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Abstract

Background: “Use it or lose it” is a well known saying which is applicable to boys with Duchenne Muscular
Dystrophy (DMD). Besides the direct effects of the muscular dystrophy, the increasing effort to perform activities,
the fear of falling and the use of personal aids indirectly impair leg and arm functions as a result of disuse. Physical
training could oppose this secondary physical deterioration. The No Use is Disuse (NUD) study is the first study in
human subjects with DMD that will examine whether a low-intensity physical training is beneficial in terms of
preservation of muscle endurance and functional abilities. The study consists of two training intervention studies:
study 1 “Dynamic leg and arm training for ambulant and recently wheelchair-dependent boys with DMD and,
study 2 “Functional training with arm support for boys with DMD who have been confined to a wheelchair for
several years”. This paper describes the hypotheses and methods of the NUD study.

Methods: Study 1 is an explorative randomized controlled trial with multiple baseline measurements. Thirty boys
with a DNA-established diagnosis of DMD will be included. The intervention consists of a six-months physical
training during which boys train their legs and arms with active and/or assisted cycling training equipment. The
primary study outcomes are muscle endurance and functional abilities, assessed with a Six-Minute Bicycle Test and
the Motor Function Measure. Study 2 has a within-group repeated measurements design and will include ten boys
with DMD who have already been confined to a wheelchair for several years. The six-months physical training
program consists of 1) a computer-assisted training and 2) a functional training with an arm support. The primary
study outcome is functional abilities of the upper extremity, assessed with the Action Research Arm Test.

Discussion: The NUD study will fill part of the gap in the current knowledge about the possible effects of training
in boys with DMD and will increase insight into what type of exercise should be recommended to boys with
DMD. The study will finish at the end of 2010 and results are expected in 2011.

Trial registration: The Netherlands National Trial Register1631

Background
Duchenne Muscular Dystrophy (DMD) is an inherited X
chromosome-linked recessive myopathy which affects
approximately 1/4200 live-born boys[1]. DMD is charac-
terized by a total, or near-total (<3%), absence of the
cell membrane protein dystrophin. The absence of dys-
trophin results in a steady degradation of muscle fibers
that causes progressive loss of muscle strength and

functional abilities[2,3]. Boys with DMD are usually con-
fined to a wheelchair at the age of ten years[4] and have
a median life expectancy of thirty years with spinal sur-
gery and assisted ventilation[5]. Although ongoing stu-
dies show promising therapies that target disease cause,
there is still no curative (pharmaco)therapy available
and, thus, treatment remains symptomatic. An impor-
tant aim in the management of boys with DMD is to
preserve functional abilities for as long as possible[6].
Delaying the loss of functional abilities is relevant for all
activities in daily life and may optimize independence in
boys with DMD.
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The loss of functional abilities is primarily the result
of a progressive decrease in muscle strength and muscle
endurance during the course of the disease[4,7]However,
increasingly limited physical and social possibilities gra-
dually cause a secondary reduction of physical activity.
Indeed, the increasing amount of energy a certain activ-
ity costs, the increasing frequency of falling (with the
need for help to stand up), and the developing fear of
falling further reduce leg and arm activities, resulting in
disuse of the musculoskeletal and cardiorespiratory sys-
tems[8]. The use of an electrical wheelchair limits arm
functions (like reaching and lifting) even more, since a
top blade and a central operating joy stick force boys to
function within the confines of the wheelchair. As the
increased sedentary lifestyle results in progressive disuse,
secondary physical deterioration will occur in all boys
with DMD. Disuse in DMD thus can be defined as the
discrepancy between a boy’s potential capacity and his
actual performance. To underscore the importance of
disuse, previous studies have shown that the presence of
hip, knee and elbow flexion contractures is strongly
related to the onset of wheelchair dependence[4].
Another example is that boys with DMD have a higher
risk of bone fractures due to osteoporosis caused by
unloading[9]. Fractures as a result of falling are followed
by a loss of ambulation in 20-40 percent of the cases
[10,11]. In these aspects, the well-known saying “use it
or lose it” is certainly applicable to boys with DMD.
Physical training could oppose the secondary deteriora-

tion of muscle tissue and the loss of functional abilities as
a result of disuse. However, the number of studies that
examined the effects of training in DMD is limited, and
only a few training studies are reported in human
subjects with DMD. These studies focused on resisted
exercises in ambulatory boys and concluded that sub-
maximal resistance exercises had only limited positive
effects on muscle strength and timed functional tests
(such as the time it takes to walk 23 feet) but, impor-
tantly, they did not cause physical deterioration[12-14].
Recent studies in mdx mice (an animal model for DMD)
concluded that voluntary wheel running (dynamic train-
ing) had positive effects on muscle strength[15] and fati-
gue resistance[15-17]. In addition, non-weight bearing
low-intensity exercises (like swimming) had no detrimen-
tal effects in mdx mice[18]. However, extrapolating data
from animal studies to humans should only be done with
great caution because of differences in phenotypic
expression and biomechanical differences between
humans subjects and animal models with muscular dys-
trophy[19]. Based on the currently available evidence,
and clinical experience, international guidelines recom-
mend ambulatory boys to perform voluntary (eventually
mechanically-assisted) active exercises (such as swim-
ming) and to avoid eccentric exercises. Non-ambulant

boys are advised to perform mobilizing passive or
actively-assisted mobilizing exercises to maintain postural
symmetry and sitting comfort[20].
The mechanisms by which training may oppose the

deterioration of muscle tissue is unclear. Muscle fibres
in DMD are abnormally vulnerable to contraction-
induced injury due to the absence of mechanical reinfor-
cement of the sarcolemmal membrane[21]. Therefore,
eccentric exercises should be avoided[22]. On the other
hand, work-induced damage can enhance muscle regen-
eration and repair[23], and low-stress exercise may pro-
duce beneficial effects on myofiber contractility and
energetic efficiency[21]. For example, low-intensity
training decreased oxidative stress markers[24] and
caused a shift from fast-twitch muscle fiber type 2 to
slow-twitch muscle fiber type 1 in mdx mice[16]. Slow-
twitch muscle fibers are more resistant to muscle fiber
degeneration[16,25]. In addition, corticosteroids could
support the beneficial effect of training in DMD, since
steroids may prevent post-exercise deterioration of ske-
letal muscle[22].
The currently recommended voluntary exercises to

maintain comfort and symmetry[6] are widely used in
daily practice and assume that low-intensity training is
beneficial and not harmful for boys with DMD. How-
ever, these recommendations are mainly based on the-
ory and there is a need for more research to justify
these recommendations and to define the optimal exer-
cise programmes[26]. As we expect that a low-intensity
training may slow-down the secondary decline of muscle
endurance and functional abilities (figure 1), we devel-
oped the No Use is Disuse (NUD) study protocol to
answer the clinically relevant questions whether low-
intensity physical training in boys with DMD is benefi-
cial and does not cause further harm. The NUD study is
the first to examine the effects of low-intensity physical
training in human subject with DMD and will fill part
of the gap in current knowledge about the possible
effects of training in boys with DMD. The study consists
of two training intervention studies: study 1 “Dynamic
leg and arm training for ambulant and recently wheel-
chair-dependent boys with DMD and, study 2 “Func-
tional training with arm support for boys with DMD
who have been confined to a wheelchair already for sev-
eral years”. This paper describes the hypothesis and
methods of the NUD study.

