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Abstract

Background: The aim of the present study was to identify the physical fitness (PF) tests of a multi-component
battery more related to the perception of problems in each dimension of the health-related quality of life (HRQoL)
assessed by the EuroQol 5 dimensions 3 level questionnaire (EQ-5D-3L) in community-dwelling middle-aged and
older adults

Methods: A cross-sectional study was conducted with 7104 participants (6243 females and 861 males aged 50-99
years) who were recruited in the framework of the Exercise Looks After You Program, which is a public health
program designed to promote physical activity (PA) in community-dwelling middle-aged and older adults.
Participants were assessed by the EQ-5D-3L questionnaire and a battery of fitness tests. The responses to each EQ-
5D-3L dimension were collapsed into a two-tier variable consisting of «perceive problems» and «do not perceive
problems». Correlation coefficients for the relationships between the HRQoL variables, between the PF variables,
and between the HRQoL and PF variables were obtained. Two logistic regression models, one adjusted and one
unadjusted, were developed for each EQ-5D-3L dimension.

Results: There were significant correlations between all variables except anxiety/depression and the back scratch
test. The PF tests that correlated best with the HRQoL dimensions were the Timed Up-and-Go Test (TUG) and the
6-min walk; pain/discomfort and anxiety/depression correlated less well. All PF tests correlated, especially the TUG
and 6-min walk tests. Unadjusted logistic models showed significant goodness of fit for the mobility and pain/
discomfort dimensions only. Adjusted logistic models showed significant goodness of fit for all dimensions when
the following potential confounding variables were included: age, gender, weekly level of PA, smoking and alcohol
habits, body mass index, and educational level. For all dimensions, the highest odds ratios for the association with
PF tests were with the TUG; this was observed with both the unadjusted and adjusted models.

Conclusions: The perception of problems, as measured by the EQ-5D-3L dimensions, was associated with a lower
level of fitness, particularly for those dimensions that relate more closely to physical components. The PF tests that
associated most closely with the perception of problems in the HRQoL dimensions were the TUG and the 6-min
walk. This information will aid the design and assessment of PA programs that aim to improve HRQoL.

Background
A major goal of health-enhancing physical activity (PA)
is to preserve or improve health-related quality of life
(HRQoL). PA and physical fitness (PF) are closely
related in that PF is mainly, although not entirely, deter-
mined by PA patterns [1]. Associations between PA and

HRQoL have been reported in some studies but associa-
tions between PF and HRQoL have not been examined
sufficiently.
The scarce literature that is available shows that peo-

ple with better PF scores usually reports higher percen-
tile scores for several HRQoL domains that are
measured by the Short Form 36 Questionnaire (SF-36)
[2]. This is particularly true for the physical functioning,
physical role and vitality domains. Positive correlations
have been observed between PF and both physical and
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mental health-related factors in the general population
[3-5] and the elderly [2,6,7]. An approach based on the
study of relationships between each HRQoL dimension
and a multidimensional PF can contribute to identify
the disaggregated usefulness of each PF tests to assess
health-related quality of life adjusted by age and
HRQoL. Additionally, it remains unclear how a low
score in a specific PF component is associated with self-
perception of problems in a specific HRQoL dimension.
The Knowledge of these relationships will help to iden-
tify the PF components that most significantly limit the
HRQoL of each individual by age, and this information
might improve the specific group and individual-tailored
exercise prescription in a more suitable manner.
Most previous studies have only evaluated PF by using

aerobic endurance or strength measures [2,4,5,7,8] and
thus, studies examining the associations between
HRQoL and other PF components such as flexibility,
balance, and agility are needed. In addition, most of the
previous studies used the SF-36 to measure the HRQoL
[2,7,9]; there are no studies that use the EuroQol 3 level
version questionnaire (EQ-5D-3L), despite the fact that
this is one of the most widely used HRQoL question-
naires due to its brevity, ease-of-use, and value in popu-
lation and health economics analyses [10].
The analysis of these relationships between PF and

