordination in children as a result of
multidisciplinary residential obesity treatment. Obesity. 2011;19:1999–2005.

12. Jago R, McMurray RG, Drews KL, Moe EL, Murray T, Pham TH, Venditti EM,
Volpe SL. HEALTHY intervention: fitness, physical activity, and metabolic
syndrome results. Med Sci Sports Exerc. 2011;43:1513–22.

13. Niederer I, Burgi F, Ebenegger V, Marques-Vidal P, Schindler C, Nydegger A,
Kriemler S, Puder JJ. Effects of a Lifestyle Intervention on Adiposity and
Fitness in Overweight or Low Fit Preschoolers (Ballabeina). Obesity. 2013;21:
E287–93.

14. Magnusson KT, Hrafnkelsson H, Sigurgeirsson I, Johannsson E, Sveinsson T.
Limited effects of a 2-year school-based physical activity intervention on
body composition and cardiorespiratory fitness in 7-year-old children.
Health Educ Res. 2012;27:484–94.

15. Metcalf B, Henley W, Wilkin T. Effectiveness of intervention on physical
activity of children: systematic review and meta-analysis of controlled trials
with objectively measured outcomes (EarlyBird 54). BMJ. 2012;345, e5888.

16. Bartholomew LK, Parcel GS, Kok G, Gottlieb NH, Fernandez ME. Planning
health promotion programs: an intervention mapping approach. United
States of America: John Wiley & Sons; 2011.

17. Lefevre P, Kolsteren P, De Wael M, Byekwaso F, Beghin I. Comprehensive
participatory planning and evaluation (CPPE). 2001.

18. Van Royen K, Verstraeten R, Andrade S, Ochoa-Aviles A, Donoso S, Maes L,
Kolsteren P. Factors affecting physical activity in ecuadorian adolescents: a
focus group study. J Phys Act Health. 2015;12:340–8.

19. Verstraeten R. Development of a school-based health promotion
intervention in Ecuadorian adolescents and its cluster randomised-
controlled evaluation design. Ghent: Ghent University; 2014.

20. Andrade S, Ochoa-Aviles A, Lachat C, Escobar P, Verstraeten R, Van Camp J,
Donoso S, Rojas R, Cardon G, Kolsteren P. Physical fitness among urban and
rural Ecuadorian adolescents and its association with blood lipids: a cross
sectional study. BMC Pediatr. 2014;14:106.

21. Ochoa-Aviles A, Andrade S, Huynh T, Verstraeten R, Lachat C, Rojas R,
Donoso S, Manuel-y-Keenoy B, Kolsteren Pl. Prevalence and socioeconomic
differences of risk factors of cardiovascular disease in Ecuadorian
adolescents. Pediatr Obes. 2012;7:274–83.

22. Verstraeten R, Roberfroid D, Lachat C, Leroy JL, Holdsworth M, Maes L,
Kolsteren PW. Effectiveness of preventive school-based obesity interventions
in low- and middle-income countries: a systematic review. Am J Clin Nutr.
2012;96:415–38.

23. Ochoa Avilés AM. Cardiovascular risk factors among Ecuadorian adolescents:
a school-based health promotion intervention. Ghent: Ghent University; 2015.

24. Andrade S, Lachat C, Ochoa-Aviles A, Verstraeten R, Huybregts L, Roberfroid D,
Andrade D, Van Camp J, Rojas R, Donoso S, et al. A school-based intervention
improves physical fitness in Ecuadorian adolescents: a cluster-randomized
controlled trial. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 2014;11:153.

Andrade et al. BMC Pediatrics  (2016) 16:51 Page 14 of 15

dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12887-016-0588-8


25. Hayes RJ, Bennett S. Simple sample size calculation for cluster-randomized
trials. Int J Epidemiol. 1999;28:319–26.

26. Adam C, Klissouras V, Ravazzolo M, Renson R, Tuxworth W. Eurofit: European test
of physical fitness. Rome: Council of Europe, Committee for the Development of
Sport; 1988.

27. Mark AE, Janssen I. Relationship between screen time and metabolic
syndrome in adolescents. J Public Health (Oxf). 2008;30:153–60.

28. Janssen I, Leblanc AG. Systematic review of the health benefits of physical
activity and fitness in school-aged children and youth. Int J Behav Nutr Phys
Act. 2010;7:40.