Methods
Study 1 Dynamic leg and arm training
Design
Study 1 is an explorative randomized controlled trial
with multiple baseline measurements. Randomization is
stratified according to the ambulatory status (ambulant/
non-ambulant) of the boys and the boys are allocated to
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the intervention group or the control group in a 2:1
ratio. The intervention group receives dynamic exercise
treatment, whereas the control group receives usual care
(no specific intervention) during 24 weeks. After this
period, the control group will also receive the physical
training. Randomization is performed by an independent
statistician. Despite randomization, differences in base-
line characteristics between the intervention group and
the control group may still be present due to the rela-
tively small number of participants. For this reason,

multiple baseline measurements are performed that will
allow us to do within-subject analyses as well. Assess-
ments are not blinded, because it was considered vir-
tually impossible to prevent the boys from revealing
their group allocation to the assessor.
Participants
Thirty ambulatory or recently wheelchair-dependent
boys with a DNA-established diagnosis of DMD will be
included (figure 2). There are an estimated four hundred
boys with DMD in the Netherlands. Inclusion and

Figure 1 Hypotheses
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exclusion criteria are described in table 1. Participants
will be recruited from the Dutch Duchenne Parent Pro-
ject (DPP) database. Members of the DPP will receive
written information and a registration form. Addition-
ally, we will place an advertisement on the website of
the Vereniging Spierziekten Nederland (VSN), and reha-
bilitation physicians affiliated with the VSN will be
asked to make potential participants aware of the NUD
study. After registration, interested potential participants
are visited by the primary investigator (MJ) at home for
providing further information. Parents, and participants
who are over 12 years of age, need to give written

informed consent. The study protocol was approved by
the Medical Ethics Committee Arnhem-Nijmegen, the
Netherlands.
Intervention: dynamic leg and arm training
Boys train their legs and arms with bicycle training
equipment (KPT Cycla, Kinetic, France). As this type of
training equipment can be used actively or with electri-
cal motor support, it allows a combination of active and
passive bicycle training. Physical training is additional to
any regular therapy or daily physical activity that boys
already take part in, yet all possible co-interventions are
registered.

Figure 2 Progress study 1 Dynamic leg and arm training. This flowchart is a preliminary version. Final numbers may change depending on
eligibility as recruitment is not yet complete.

Table 1 Inclusion and exclusion criteria study 1

Inclusion criteria Exclusion criteria

A DNA-established diagnosis of DMD Other disabling diseases influencing mobility

Boys who are at the end of their ambulation phase, and:
-need ≥5 sec. to get up from the floor or
-are not able to get up from the floor or
-are not able to bicycle without assistance
-are dependent on a wheelchair to move over a long distance (>500 m)

Boys with a clinical symptomatic
cardiomyopathy

Boys <6 years old

Boys who recently became wheelchair-dependent (approximately 1-2 years after they stopped
walking), and:
-are able to touch the top of their head with both hands without assistance or
-are not able to bicycle without assistance
-are able to use a hand-operated wheelchair
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Boys train at home or at school (depending on their
preferences) during 30-min sessions (15 min leg and 15
min arm training), five days per week during 24 weeks.
They are instructed to cycle with a continuous speed
and stimulated to reach 700-1000 revolutions with both
their legs and arms during each training session without
getting too tired. Cycling characteristics are standardized
(figure 3) and crank-arm length is adjusted to the child’s
height (e.g. a short crank-arm length for small legs and
arms). Boys are free to choose when they would like to
train, their training sequence (first arms or legs) and
whether they want a break between the two 15 min
training sessions or not. However, these training agree-
ments are decided beforehand and registered in a train-
ing contract to which they should adhere. Additionally,
the boys are recommended to train while watching tele-
vision to make the training more pleasurable.
Based on general training principles and based on the

results from previous training studies in boys with DMD
and in animal models of DMD, the training intensity is
low to moderate. Intensity is determined by an adjusted
and modified Six-Minute Bicycle ergometer Test (see
study outcomes). Boys are encouraged to reach as many
revolutions as possible during this sub-maximal test. The
number of revolutions is an indication for training inten-
sity (level of electrical assistance). After six minutes of
rest, boys cycle for three more minutes at the indicated
training intensity. During this period, they should be able
to cycle with a continuous speed of 60 revolutions per
minute (RPM) with a perceived level of exertion ranging
from ‘a little tired’ to ‘getting more tired’, as assessed
with the OMNI Scale of perceived exertion[27]. The pri-
mary investigator will check the training intensity once
again during a 15 min training session within two weeks
after the start of the intervention period. This control is

carried out in a home setting, so that training posture
can be checked as well. When boys are not able to bicycle
at a continuous speed of approximately 60 RPM without
having pain or maintaining the level of ‘getting more
tired’, the training intensity will be lowered.
As described above, training intensity is based on the

ability to bicycle at a continuous speed and perceived
exertion. Intensity is, thus, not based on peak heart rate,
which is common in the literature on physical exercise
training. The reason for this is twofold. Firstly, boys
with DMD have a higher resting heart rate (110 ± 12
beats/min) compared to healthy controls (94 ± 7 beats/
min )[28]. Additionally, boys with DMD are often forced
to terminate a bicycle ergometry test while their peak
heart rate is only 120-130 beats/min, since the main
limiting factor during ergometry seems to be not their
oxygen transport but their ‘peripheral’ capacity (muscle
endurance, anaerobic power and muscle strength)[7].
Boys are instructed to send their daily number of

revolutions and their perceived levels of exertion to the
primary investigator by a postal questionnaire once
every two weeks, together with an overstrain question-
naire. Parents and their boys are informed by telephone
when compliance is inadequate or when other problems
(such as signs off overstrain: see adverse events) are
identified and children are encouraged to resume the
training or to adjust the training intensity.
Study outcomes
Study outcomes include measurements at the levels of
body functions and structures, activities and participa-
tion as defined by the International Classification of
Functioning, Disability and Health (ICF) [29]. Environ-
mental characteristics (school type and home status) are
assessed at baseline. Demographic variables (age, weight
and arm span), the use of medication (such as

Figure 3 Posture during dynamic leg and arm training
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corticosteroids), any co-interventions and daily amount
of physical activity are registered during each session.
The assessments of boys in the intervention group are

conducted during the baseline period (T0: at baseline;
T1: after 4 weeks; T2: after 8 weeks), the training period
(T3: after 12 weeks; T4: after 24 weeks) and the follow-
up (T5: 4 weeks after the end of the training; T6: 24
weeks after the end of the training). The assessments of
boys in the control group are conducted during the
baseline period (T0: at baseline; T1: after 4 weeks; T2:
after 8 weeks), the control period (T3: after 12 weeks;
T4: after 24 weeks), the subsequent training period (T5:
after 12 weeks of training; T6: after 24 weeks of train-
ing) and during the follow-up (T7: 4 weeks after the end
of the training). Assessments take place at the depart-
ment of Rehabilitation of the Radboud University Nij-
megen Medical Centre (T0, T2, T4, T6), but also at
home (intervention group: T1, T3, T5; control group:
T1, T3, T5, T7) to reduce the practical burden on the
participants. All data are collected by the (trained) pri-
mary investigator (MJ). (figure 4)
Primary outcomes
Bicycle ergometry: Six-Minute Bicycle Test
Muscle endurance, in this study defined as ‘the ability

to sustain a power without the occurrence of peripheral
fatigue’, is assessed with an adjusted and modified
bicycle ergometer test for both the lower and upper
extremities. Bicycle ergometry has been used in many
studies to examine the (an)aerobic performance in
healthy children and children with disabilities, and sev-
eral exercise protocols are available. However, these pro-
tocols are not feasible for boys with DMD, since large
muscle groups are affected in DMD and initial load and
subsequent increments of load are often too hard to
sustain for these patients[7,30]. Muscle endurance is,
therefore, examined with a recently developed motor-
assisted (passive mode 1, no-load speed 7 RPM) Six-
Minute Bicycle Test by which boys are instructed to
cycle as fast as possible i.e. to make as many cycling
revolutions as possible. Boys start with a test for their

legs and, thereafter, perform the same (arm cranking)
test with their arms.
The occurrence of muscle fatigue during bicycle ergo-

metry is assessed objectively with bipolar surface elec-
tromyography (sEMG), since peripheral fatigue is
reflected as an increase in the amplitude and a decrease
in the median frequency of the sEMG signal[31,32].
These parameters were found to be responsive to
changes in muscle endurance during an exercise pro-
gram[33,34]. Electrodes are placed unilaterally (right leg,
right arm) on the m. rectus femoris, m. vastus medialis,
m. biceps femoris, m. tibialis anterior, m. biceps brachii,
m. triceps brachii and m. deltoideus. Electrode place-
ment procedures will follow the recommendations for
Sensor and Sensor Placement Procedures for surface
electromyography[35]. Data will be registered with an
EFA system (Twente Medical Systems International).
The occurrence of muscle fatigue is also assessed sub-
jectively with the OMNI Scale for perceived exertion
[27]. The OMNI Scale is reliable and valid over a wide
range of dynamic exercise intensities in children[27,36].
Motor Function Measure
The MFM is a recently developed instrument to assess

motor function in ambulant and non-ambulant patients
with neuromuscular diseases (NMD) aged 6-62 years
[37]. The MFM has shown excellent internal consistency
and good to excellent intra- and interrater reliability in
French neuromuscular patients[37]. Vuillerot et al.[38]
showed that the MFM is able to measure changes in
motor function over time in boys with DMD. An
ongoing study examines validity and applicability of the
MFM in rehabilitation institutes in the Netherlands.
Secondary outcomes Table 2 shows an overview of the
secondary study outcomes and their psychometric
properties.
Adverse events
All adverse events will be recorded. The study will be
terminated prematurely for an individual participant
when training is excessive and remains excessive after a
reduction of the training intensity. Signs for overstrain