HRQoL through the perception of absence or presence
of problems for each HRQoL dimension would be the
next step aimed to help detecting improvement needs of
PF components based on self-perception of problems in
HRQoL dimensions, as an alternative to traditional per-
centiles scores relating to age.
One of the major targets of public health programs is

to increase PA levels in general population and specifi-
cally in those with lower levels. However, the previous
studies that assessed PA or PF by objective methods,
particularly those examining middle-aged and older
adults, usually recruited a high percentage of partici-
pants who were physically active [11-13]. By contrast,
the general population is mostly inactive [14-17]. Thus,
while these studies show that the level of PA relates clo-
sely to the PF level and HRQOL, these results should be
taken with caution when considering people who are
physically inactive. Therefore, it is important to make an
effort to recruit a representative sample in which inac-
tive people are present in similar proportions as in the
general population.
Consistently, the aim of study was to identify the PF

tests of a multi-dimensional PF battery more related the
perception of problems in each of the HRQoL dimen-
sions assessed by EQ-5D-3L in a general community-
dwelling middle-aged and older adults

Methods
Study design
The present cross-sectional study was conducted in the
region of Extremadura, Spain. The regional government
divides this large region into eight areas for the pur-
poses of healthcare administration. Each area is demar-
cated according to geographical and demographic
factors and the study sample was stratified according to
the size of the population in each area.
In total, 37 assessors were recruited from sports

sciences graduates who had had prior experience in
assessing the fitness of older people and who were
employed in the framework of the Exercise Looks After
You (ELAY) program [18] (the tests were administered
as part of their professional duties). This is a public
health program that aims to promote PA for middle-
aged and older adults. It is supported and managed by
the Extremadura regional government and performed by
the University of Extremadura.
All assessors received a testing manual that had been

developed by the project managers and that described
all the test procedures and protocols. In addition, all
assessors completed a training course together. The
course consisted of three 4-hour sessions and served to
homogenize and standardize the assessment methods,
thereby reducing intra- and inter-tester errors. Data of a
test-retest reliability has been published in a previous
article with the PF scores of participants in ELAY pro-
gram [19].
All assessments were conducted at centers for senior

citizens in a large indoor area such as a multipurpose
room or gymnasium. The testing stations were distribu-
ted in 124 municipalities. Each tester administered the
full battery of tests on a single day in the testing stations
that were assigned. The participants were assessed sepa-
rately and were instructed to wear appropriate clothing
and footwear, to eat a light meal approximately 1 hour
before testing, to avoid drinking alcoholic beverages in
the preceding 24 hours, and to not perform vigorous PA
the day before the assessment. In terms of testing safety,
all participants were screened by using the Physical
Activities Readiness Questionnaire (PAR-Q) and the
resting blood pressure was checked to rule out those
with cardiac illness or uncontrolled hypertension. Those
who answered “yes” to any question on the PAR-Q or
who had a blood pressure greater than 160/100 mmHg
were excluded from the study.

Participants
All participants (6243 females and 861 males aged 50-99
years) were community-dwelling individuals who had
been recruited in the framework of the ELAY program.
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To obtain a suitably wide spectrum of people in the
study population, thereby reducing the risk of bias, the
recruitment strategy centered on informing the public
about the study and its objectives via several media: a)
an initial announcement by the regional Health, Welfare
and Culture and Sports ministers on mass media,
namely the most relevant regional TV channels, radio
stations, newspapers and web-sites; b) paid advertise-
ments in these regional mass media for 3 months; c)
announcements in the local mass media by 37 trained
technicians; d) information (emails, center meetings, and
printed brochures) that was disseminated to social
workers and personnel working at primary care centers,
nursing homes, and social centers for the elderly; e) pos-
ters and flyers addressed to the elderly that were
attached on the walls of primary care centers, nursing
homes, city halls, social centers for the elderly, sport
centers, and local park entrances; and f) information
stands at regional and local health-, sport- or welfare-
related events (information meetings, fairs, etc.) for 1
year. The public health and sport program advertise-
ments included the following information: a) the sup-
port of the study by the regional Health, Sport and
Welfare ministries and the university; b) participants
would not be required to pay a fee; c) participants
would receive an individual health-related fitness report
after undergoing a battery of tests and a lifestyle face-to-
face interview; d) participants would undergo a short
medical examination to ensure that they could walk in a
group (see exclusion criteria below) and; e) participants
would be offered a medical approval to participate in a
supervised walk-based health-enhancing program.
Although the percentage of people who were initially
enrolled at primary care centers varied markedly
between different practitioners depending on their will-
ingness to recruit actively, the advertisements referred
all volunteers to their primary care physician or nurse in
the public sector to obtain physician approval. It is
important to note here that all elder individuals are eli-
gible for Spanish national healthcare and they do not
have to pay a fee for primary health care consultations
(apart from the taxes they pay to support the health
care system). Therefore, there was no economic impedi-
ment to participate in the study.
Each volunteer was then assessed to see if he/she met