29. Sistema Integrado de Indicadores Sociales del Ecuador [http://www.siise.
gob.ec/siiseweb/PageWebs/POBREZA/ficpob_P05.htm].

30. Cole TJ, Flegal KM, Nicholls D, Jackson AA. Body mass index cut offs to define
thinness in children and adolescents: international survey. BMJ. 2007;335:194.

31. FITNESSGRAM Performance Standards [http://www.cvesd.org/COMMUNITY/
Documents/2012%20HFZ%20Chart.pdf].

32. Boiarskaia EA, Boscolo MS, Zhu W, Mahar MT. Cross-validation of an
equating method linking aerobic FITNESSGRAM (R) field tests. Am J Prev
Med. 2011;41:S124–30.

33. Hellevik O. Linear versus logistic regression when the dependent variable is
a dichotomy. Qual Quant. 2009;43:59–74.

34. Sun X, Briel M, Walter SD, Guyatt GH. Is a subgroup effect believable? Updating
criteria to evaluate the credibility of subgroup analyses. BMJ. 2010;340.

35. Smith JJ, Eather N, Morgan PJ, Plotnikoff RC, Faigenbaum AD, Lubans DR.
The health benefits of muscular fitness for children and adolescents: a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Sports Med. 2014;44:1209–23.

36. Casajus JA, Leiva MT, Villarroya A, Legaz A, Moreno LA. Physical performance
and school physical education in overweight Spanish children. Ann Nutr
Metab. 2007;51:288–96.

37. Deforche B, Lefevre J, De Bourdeaudhuij I, Hills AP, Duquet W, Bouckaert J.
Physical fitness and physical activity in obese and nonobese Flemish youth.
Obes Res. 2003;11:434–41.

38. Assmann SF, Pocock SJ, Enos LE, Kasten LE. Subgroup analysis and other
(mis) uses of baseline data in clinical trials. Lancet. 2000;355:1064–9.

39. Tsiros MD, Olds T, Buckley JD, Grimshaw P, Brennan L, Walkley J, Hills AP,
Howe PR, Coates AM. Health-related quality of life in obese children and
adolescents. Int J Obes (Lond). 2009;33:387–400.

40. Smith KL, Straker LM, McManus A, Fenner AA. Barriers and enablers for
participation in healthy lifestyle programs by adolescents who are
overweight: a qualitative study of the opinions of adolescents, their parents
and community stakeholders. BMC Pediatr. 2014;14:53.

41. Puhl R, Brownell KD. Bias, discrimination, and obesity. Obes Res. 2001;9:788–805.
42. Bovet P, Auguste R, Burdette H. Strong inverse association between physical

fitness and overweight in adolescents: a large school-based survey. Int J
Behav Nutr Phys Act. 2007;4:24.

43. Ortega FB, Ruiz JR, Castillo MJ, Moreno LA, Gonzalez-Gross M, Warnberg J,
Gutierrez A, Grupo A. Low level of physical fitness in Spanish adolescents.
Relevance for future cardiovascular health (AVENA study). Rev Esp Cardiol.
2005;58:898–909.

44. Rhea MR, Alvar BA, Burkett LN, Ball SD. A meta-analysis to determine the
dose response for strength development. 2003.

•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 

•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal

•  We provide round the clock customer support 

•  Convenient online submission

•  Thorough peer review

•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 

•  Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:

Andrade et al. BMC Pediatrics  (2016) 16:51 Page 15 of 15

http://www.siise.gob.ec/siiseweb/PageWebs/POBREZA/ficpob_P05.htm
http://www.siise.gob.ec/siiseweb/PageWebs/POBREZA/ficpob_P05.htm
http://www.cvesd.org/COMMUNITY/Documents/2012%20HFZ%20Chart.pdf
http://www.cvesd.org/COMMUNITY/Documents/2012%20HFZ%20Chart.pdf

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion
	Trial registration

	Background
	Methods
	Participants, sampling, allocation and recruitment
	Intervention
	Measurements
	Primary and secondary outcomes
	Socio-economic status
	Monitoring of delivery and response of the intervention
	Grouping
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Baseline differences
	Intervention effects by BMI status
	Intervention effects by fitness status
	Sensitivity analysis

	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations

	Conclusions
	Findings
	Additional file
	Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgments
	Author details
	References