Figure 4 Measurements study 1. BP (Baseline period), IP (Intervention period), FU (Follow-up), CP (Control period)
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Table 2 Outcome measures and psychometric properties

Level Study outcome Measurement tool Psychometric properties Assessment

Body
structures
and functions

Muscle endurance Six-Minute Bicycle Test* Feasible for ambulant and non-ambulant boys
with DMD (pilot study, unpublished data)

T0, T2, T5

Joint mobility
(PROM)

Goniometry[55] (knee ext*, ankle dfl*,
shoulder abd*▪, elbow ext*▪, wrist ext▪, wrist
radial and ulnar dev▪)

Standardized methods are feasible[56] and
have good intra- and inter-rater reliability in
DMD[57]
Passive wrist radial deviation is correlated with
functional hand activities[58] and lower
extremity contractures are related to onset of
wheelchair reliance in DMD[4]

All

Muscle strength Modified MRC[59] (hip ext*, knee ext* ankle
dfl*, shoulder abd*▪, elbow ext*▪, wrist ext▪)

Moderate to good intra-rater reliability[59] and
acceptable inter-rater reliability in DMD after a
training session[60]
Muscles with MRC grade 4 or 5 are difficult to
measure with MMT, but muscles with MRC
grade ≤3 are more difficult to measure with
HHD[4]

All

Muscle atrophy,
intra-muscular
fibrosis and fatty
infiltration

Quantitative skeletal muscle ultrasonography
(muscle thickness and echo intensity) [61]: RF,
TA, BB, FF*▪

Good inter-rater agreement in children[62]
High predictive values to discriminate
between children with and without a NMD
[63]

T2, T5, T6/T7*

Bone density Dexascan (femur and lumbar spine)* Changes in bone mineral density can be
detected with confidence in healthy boys ≥10
years after 6 months and in younger boys
after 12 months[64], but a change in body
shape may influence scan results[65]

Conventional
protocol for
each boy

Incidence of
fractures

Semi-structured interview* All

Activities Functional abilities Motor Function Measure[37] (D1*, D2*, D3*▪) Excellent internal consistency for the global
scale and the subscales in NMD[37]
Excellent to moderate intra- and inter-rater
reliability in NMD[37]
Good face validity, convergent validity and
discriminant validity in NMD[37]
Sufficiently sensitive to detect changes in the
total score in DMD[66]
Total score predicts loss of ambulation in
DMD[67]

All

Upper limb
function

Action Research Arm Test[40,41] ▪ Excellent intra-rater, inter-rater and test-retest
reliability in stroke patients[40,41]
Highly correlated with the Fugl-Meyer score47

and Functional Independence Measure48 in
stroke patients
Suitable to detect changes over time in stroke
patients[42]

All

Functional abilities
(grading)

Vignos* and Brooke Scale*▪ [56] Good inter-rater and intra-rater reliability[57,57]
and correlated with timed tests[46,68,69] in
DMD

All

Functional
mobility

Functional Mobility Scale[70] * A clinically feasible, valid and reliable tool in
CP[70,71]

All

Functional abilities
(timed tests)

Timed and graded functional tests (and total
GSGC score) [72]: walk 10 meters, climb 3
stairs, rise from the floor and rise from a
chair*

Good to excellent intra- and inter-rater
reliability in DMD[57,73]
Sensitive to change in DMD: a small reduction
in muscle force was accompanied by a large
increase in time it takes to complete
functional tests[74]

All (gait, stairs
and chair only
in the
hospital)

Finger dexterity Nine-hole Peg Test[75] *▪ Moderately high test-retest reliability, high
inter-rater agreement and adequate
concurrent validity in school-age children[76]

All
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are: excessive muscle pain during the training, pro-
longed post-exercise muscle pain, a severely uncomfor-
table feeling during or after the training and extreme
(muscle) fatigue (OMNI scale > 6).
Sample size
The average rate of decline (mean and standard
deviation (SD)) of muscle endurance and functional
abilities in boys with DMD, as assessed with bicycle
ergometry and the Motor Function Measure (MFM),
is unknown. Therefore, no sample size can be calcu-
lated for these primary outcomes. However, it is
anticipated that multiple baseline measurements will
increase the chance of finding statistically significant
changes in the selected outcome measures. For rea-
sons of convenience, and because this RCT should be
regarded as a first explorative study, we decided to

include 20 boys in the intervention group and 10
boys in the control group.
Analysis
A two-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) will be used
to examine the effects of dynamic leg and arm training
on the primary outcomes. Secondary outcomes will be
treated similarly or by non-parametric analyses depen-
dent on the type of outcome (interval or ordinal). Data
will be analyzed with SPSS version 16.0 and an alpha
level of 0.05 will be used to decide on statistical
significance.

Study 2 Functional training with arm support
Design
Study 2 has an observational one-group design using
repeated measurements, because we anticipate that it

Table 2 Outcome measures and psychometric properties (Continued)

Hand function Jebsen-Taylor Hand Function Test[77] ▪ Good test-retest reliability in DMD[58]
Strongly correlated with muscle strength of
the wrist extensors[58], radial deviation range
of motion[58] and the Brooke scale[46] in
DMD

T2, T4, T5

Functional status PEDI[78,79] (selfcare*▪ and mobility*) Good inter-rater and test-retest reliability[80],
content validity[79] and discriminative validity
[81] in children with various diagnosis
Feasible for evaluative purposes in CP[81,82]

T0, T2, T4, T6/
T7*

Perceived manual
abilities

Abilhand[83] ▪ Abilhand-kids[84] * The Rasch-derived Abilhand is moderately
related to grip and key pinch strength, has
good test-retest reliability and may be
sensitive to change in stroke patients[85]
The Abilhand-kids has good test-retest
reliability and a higher independence in gross
motor function is associated with a higher
manual ability in CP[84]

T0, T2, T4, T6/
T7*

Quality of upper-
limb motor
function

Melbourne Assessment of Unilateral Upper
Limb Function[86] (item 1,2,3,10,11 and16)
extended with an upper limb motion analysis
(Vicon Motion Systems) with 8 cameras▪

The Melbourne Assessment has moderate to
high intra- and inter-rater reliability[87] and
excellent construct validity in CP[88]
A motion capture analysis system can measure
task performance with an upper-limb orthosis
[45], but soft tissue artefacts may negatively
influence accuracy[49]

T2, T4

Incidence and fear
of falls

Semi-structured interview* All

Participation HRQoL KIDSCREEN-52[89](child- and parental
questionnaire)*▪

Acceptable levels of reliability and validity in
children and adolescents[90]
Children’s most important in their lives
generally map well to the items in KIDSCREEN
[91]

T0, T2, T4, T6/
T7*

Demographic
variables

Weight and height Body weight (kg)*▪, standing height* (cm)
and arm-span*▪ (cm)