the inclusion and exclusion criteria. This assessment
was performed by primary health care personnel (gen-
eral practitioner or nurse) who had comprehensive files
on each volunteer. Eligible participants were those aged
50 and older who were functionally independent and
could walk outside their house for 10 minutes without
requiring help from another person. They also lacked
medical conditions or physical or cognitive limitations
that precluded their ability to follow instructions and

participate safely in the battery of fitness tests and to
complete questionnaires. The participation was volun-
tary and all subjects gave their written informed
consent.
All protocols adhered to the updates of the Declara-

tion of Helsinki, and the study was approved by the
Committee on Biomedical Ethics of the University of
Extremadura.

Measurements
Demographic data
A general questionnaire that asked questions regarding
age, marital status, educational level, smoking and alco-
hol habits, and the weekly level of PA was administered.
Health-related quality of life
The Spanish version of the EQ-5D-3L [20,21] was used
to measure HRQoL. The EQ-5D-3L assesses five dimen-
sions, namely mobility, self-care, usual activities, pain-
discomfort, and anxiety-depression. The respondent is
asked to indicate his/her health state in each of the five
dimensions according to one of three levels: «no pro-
blems», «moderate problems», or «severe problems»
[10]. This instrument is one of the most widely used
HRQoL questionnaires due to its brevity, ease-of-use,
and value in health economics analyses [10]. The
responses in each dimension were also collapsed into a
two-tier variable consisting of «perceive problems» and
«do not perceive problems».
Physical Fitness
Each participant completed a multi-component battery
of PF tests for middle-aged and older adults. The dura-
tion of this battery was approximately 45 min. Standar-
dized instructions were given to all participants
concerning the performance of the tests, namely that
they should do their best but never overexert themselves
or go beyond what they feel is safe for them personally.
Weight and height were measured according to the
recommendations of the European Council [22] for the
calculation of body mass index (BMI). The test-battery
was preceded by a series of general warm-up exercises
involving 3 min of low intensity walking and stretching
exercises of the lower and upper-body. The following
fitness outcomes were then measured:
Upper body strength Bi-handgrip strength was mea-
sured by using a grip-strength dynamometer (TKK 5401
Model). Two measures were taken for each hand and
the sum of the maximal strength of each hand was
recorded [23]. In a previous study of Spanish adults, the
reliability coefficient for this test was ICC = 0.99 [24].
Upper and lower body flexibility Upper body flexibility
was measured using the back scratch test [25]. In this
test, overlap between the fingers is scored positively and
distance between the fingers is scored negatively. This
test has a reported reliability of ICC = 0.96 [26]. Lower
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body flexibility was measured by using the seated sit-
and-reach test of Jones et al. [27]. Two trials were per-
formed for each side. The maximal score (right or left)
of the two trials was recorded. This test has a reported
reliability of ICC = 0.95 [26].
Balance and agility Agility and dynamic balance were
measured by using the 3 meter version of the Timed
Up-and-Go Test (TUG) [28]. Static balance was mea-
sured by using the Functional Reach Test (FR) [29]. For
each test, the best score of two trials was used. The FR
has a reported reliability of ICC = 0.81 [29], and the
TUG has a reported reliability of ICC = 0.98 [28].
Aerobic endurance This was measured by using the 6.
min walk test. This determines the maximum distance
in meters that can be walked along a 20 meter corridor
in 6 min [25]. Each participant performed only one trial
of this test. This test has reported a reliability of ICC =
0.94 [26].