T0*, T2, T4,
Y6/T7*

Co-factors Co-interventions Semi-structured interview*▪ All

Physical activity Semi-structured interview (according to the
PAQ-C[92] and the 60-min MVPA measure
[93])*▪

All

Symbols:* = study 1 ‘Dynamic leg and arm training’, ▪ = study 2 ‘Functional training with arm support’

Abbreviations: DMD: Duchenne Muscular Dystrophy; PROM: Passive Range of Motion; ext: extension; dfl: dorsal flexion; abd: abduction; dev: deviation; MRC:
Medical Research Council Scale; RF: m. Rectus Femoris; TA: m. Tibialis Anterior; BB: m. Biceps Brachii; FF: forearm flexors; NMD: Neuromuscular Disease; GSGC:
Gait, Stairs, Gowers, Chair; PEDI: Pediatric Evaluation of Disability Inventory; CP: cerebral palsy; HRQoL: Health-Related Quality of Life; PAQ-C Physical Activity
Questionnaire for older children; MVPA: Moderate-to-Vigorous Physical Activity
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will not be possible to recruit a sufficient number of
boys for an RCT in the Netherlands. This problem is
related to the fact that boys with DMD who have been
confined to a wheelchair already for several years often
experience many barriers, such as a lack of time due
to therapy obligations and homework. It is also vir-
tually impossible for them to do without their electric
wheelchair for a couple of days to build up the
required arm support for this study. In addition, the
number of boys at this stage in the course of DMD is
low (i.e. an estimated 120 boys in the Netherlands)
and, it is expected that some of these boys already use
an arm support, which is an exclusion criteria for
participation.
Participants
Ten wheelchair-dependent boys with a DNA-established
diagnosis of DMD will be recruited in the same way as
the participants of study 1 (figure 5). Inclusion and
exclusion criteria are described in table 3. Participants
will receive written information and will be visited by
the primary investigator at home for providing further
information. Both parents and participants will need to
give written informed consent. The study protocol was
approved by the Medical Ethics Committee Arnhem-
Nijmegen, the Netherlands.

Intervention
The six-months physical training consists of 1) a com-
puter-assisted training and 2) a functional training of
the non-dominant arm and hand (i.e. the hand one does
not use for writing) with a mechanical or an electrical
arm support (Dynamic Arm Support Top/Help, Focal,
Tilburg, the Netherlands) (figure 6). Boys who are
unable to touch their nose with a mechanical arm sup-
port (due to insufficient muscle strength) will receive an
electrical arm support. The arm support transposes
shoulder movements into movements of the forearm
and hand, which increases functional abilities and joint
range of motion in boys with DMD. During the first
baseline measurement (T0), boys will try to fit the arm
support under supervision of an experienced representa-
tive of Focal (the manufacturer of the TOP arm
support) and the primary investigator. Training of the
non-dominant arm is additional to any regular therapy.
All co-interventions will be registered.
Computer-assisted training Boys play “Furballhunt”
(developed by Roessingh Research and Development B.
V. (M.A. Jannink), Enschede, the Netherlands) to prac-
tice targeted forward and sideward reaching movements
(ipsi- and contra-lateral) as well as lifting movements
during five days per week. Furballhunt is a computer

Figure 5 Progress study 2 Functional training with arm support. This flowchart is a preliminary version. Final numbers may change
depending on eligibility as recruitment is not yet complete.
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game that was originally developed to improve arm
function in children with cerebral palsy using a virtual
reality environment. Furballhunt is based on motion
capture technology and uses a webcam (in this study:
Logitech QuickCam E3500) to detect gross shoulder and
elbow movements. Birds ("Furballs”) fly from their bird-
house to a tree branch while the boy holds his hand in
front of his navel. Boys have to touch the Furball when
it sits down on a tree branch. The faster boys chase
away Furballs, the higher their score. A virtual reality
computer game is considered to be a motivational tool
for training in children[39].
Boys play five games of Furballhunt (30 Furballs per

game, 30 sec of rest between games) per day at home.
The number of tree branches (3), game speed (5/10),
the number of Furballs (30) and the sequence of games
are standardized. Training intensity is low to moderate,

which means that boys are allowed to perceive their
exertion as ‘getting a little tired’ or ‘getting more tired’
as assessed with the OMNI Scale[27]. Intensity is
adjusted to the physical abilities of the boy by varying
the position of the tree branches, which represent the
targets to move to. Boys are instructed to move their
arm over the full range of motion, which may cause a
feeling of stretch but not pain.
Boys report their training frequency in a diary and

complete an overstrain questionnaire once every two
weeks. Parents and their boys are informed by tele-
phone when compliance is inadequate or when other
problems (such as signs of overstrain: see adverse
events) are identified. Boys are encouraged to resume
the training and to adjust the training intensity, when
appropriate. The date, training time and reaction times
are saved on the computer, so that compliance and
performance can be checked afterwards by the primary
investigator.
Functional training Boys should eat at least one meal
with the arm support twice every week. In addition,
they are instructed “to use the arm support as much as
possible every day”. Boys keep a written record of all
activities they perform with the arm support in a three-
day diary once every two weeks (two weekdays, one
weekend day).
Study outcomes
Study outcomes include measurements at the levels of
body functions and structures, activities and participa-
tion of the ICF[29]. Environmental characteristics
(school type and home status) are assessed at baseline.
Demographic variables (age, weight, arm span), the use
of medication (such as corticosteroids) and any co-
interventions are registered during each session.
After a two-month period for baseline measurements

(T0: at baseline; T1: after 4 weeks; T2: after eight weeks)
to obtain information about the stability of the course of
DMD, training with the arm support takes place for six
months. Assessments take place after 12 weeks (T3) and
24 weeks (T4) training. Finally, one extra measurement
will be done after 12 more weeks (T5) to evaluate to
what extent the possible effects of training have lasted.
Data is collected by the primary investigator (MJ) at the

Figure 6 Dynamic arm support Top/Help. Focal Meditech BV,
Tilburg, the Netherlands (www.focalmeditech.nl)

Table 3 Inclusion and exclusion criteria study 2

Inclusion criteria Exclusion criteria

A DNA-established diagnosis of DMD Other disabling diseases influencing
mobility

Boys who have been wheelchair-dependent for a few years (approximately 2-5 years after they stopped
walking)

Boys who are able to stand

Boys >20 years old

Boys who have problems with reaching and lifting movements with their arms, and:
-are unable to touch the top of their head (at least with one hand)
-are still able to use their hands for some daily activities

Boys who already use an arm support
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department of Rehabilitation of the Radboud University
Nijmegen Medical Centre (T2, T4), but also at home
(T0, T1, T3, T5) to reduce the practical burden on the
participants. (figure 7).
Primary outcome
Action Research Arm Test (ARAT)
As no suitable measure of arm motor function has

been validated for children with NMD, the functional
abilities of the upper extremity (reaching, lifting and
manipulating) are assessed bilaterally with the Action
Research Arm Test (ARAT)[40]. The ARAT is a stan-
dardized tool for the assessment of arm motor function
and capacity (both distally and proximally) and consists
of 19 items in four dimensions: grasp, grip, pinch and
gross movements. The ARAT has shown to be reliable
[40,41], valid[40-42] and suitable to detect changes over
time[42] in stroke patients. The ARAT is performed and
scored following standardized procedures as described
by Yazbatiran[41]. The non-dominant arm is assessed
both with and without arm support.
Secondary outcomes Table 2 shows an overview of the
secondary study outcomes and their psychometric prop-
erties. Both the dominant and non-dominant arms are
assessed. The non-dominant arm is assessed both with
and without arm support.
Adverse events
All adverse events will be recorded. The study will be
terminated prematurely for an individual participant
when training is excessive and remains excessive after a
reduction of the training intensity. Signs for overstrain
are: excessive muscle pain during the training, pro-
longed post-exercise muscle pain, a severely uncomfor-
table feeling during or after the training and extreme
(muscle) fatigue (OMNI scale > 6).
Sample size
This is a first explorative study that will give an indica-
tion of the effect of functional training with arm support
on the functional abilities of the upper extremity in boys
with DMD. In this perspective, no realistic power calcu-
lation can be made. By using a design with multiple
measurements at baseline we anticipate to find statisti-
cally significant effects of the proposed therapeutic
intervention in ten boys with DMD.

Analysis
A one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) of time will be
used to examine the effects of functional arm training
with arm support on the primary outcome (ARAT). Sec-
ondary outcomes will be treated similarly or by non-
parametric analyses dependent on the type of outcome
(interval or ordinal). Data will be analyzed with SPSS
version 16.0 and an alpha level of 0.05 will be used to
decide on statistical significance.

Discussion
This paper presents the research questions, hypotheses
and methods of the No Use is Disuse (NUD) study in
the Netherlands. The NUD study examines the effects
of low-intensity dynamic physical training in boys at dif-
ferent stages in the course of Duchenne Muscular Dys-
trophy (DMD). It is expected that these dynamic
exercises will be beneficial and will not impose a risk of
muscle or other injury to the boys. This hypothesis is
based on the (limited amount of) evidence that is avail-
able about physical training in children with neuromus-
cular diseases (NMD). In addition, the study was
designed with the extensive input from several experts
in the field of NMD in children (1 pediatric physiothera-
pist, 2 occupational therapists, 1 rehabilitation physician,
1 exercise physiologist, 1 neurologist, 1 clinical neuro-
physiologist and 1 epidemiologist). We will discuss the
most relevant issues and decisions concerning 1) train-
ing (intensity), 2) outcome measures and 3) strategies to
optimize therapy compliance.

Training (intensity)
Boys in both studies are instructed to train five days per
week during 24 weeks. Although this training frequency
is high, it was chosen to elicit as much ‘daily physical
activity’ as possible in every boy. Many boys with DMD,
especially those who are confined to a wheelchair, have
a sedentary lifestyle[28] and do not engage in 60 min of
moderate daily physical activity as recommended by the
WHO for children to reduce their risk of chronic dis-
eases[43]. On the other hand, as boys with DMD already
have a chronic disease, their physical limitations have to
be taken into account to prevent exercise-induced

Figure 7 Measurements study 2. BP (Baseline period), IP (Intervention period), FU (Follow-up)
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physical deterioration[44]. Nevertheless, the level of
daily low-intensity physical activity as prescribed in this
study is thought to be safe and effective in reducing dis-
use atrophy and excessive functional loss.
Although training-induced improvements of muscle

functions can normally be expected after six weeks of
physical training[26], we have chosen a training period
of 24 weeks. This relatively long training period is con-
sidered necessary, as the disease progression is relatively
slow, and the expected training effects over time prob-
ably small. We also assume that if boys are able to
adhere to the training regime during these 24 weeks, it
will be feasible for them to incorporate physical training
in daily life afterwards.
Boys in study 2 train reaching and lifting movements,

since reaching is one of the tasks with a high priority in
potential users of an arm support[45]. Boys train their
non-dominant arm as this arm is used less than the
dominant arm in functional acitivities[46]. Therefore,
training effects are expected to be larger for the non-
dominant arm. Nevertheless, it may be difficult for boys
to perform activities (like eating and scratching) with
their non-dominant arm.

Study outcomes
In this study, reliable functional scales are used, such as
the MFM, as well as timed tests that have clinically
meaningful endpoints[47] and that are sufficiently sensi-
tive to detect therapy related gains[48]. Indeed, outcome
measures should be reliable and sensitive to allow for an
adequate power in trials with a relatively small sample
size. As no suitable ergometry test or arm motor function
test is available for (non-ambulant) boys with NMD, a
Six-Minute Bicycle test and the ARAT have been selected
as primary outcomes. Pilot studies showed that the
applied Six-Minute Bicycle test was feasible for both
ambulant and recently wheelchair-dependent boys with
DMD. The ARAT proved to be useful in a wheelchair-
dependent boy with DMD as well (unpublished data). In
addition, we used an upper extremity protocol to quanti-
tatively measure arm motor function[49] with an eight
camera motion analysis system (Vicon Motion Systems,
Ltd, Oxford, UK). It has been shown that such a system
can accurately measure task performance with an upper-
limb orthosis[45]. Arm motor function has never been
measured quantitatively before in boys with DMD, which
may be of value because of its continuous properties and
presumably greater sensitivity to change[50].

Strategies to increase therapy compliance
From a previous study, it can be concluded that home-
based cycling programs for children are feasible and
show good adherence rates[51]. A home-based program
allows boys to train at times that are convenient for them

and reduces travel time. However, a home-based pro-
gram requires great discipline from boys and their
families, and several aspects need attention to optimize
therapy compliance. One of these aspects, according to
the Social Cognitive Theory[52], is that the social envir-
onment (e.g. family and school) is essential for a change
in health behavior. Therefore, to optimize therapy com-
pliance, parents are asked to stimulate their boys by
reminding them to perform their exercises. In addition,
siblings can be role models by being physically active
themselves. Other strategies that are used to enhance
behavioral change and optimize therapy compliance are
specific goal setting[53] and reduction of perceived bar-
riers[54]. For this reason, as described previously, all boys
sign a training contract including an agreement on the
training moments. The barriers that boys or their parents
might perceive are discussed beforehand. In addition, the
boys in study 1 are recommended to train while watching
the television to make the training more pleasurable.

Expected products
The NUD study is the first clinical trial that examines
the effects of low-intensity physical training on muscle
endurance and functional abilities in boys with DMD. It
will be a start to fill the current gap in our knowledge
about the efficacy of physical training in these boys and
will increase our insight into what type of physical train-
ing should be recommended. Although the NUD study
focuses on children with DMD, the results may be
(partly) applicable to other neuromuscular disorders in
childhood. Results of the NUD study are expected by
the end of 2010.

Acknowledgements
The No Use is Disuse study is granted by Duchenne Parent Project. The
authors would like to thank the Duchenne Parent Project (DPP) for their
financial support and the following experts for their advice on various
aspects of the study protocol: mrs. L. Draaisma (Department of Child
Rehabilitation, Sint Maartenskliniek, Nijmegen, the Netherlands), mrs M.J. van
Hartingsveldt-Bakker (Department of Rehabilitation, Radboud University
Nijmegen Medical Centre, Nijmegen, the Netherlands), mr. M. Massa
(Department of Medical Instrument Services, Radboud University Nijmegen
Medical Centre, Nijmegen, the Netherlands), mrs. M.J. Poelma (Department
of Child Rehabilitation, Nijmegen, Sint Maartenskliniek, the Netherlands), dr.
L.T.L. Sie (Department of Pediatric Neurology, Radboud University Nijmegen
Medical Centre, Nijmegen, the Netherlands), Prof. dr. D.F. Stegeman
(Department of Neurology, Radboud University Nijmegen Medical Centre,
Nijmegen, the Netherlands) and dr. T. Takken (Department of Pediatric
Physical Therapy and Pediatric Exercise Physiology, Children’s Hospital,
University Medical Centre, Utrecht, the Netherlands). They also like to thank
DPP, Vereniging Spierziekten Nederland (VSN) and the rehabilitation
physicians affiliated with the VSN for their help with the recruitment of
participants. Finally, they thank Focal meditech B.V., Roessingh Research and
Development B.V. (dr. M.A. Jannink) and Kinetic for giving the opportunity to
use their products for research. Written informed consent for publication of
the images in Figure 3 was obtained from the patient’s parent.

Author details
1Radboud University Nijmegen Medical Centre, Nijmegen Centre for
Evidence Based Practice, Department of Rehabilitation, Nijmegen, the

Jansen et al. BMC Pediatrics 2010, 10:55
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2431/10/55

Page 12 of 15



Netherlands. 2Radboud University Nijmegen Medical Centre, Department of
Neurology, Nijmegen, the Netherlands.