Procedures
The participants did a general warm-up exercise consist-
ing of 3 min of easy walking and easy lower- and upper-
body stretching exercises. Immediately afterwards, the
volunteers were all instructed as follows: “do the best
that you can in the tests but do not push yourself to the
point of overexertion or beyond what you believe is safe
for you”. In accordance with the recommendations of
Rikli and Jones [11], for all tests except the 6-min walk-
ing test, the participants were asked to complete two
trials, as this would allow the participant to become
familiar with the test procedures. To minimize the
effects of fatigue, the tests were administered in the fol-
lowing order: functional reach, chair sit-and-reach,
TUG, handgrip, and back scratch. After a 5-min break,
the 6-min walking test was administered.

Data Analysis
The descriptive statistics are presented as frequencies
and percentages. Correlation coefficients for the rela-
tionships between the EQ-5D-3L dimensions (Phi corre-
lation coefficient) and the relationships between the PF
tests (Pearson r correlation coefficient) were calculated.
The correlation coefficients for the relationships
between EQ-5D-3L dimensions and the PF tests were
also calculated (Spearman’s rho correlation coefficient).
Two logistic regression models were developed for every
EQ-5D-3L dimension, namely an adjusted model and an
unadjusted model. Before conduct the modeling, the
three levels of each dimension were collapsed into two
levels: “no problems” and “moderate and severe pro-
blems”. The latter served as the reference level. The
unadjusted models only included PF test performances
as predictors, whereas for the adjusted models, the fol-
lowing potential confounding factors were included: age,

gender, weekly level of PA, smoking and alcohol habits,
BMI, and educational level. Age and BMI was included
in the analysis as continuous confounders, whilst rest of
confounders was included according with the categories
exposed in table 1. The cut-off points of probability that
were used for logistic modeling were previously deter-
mined by a Receiver Operating Characteristics (ROC)
analysis according to sensitivity-specificity pairs that
maximized the Youden index. For each model, the odds
ratios (ORs) linked to PF predictors and their respective
significances were determined and the Hosmer and
Lemeshow test for goodness of fit assessment of models
was performed. Statistical analyses were performed with
the SPSS 19.0 statistical software package and an alpha
level of p < 0.05 was used for significance.

Results
The demographic characteristics of the study partici-
pants are shown in Table 1. A total of 7104 individuals
(6243 women and 861 men) aged 50-99 years were
assessed. Individuals from the 60-79 years age group
accounted for approximately 83.6% of the total study
population. Most of the study participants were either
married (65%) or widowed (28.3% of the 30.2% of indivi-
duals in the widowed/separated/divorced category).
Most participants had not received formal education
(60.6%) or had received only primary education (34.7%).
Only 20.6% engaged in 3 or more hours of PA per week
apart from that associated with the performance of daily
living tasks such as shopping and cooking. The sample
therefore comprised predominantly of participants who
did not have regular formal PA. A high gender-specific
difference in alcohol consumption was observed (87.1%
of females were abstinent vs. 47.4% of males). The
majority of both males and females were non-smokers
(88.9% of males vs. 97.5% of females).
Correlation coefficients between all variables are

shown in Table 2. There were significant correlations
between all variables except anxiety/depression and the
back scratch test. With regard to correlations between
the five HRQoL dimensions, the dimensions that corre-
lated best each other were mobility, self-care and usual
activities, especially the variables pair self-care and usual
activities. The PF tests that correlated best with the
HRQoL dimensions were the TUG and the 6-min walk.
The HRQoL dimensions that correlated least well with
the PF tests were pain/discomfort and anxiety/depres-
sion. All PF tests were interrelated, especially the TUG
and the 6-min walk.
The unadjusted and adjusted ORs obtained for each

HRQoL dimension, their respective 95% confidence
intervals (CI), and their p values are shown in Table 3.
The unadjusted models only showed significant good-
ness of fit for the mobility and pain/discomfort

Olivares et al. Health and Quality of Life Outcomes 2011, 9:117
http://www.hqlo.com/content/9/1/117

Page 4 of 9



dimensions. The adjusted models showed significant
goodness of fit for all dimensions when the potential
confounding variables (age, gender, weekly PA, smoking
and alcohol habits, BMI and educational level) were
included. The inclusion of potential confounding vari-
ables in the model did not change the significance of
the ORs of the main variables in each dimension, except
for the back scratch test with regard to the mobility
dimension. For both the unadjusted and adjusted mod-
els, the highest ORs for each dimension were for the
TUG.