Authors’ contributions
IJMG and NA handled funding and designed the first draft of the study
protocol. ACHG was responsible for supervision of the project. All authors
developed and wrote the final study protocol (drafted by MJ, critically
revised by IJMG, NA and ACHG) and gave approval of the version to be
published.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 7 May 2010 Accepted: 6 August 2010
Published: 6 August 2010

References
1. van Essen AJ, Busch HF, te Meerman GJ, ten Kate LP: Birth and population

prevalence of Duchenne muscular dystrophy in The Netherlands. Hum
Genet 1992, 88:258-266.

2. Hoffman EP, Brown RH, Kunkel LM: Dystrophin: the protein product of the
Duchene muscular dystrophy locus. 1987. Biotechnology 1992, 24:457-466.

3. Kanagawa M, Toda T: The genetic and molecular basis of muscular
dystrophy: roles of cell-matrix linkage in the pathogenesis. J Hum Genet
2006, 51:915-926.

4. McDonald CM, Abresch RT, Carter GT, Fowler WM Jr, Johnson ER,
Kilmer DD, Sigford BJ: Profiles of neuromuscular diseases. Duchenne
muscular dystrophy. Am J Phys Med Rehabil 1995, 74:S70-S92.

5. Eagle M, Bourke J, Bullock R, Gibson M, Mehta J, Giddings D, Straub V,
Bushby K: Managing Duchenne muscular dystrophy–the additive effect
of spinal surgery and home nocturnal ventilation in improving survival.
Neuromuscul Disord 2007, 17:470-475.

6. Eagle M: Report on the muscular dystrophy campaign workshop:
exercise in neuromuscular diseases Newcastle, January 2002.
Neuromuscul Disord 2002, 12:975-983.

7. Bar-or O, Rowland TW: Neuromuscular and musculoskeletal diseases.
Pediatric Exercise Medicine From Physiologic Principles to Health Care
Application Human KineticsBar-or O, Rowland TW 2004, 269-303.

8. McDonald CM: Physical activity, health impairments, and disability in
neuromuscular disease. Am J Phys Med Rehabil 2002, 81:S108-S120.

9. Quinlivan R, Roper H, Davie M, Shaw NJ, McDonagh J, Bushby K: Report of
a Muscular Dystrophy Campaign funded workshop Birmingham, UK,
January 16th 2004. Osteoporosis in Duchenne muscular dystrophy; its
prevalence, treatment and prevention. Neuromuscul Disord 2005, 15:72-79.

10. McDonald DG, Kinali M, Gallagher AC, Mercuri E, Muntoni F, Roper H,
Jardine P, Jones DH, Pike MG: Fracture prevalence in Duchenne muscular
dystrophy. Dev Med Child Neurol 2002, 44:695-698.

11. Vestergaard P, Glerup H, Steffensen BF, Rejnmark L, Rahbek J, Moseklide L:
Fracture risk in patients with muscular dystrophy and spinal muscular
atrophy. J Rehabil Med 2001, 33:150-155.

12. de Lateur BJ, Giaconi RM: Effect on maximal strength of submaximal
exercise in Duchenne muscular dystrophy. Am J Phys Med 1979, 58:26-36.

13. Scott OM, Hyde SA, Goddard C, Jones R, Dubowitz V: Effect of exercise in
Duchenne muscular dystrophy. Physiotherapy 1981, 67:174-176.

14. Vignos PJ Jr, Watkins MP: The effect of exercise in muscular dystrophy.
JAMA 1966, 197:843-848.

15. Dupont-Versteegden EE, McCarter RJ, Katz MS: Voluntary exercise
decreases progression of muscular dystrophy in diaphragm of mdx
mice. J Appl Physiol 1994, 77:1736-1741.

16. Hayes A, Williams DA: Beneficial effects of voluntary wheel running on
the properties of dystrophic mouse muscle. J Appl Physiol 1996,
80:670-679.

17. Wineinger MA, Abresch RT, Walsh SA, Carter GT: Effects of aging and
voluntary exercise on the function of dystrophic muscle from mdx mice.
Am J Phys Med Rehabil 1998, 77:20-27.

18. Hayes A, Williams DA: Contractile function and low-intensity exercise
effects of old dystrophic (mdx) mice. Am J Physiol 1998, 274:C1138-C1144.

19. Carter GT, Abresch RT, Fowler WM Jr: Adaptations to exercise training and
contraction-induced muscle injury in animal models of muscular
dystrophy. Am J Phys Med Rehabil 2002, 81:S151-S161.

20. Eagle M, Baudouin SV, Chandler C, Giddings DR, Bullock R, Bushby K:
Survival in Duchenne muscular dystrophy: improvements in life
expectancy since 1967 and the impact of home nocturnal ventilation.
Neuromuscul Disord 2002, 12:926-929.

21. Petrof BJ: The molecular basis of activity-induced muscle injury in
Duchenne muscular dystrophy. Mol Cell Biochem 1998, 179:111-123.

22. Lim JH, Kim DY, Bang MS: Effects of exercise and steroid on skeletal
muscle apoptosis in the mdx mouse. Muscle Nerve 2004, 30:456-462.

23. Okano T, Yoshida K, Nakamura A, Sasazawa F, Oide T, Takeda S, Ikeda S:
Chronic exercise accelerates the degeneration-regeneration cycle and
downregulates insulin-like growth factor-1 in muscle of mdx mice.
Muscle Nerve 2005, 32:191-199.

24. Kaczor JJ, Hall JE, Payne E, Tarnopolsky MA: Low intensity training
decreases markers of oxidative stress in skeletal muscle of mdx mice.
Free Radic Biol Med 2007, 43:145-154.

25. Webster C, Silberstein L, Hays AP, Blau HM: Fast muscle fibers are
preferentially affected in Duchenne muscular dystrophy. Cell 1988,
52:503-513.

26. Voet NB, van der Kooi EL, Riphagen II, Lindeman E, van Engelen BG,
Geurts AC: Strength training and aerobic exercise training for muscle
disease. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2010, CD003907.

27. Robertson RJ, Goss FL, Boer NF, Peoples JA, Foreman AJ, Dabayebeh IM,
Millich NB, Balasekaran G, Riechman SE, Gallagher JD, et al: Children’s OMNI
scale of perceived exertion: mixed gender and race validation. Med Sci
Sports Exerc 2000, 32:452-458.

28. McDonald CM, Widman LM, Walsh DD, Walsh SA, Abresch RT: Use of step
activity monitoring for continuous physical activity assessment in boys
with Duchenne muscular dystrophy. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2005,
86:802-808.

29. World Health Organization: ICF: Internaional Classification of Functiononing,
Disability and Health Geneva 2001.

30. Tirosh E, Bar-Or O, Rosenbaum P: New muscle power test in
neuromuscular disease. Feasibility and reliability. Am J Dis Child 1990,
144:1083-1087.

31. Kallenberg LA, Schulte E, sselhorst-Klug C, Hermens HJ: Myoelectric
manifestations of fatigue at low contraction levels in subjects with and
without chronic pain. J Electromyogr Kinesiol 2007, 17:264-274.

32. Zwarts MJ, Bleijenberg G, van Engelen BG: Clinical neurophysiology of
fatigue. Clin Neurophysiol 2008, 119:2-10.

33. Gosselin N, Lambert K, Poulain M, Martin A, Prefaut C, Varray A: Endurance
training improves skeletal muscle electrical activity in active COPD
patients. Muscle Nerve 2003, 28:744-753.

34. Oliveira AS, Goncalves M: EMG amplitude and frequency parameters of
muscular activity: effect of resistance training based on
electromyographic fatigue threshold. J Electromyogr Kinesiol 2009,
19:295-303.

35. Hermens HJ, Freriks B, sselhorst-Klug C, Rau G: Development of
recommendations for SEMG sensors and sensor placement procedures. J
Electromyogr Kinesiol 2000, 10:361-374.

36. Pfeiffer KA, Pivarnik JM, Womack CJ, Reeves MJ, Malina RM: Reliability and
validity of the Borg and OMNI rating of perceived exertion scales in
adolescent girls. Med Sci Sports Exerc 2002, 34:2057-2061.

37. Berard C, Payan C, Fermanian J, Girardot F: A motor function
measurement scale for neuromuscular diseases - description and
validation study. Rev Neurol (Paris) 2006, 162:485-493.