Discussion
The main finding of this study was that performance in
a PF test battery that assess several fitness components
could predict the self-reported perception of problems
in the established HRQoL dimensions that are measured
by EQ-5D-3L. These results were observed with a large
cohort of community-dwelling middle-aged and older
adults. The association between the PF tests and
HRQoL was particularly strong for the physical HRQoL
dimensions, namely the mobility, the self-care, and the
usual activities dimensions; the latter two dimensions
also relate to mobility-related activities. This finding
agrees with the results of previous studies that observed
associations between physical HRQoL dimensions and
PF but also observed a slight association between mental
health-related HRQoL dimensions and PF [2,6-9]. Most
of these studies evaluated HRQoL by using the SF-36
and to our knowledge, this is the first study where the
EQ-5D-3L questionnaire was used to evaluate the asso-
ciation between fitness performance and HRQoL.

Table 1 Participant Demographics (N = 7104, 6243
females and 861 males)

All (%) Male
(%)

Female
(%)

Age

50-54 171 (2.4) 4 (0.5) 167 (2.7)

55-59 534 (7.5) 24 (2.9) 510 (8.2)

60-64 1506
(21.2)

105
(12.2)

1401
(22.4)

65-69 1786
(25.1)

226
(26.0)

1560
(24.9)

70-74 1677
(23.7)

235
(27.4)

1442
(23.1)

75-79 970
(13.6)

160
(18.7)

810
(13.0)

80 + 460 (6.5) 107
(12.3)

353 (5.7)

All 7104 861 6243

Marital status

Single 297 (4.2) 54 (6.3) 243 (3.9)

Married 4616
(65)

693
(80.5)

3923
(62.8)

Widow/separated/divorced 2142
(30.2)

111
(12.9)

2031
(32.5)

All 7055
(99.3)

858
(99.7)

6197
(99.3)

Missing 49 (0.7) 3 (0.3) 46 (0.7)

Education

No formal education 4307
(60.6)

477
(55.4)

3830
(61.3)

Primary education 2464
(34.7)

314
(36.5)

2150
(34.4)

Secondary education 210 (3.0) 45 (5.2) 165 (2.6)

Superior studies 114 (1.6) 24 (2.8) 90 (1.4)

All 7095
(99.9)

860
(99.9)

6235
(99.9)

Missing 9 (0.1) 1 (0.1) 8 (0.1)

Physical Activity at week

0 hours/week 3935
(55.4)

522
(60.6)

3413
(54.7)

< 3 hours/week 1533
(21.6)

149
(17.3)

1384
(22.2)

≥ 3 hours/week 1462
(20.6)

167
(19.4)

1295
(20.7)

All 6930
(97.6)

838
(97.3)

6092
(97.6)

Missing 174 (2.4) 23 (2.7) 151 (2.4)

Smoking

+24 cigarettes/day 26 (0.4) 12 (1.4) 14 (0.2)

15-24 cigarettes/day 72 (1.0) 27 (3.1) 45 (0.7)

5-14 cigarettes/day 98 (1.4) 31 (3.6) 67 (1.1)

1-4 cigarettes/day 55 (0.8) 26 (3.0) 29 (0.5)

No smoke 6853
(96.5)

765
(88.9)

6088
(97.5)

Table 1 Participant Demographics (N = 7104, 6243
females and 861 males) (Continued)

Alcohol habits (more than 1 glass/
day)

Every day more than 1 glass 162 (2.3) 128
(14.9)

34 (0.5)

2-3 times/week more than 1 glass/
day

113 (1.6) 64 (7.4) 49 (0.8)