38. Vuillerot C, Girardot F, Payan C, Fermanian J, Iwaz J, DE LC, Berard C:
Monitoring changes and predicting loss of ambulation in Duchenne
muscular dystrophy with the Motor Function Measure. Dev Med Child
Neurol 2009.

39. Jannink MJ, van der Wilden GJ, Navis DW, Visser G, Gussinklo J, Ijzerman M:
A low-cost video game applied for training of upper extremity function
in children with cerebral palsy: a pilot study. Cyberpsychol Behav 2008,
11:27-32.

40. Lyle RC: A performance test for assessment of upper limb function in
physical rehabilitation treatment and research. Int J Rehabil Res 1981,
4:483-492.

41. Yozbatiran N, Der-Yeghiaian L, Cramer SC: A standardized approach to
performing the Action Research Arm Test. Neurorehabil Neural Repair
2008, 22:78-90.

Jansen et al. BMC Pediatrics 2010, 10:55
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2431/10/55

Page 13 of 15

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1733827?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1733827?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1422053?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1422053?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16969582?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16969582?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7576424?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7576424?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17490881?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17490881?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12467755?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12467755?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12409816?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12409816?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15639124?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15639124?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15639124?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15639124?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12418795?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12418795?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11506212?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11506212?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/434131?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/434131?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7029578?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7029578?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5952771?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7836193?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7836193?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7836193?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8929614?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8929614?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9482375?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9482375?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9575811?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9575811?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12409820?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12409820?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12409820?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12467747?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12467747?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9543354?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9543354?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15372534?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15372534?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15937872?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15937872?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17561103?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17561103?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3342447?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3342447?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20091552?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20091552?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10694131?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10694131?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15827935?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15827935?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15827935?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2403088?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2403088?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16790358?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16790358?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16790358?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18039594?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18039594?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14639590?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14639590?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14639590?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17904865?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17904865?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17904865?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11018445?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11018445?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12471316?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12471316?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12471316?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16585909?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16585909?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16585909?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19453691?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19453691?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18275309?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18275309?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7333761?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7333761?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17704352?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17704352?dopt=Abstract


42. Hsieh YW, Wu CY, Lin KC, Chang YF, Chen CL, Liu JS: Responsiveness and
validity of three outcome measures of motor function after stroke
rehabilitation. Stroke 2009, 40:1386-1391.

43. Strong WB, Malina RM, Blimkie CJ, Daniels SR, Dishman RK, Gutin B,
Hergenroeder AC, Must A, Nixon PA, Pivarnik JM, et al: Evidence based
physical activity for school-age youth. J Pediatr 2005, 146:732-737.

44. Morris PJ: Physical activity recommendations for children and
adolescents with chronic disease. Curr Sports Med Rep 2008, 7:353-358.

45. Romilly DP, Angelin C, Gosini RG, Hershler C, Raschka SU: A Functional
Task Analysis and Motion Simulation for the Development of a Powered
Upper-Limb Orthosis. IEEE Transactions on Rehabilitation Engineering 1994,
2:119-129.

46. Hiller LB, Wade CK: Upper extremity functional assessment scales in
children with Duchenne muscular dystrophy: a comparison. Arch Phys
Med Rehabil 1992, 73:527-534.

47. Main M, Kairon H, Mercuri E, Muntoni F: The Hammersmith functional
motor scale for children with spinal muscular atrophy: a scale to test
ability and monitor progress in children with limited ambulation. Eur J
Paediatr Neurol 2003, 7:155-159.

48. Vuillerot C, Girardot F, Payan C, Fermanian J, Iwaz J, DE LC, Berard C:
Monitoring changes and predicting loss of ambulation in Duchenne
muscular dystrophy with the Motor Function Measure. Dev Med Child
Neurol 2009.

49. Cutti AG, Paolini G, Troncossi M, Cappello A, Davalli A: Soft tissue artefact
assessment in humeral axial rotation. Gait Posture 2005, 21:341-349.

50. Scott E, Mawson SJ: Measurement in Duchenne muscular dystrophy:
considerations in the development of a neuromuscular assessment tool.
Dev Med Child Neurol 2006, 48:540-544.

51. Johnston TE, Smith BT, Oladeji O, Betz RR, Lauer RT: Outcomes of a home
cycling program using functional electrical stimulation or passive
motion for children with spinal cord injury: a case series. J Spinal Cord
Med 2008, 31:215-221.

52. Bandura A: Social cognitive theory: an agentic perspective. Annu Rev
Psychol 2001, 52:1-26.

53. Strecher VJ, Seijts GH, Kok GJ, Latham GP, Glasgow R, DeVellis B,
Meertens RM, Bulger DW: Goal setting as a strategy for health behavior
change. Health Educ Q 1995, 22:190-200.

54. Janz NK, Becker MH: The Health Belief Model: a decade later. Health Educ
Q 1984, 11:1-47.

55. Norkin CC, White DJ: Measurement of Joint Motion: A Guide to Goniometry F.
A. Davis Compagny 2003.

56. Brooke MH, Griggs RC, Mendell JR, Fenichel GM, Shumate JB, Pellegrino RJ:
Clinical trial in Duchenne dystrophy. I. The design of the protocol.
Muscle Nerve 1981, 4:186-197.

57. Florence JM, Pandya S, King WM, Robison JD, Signore LC, Wentzell M,
Province MA: Clinical trials in Duchenne dystrophy. Standardization and
reliability of evaluation procedures. Phys Ther 1984, 64:41-45.

58. Wagner MB, Vignos PJ Jr, Carlozzi C, Hull AL: Assessment of hand function
in Duchenne muscular dystrophy. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 1993, 74:801-804.

59. Florence JM, Pandya S, King WM, Robison JD, Baty J, Miller JP,
Schierbecker J, Signore LC: Intrarater reliability of manual muscle test
(Medical Research Council scale) grades in Duchenne’s muscular
dystrophy. Phys Ther 1992, 72:115-122.

60. Escolar DM, Henricson EK, Mayhew J, Florence J, Leshner R, Patel KM,
Clemens PR: Clinical evaluator reliability for quantitative and manual
muscle testing measures of strength in children. Muscle Nerve 2001,
24:787-793.

61. Scholten RR, Pillen S, Verrips A, Zwarts MJ: Quantitative ultrasonography of
skeletal muscles in children: normal values. Muscle Nerve 2003,
27:693-698.

62. Pillen S, Van KM, Nievelstein RA, Verrips A, van Kruijsbergen-Raijmann W,
Zwarts MJ: Skeletal muscle ultrasonography: Visual versus quantitative
evaluation. Ultrasound Med Biol 2006, 32:1315-1321.

63. Pillen S, Verrips A, van AN, Arts IM, Sie LT, Zwarts MJ: Quantitative skeletal
muscle ultrasound: diagnostic value in childhood neuromuscular
disease. Neuromuscul Disord 2007, 17:509-516.

64. Leonard CM, Roza MA, Barr RD, Webber CE: Reproducibility of DXA
measurements of bone mineral density and body composition in
children. Pediatr Radiol 2009, 39:148-154.

65. Lohman M, Tallroth K, Kettunen JA, Marttinen MT: Reproducibility of dual-
energy x-ray absorptiometry total and regional body composition

measurements using different scanning positions and definitions of
regions. Metabolism 2009, 58:1663-1668.

66. Vuillerot C, Girardot F, Payan C, Fermanian J, Iwaz J, DE LC, Berard C:
Monitoring changes and predicting loss of ambulation in Duchenne
muscular dystrophy with the Motor Function Measure. Dev Med Child
Neurol 2009.

67. Vuillerot C, Girardot F, Payan C, Fermanian J, Iwaz J, DE LC, Berard C:
Monitoring changes and predicting loss of ambulation in Duchenne
muscular dystrophy with the Motor Function Measure. Dev Med Child
Neurol 2009.

68. Mendell JR, Moxley RT, Griggs RC, Brooke MH, Fenichel GM, Miller JP,
King W, Signore L, Pandya S, Florence J, et al: Randomized, double-blind
six-month trial of prednisone in Duchenne’s muscular dystrophy. N Engl
J Med 1989, 320:1592-1597.

69. Mattar FL, Sobreira C: Hand weakness in Duchenne muscular dystrophy
and its relation to physical disability. Neuromuscul Disord 2008.

70. Graham HK, Harvey A, Rodda J, Nattrass GR, Pirpiris M: The Functional
Mobility Scale (FMS). J Pediatr Orthop 2004, 24:514-520.

71. Harvey A, Graham HK, Morris ME, Baker R, Wolfe R: The Functional Mobility
Scale: ability to detect change following single event multilevel surgery.
Dev Med Child Neurol 2007, 49:603-607.

72. Angelini C: The role of corticosteroids in muscular dystrophy: a critical
appraisal. Muscle Nerve 2007, 36:424-435.

73. Mayhew JE, Florence JM, Mayhew TP, Henricson EK, Leshner RT,
McCarter RJ, Escolar DM: Reliable surrogate outcome measures in
multicenter clinical trials of Duchenne muscular dystrophy. Muscle Nerve
2007, 35:36-42.

74. Beenakker EA, Maurits NM, Fock JM, Brouwer OF, van der Hoeven JH:
Functional ability and muscle force in healthy children and ambulant
Duchenne muscular dystrophy patients. Eur J Paediatr Neurol 2005,
9:387-393.

75. Mathiowetz V, Weber GVG, Kashman N: Adult norms for the nine-hole peg
test of finger dexterity. Occup Ther J Res 1985, 5:24-38.

76. Smith YA, Hong E, Presson C: Normative and validation studies of the
Nine-hole Peg Test with children. Percept Mot Skills 2000, 90:823-843.

77. Jebsen RH, Taylor N, Trieschmann RB, Trotter MJ, Howard LA: An objective
and standardized test of hand function. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 1969,
50:311-319.

78. Coster J, Haley SM: Conceptualization and measurement of disablement
in infants and young children. 1992, 11-22.

79. Custers JW, Wassenberg-Severijnen JE, van der NJ, Vermeer A, Hart HT,
Helders PJ: Dutch adaptation and content validity of the ‘Pediatric
Evaluation Of Disability Inventory (PEDI)’. Disabil Rehabil 2002, 24:250-258.

80. Wassenberg-Severijnen JE, Custers JW, Hox JJ, Vermeer A, Helders PJ:
Reliability of the Dutch Pediatric Evaluation of Disability Inventory
(PEDI). Clin Rehabil 2003, 17:457-462.

81. Custers JW, van der NJ, Hoijtink H, Wassenberg-Severijnen JE, Vermeer A,
Helders PJ: Discriminative validity of the Dutch Pediatric Evaluation of
Disability Inventory. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2002, 83:1437-1441.

82. Vos-Vromans DC, Ketelaar M, Gorter JW: Responsiveness of evaluative
measures for children with cerebral palsy: the Gross Motor Function
Measure and the Pediatric Evaluation of Disability Inventory. Disabil
Rehabil 2005, 27:1245-1252.

83. Penta M, Thonnard JL, Tesio L: ABILHAND: a Rasch-built measure of
manual ability. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 1998, 79:1038-1042.

84. Arnould C, Penta M, Renders A, Thonnard Jl: ABILHAND-Kids: a measure of
manual ability in children with cerebral palsy. Neurology 2004, 63.

85. Durez P, Fraselle V, Houssiau F, Thonnard JL, Nielens H, Penta M: Validation
of the ABILHAND questionnaire as a measure of manual ability in
patients with rheumatoid arthritis. Ann Rheum Dis 2007, 66:1098-1105.

86. Johnson LM, Randall MJ, Reddihough DS, Oke LE, Byrt TA, Bach TM:
Development of a clinical assessment of quality of movement for
unilateral upper-limb function. Dev Med Child Neurol 1994, 36:965-973.

87. Randall M, Carlin JB, Chondros P, Reddihough D: Reliability of the
Melbourne assessment of unilateral upper limb function. Dev Med Child
Neurol 2001, 43:761-767.

88. Bourke-Taylor H: Melbourne Assessment of Unilateral Upper Limb
Function: construct validity and correlation with the Pediatric Evaluation
of Disability Inventory. Dev Med Child Neurol 2003, 45:92-96.

89. Ravens-Sieberer U, Gosch A, Rajmil L, Erhart M, Bruil J, Duer W, Auquier P,
Power M, Abel T, Czemy L, et al: KIDSCREEN-52 quality-of-life measure for

Jansen et al. BMC Pediatrics 2010, 10:55
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2431/10/55

Page 14 of 15

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19228851?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19228851?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19228851?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15973308?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15973308?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19005359?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19005359?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1622300?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1622300?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12865054?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12865054?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12865054?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19453691?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19453691?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15760751?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15760751?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16700951?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16700951?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18581671?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18581671?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18581671?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11148297?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7622387?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7622387?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6392204?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7017401?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6361809?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6361809?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8347064?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8347064?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1549632?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1549632?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1549632?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11360262?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11360262?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12766980?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12766980?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16965971?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16965971?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17537635?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17537635?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17537635?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19052738?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19052738?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19052738?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19632696?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19632696?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19632696?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19632696?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19453691?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19453691?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19453691?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19453691?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2657428?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2657428?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18207403?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18207403?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15308901?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15308901?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17635206?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17635206?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17541998?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17541998?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16969838?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16969838?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16102988?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16102988?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10883762?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10883762?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5788487?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5788487?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12004970?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12004970?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12785255?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12785255?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12370882?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12370882?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16298926?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16298926?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16298926?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9749680?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9749680?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15452296?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15452296?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17170054?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17170054?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17170054?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7958514?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7958514?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11730151?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11730151?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12578234?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12578234?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12578234?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19807604?dopt=Abstract


children and adolescents. Expert Rev Pharmacoecon Outcomes Res 2005,
5:353-364.

90. Ravens-Sieberer U, Gosch A, Rajmil L, Erhart M, Bruil J, Power M, Duer W,
Auquier P, Cloetta B, Czemy L, et al: The KIDSCREEN-52 Quality of Life
Measure for Children and Adolescents: Psychometric Results from a
Cross-Cultural Survey in 13 European Countries. Value Health 2007.

91. Young B, Rice H, xon-Woods M, Colver AF, Parkinson KN: A qualitative
study of the health-related quality of life of disabled children. Dev Med
Child Neurol 2007, 49:660-665.

92. Crocker PR, Bailey DA, Faulkner RA, Kowalski KC, McGrath R: Measuring
general levels of physical activity: preliminary evidence for the Physical
Activity Questionnaire for Older Children. Med Sci Sports Exerc 1997,
29:1344-1349.

93. Prochaska JJ, Sallis JF, Long B: A physical activity screening measure for
use with adolescents in primary care. Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med 2001,
155:554-559.

Pre-publication history
The pre-publication history for this paper can be accessed here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2431/10/55/prepub

doi:10.1186/1471-2431-10-55
Cite this article as: Jansen et al.: Physical training in boys with
Duchenne Muscular Dystrophy: the protocol of the No Use is Disuse
study. BMC Pediatrics 2010 10:55.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Jansen et al. BMC Pediatrics 2010, 10:55
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2431/10/55

Page 15 of 15

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19807604?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18179669?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18179669?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18179669?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17718821?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17718821?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9346166?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9346166?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9346166?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11343497?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11343497?dopt=Abstract
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2431/10/55/prepub

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Discussion
	Trial registration

	Background
	Methods
	Study 1 Dynamic leg and arm training
	Design
	Participants
	Intervention: dynamic leg and arm training
	Study outcomes
	Adverse events
	Sample size
	Analysis

	Study 2 Functional training with arm support
	Design
	Participants
	Intervention
	Study outcomes
	Adverse events
	Sample size
	Analysis


	Discussion
	Training (intensity)
	Study outcomes
	Strategies to increase therapy compliance
	Expected products

	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	References
	Pre-publication history