1 time/week more than 1 glass/day 150 (2.1) 55 (6.4) 95 (1.5)

2-3 times/month more than 1 glass/
day

284 (4.0) 34 (3.9) 250 (4.0)

Less than 1 time/month more than
1 glass/day

247 (3.5) 34 (3.9) 213 (3.4)

Never more than 1 glass/day 555 (7.8) 138
(16.0)

417 (6.7)

Never drink alcohol 5593
(78.7)

408
(47.4)

5185
(83.1)
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The correlations between the HRQoL dimensions
showed reveal a pattern of associations that allows us to
group the mobility, the self-care, and the usual activities
dimensions together. This reflects the fact that they all
refer to physical function. This group is consistent and
more suitable for comparisons with the results gathered
by other HRQoL instruments such as the SF-36 that
specifically calculate a physical component score (such
comparisons are generally hampered because of the
methodological differences between the questionnaires
in terms of scale, valuation, and other factors). Indeed, a
previous study has shown that the mobility, the self-
care, and the usual activities dimensions of EQ-5D-3L
correlate more closely with the physical component of
the Short-Form 12-Item Health Survey (SF-12) (a
shorter version of SF-36) than with its mental compo-
nent [30].
The correlations between the PF tests also showed

that the functional reach test, the TUG, and the 6-min
walk could be grouped; this reflects the fact that they all
relate to mobility-related activities. Supporting this is
that the higher correlations were obtained between the
three physical function-related HRQoL dimensions and
these three mobility-related PF tests. PF correlated less
well with the anxiety/depression and pain/discomfort
HRQoL dimensions; however, of all PF tests, the ones
that related better with these dimensions were the hand-
grip test, the TUG, and the 6-min walk. This supports
the notion that PF tests, especially those that measure
mobility-related activities, correlate better with the
HRQoL dimensions that relate to the physical

component, although small associations between PF and
the mental dimensions of HRQoL were also observed.
In the present study, logistic regression model analysis

revealed a statistically significant association between PF
and the mental domains of HRQoL. Similar analyses
performed by Takata et al. [7] and Wanderley et al. [2]
did not observe this association. This discrepancy may
be explained by disparities in sample size: the present
study had 7104 subjects while the latter studies had 207
and 85 participants, respectively. Sample size is known
to strongly influence statistical significance: a larger
sample size leads to more accurate parameter estimates,
which increases the ability to find significant
associations.
Although the current study observed significant asso-

ciations between PF components and HRQoL dimen-
sions, the respective ORs were not large enough to
obtain a significant goodness of fit in the unadjusted
models (except for the pain/discomfort dimension).
However, the adjusted models, where potential con-
founding variables had been included, showed a good
fit. This is consistent with previous studies that demon-
strated that HRQoL is influenced by BMI [31], educa-
tion level [31], smoking habits [32], and gender [33],
while fitness performance is influenced by PA [1], age
and gender [11]. Therefore, the improved goodness of
fit may be because the inclusion of these variables chan-
ged the relationships between the PF components and
the HRQoL dimensions; alternatively, these variables
had marked effects that are attributable to themselves.
Either mechanism explains why we observed an effect of

Table 2 Correlation coefficients between Health-Related Quality of Life and physical fitness tests.

Health-Related Quality of Life dimensions Physical fitness tests

Mobility SelfCare Usual
activities

Pain/
Disconfort

Anxiety/
Depression

Hand
grip

Back
scratch

Sit and
reach

Functional
reach

Time
up & go

6 min
walk

Health-Related Quality
of Life dimensions

Mobility 1.000

SelfCare 0.317** 1.000

Usual activities 0.397** 0.499** 1.000

Pain/Disconfort 0.276** 0.141** 0.212** 1.000

Anxiety/Depression 0.138** 0.119** 0.170** 0.235** 1.000

Physical fitness tests

Hand grip -0.124** -0.119** -0.176** -0.142** -0.135** 1.000

Back scratch -0.145** -0.124** -0.166** -0.085** -0.014 0.062** 1.000

Sit and reach -0.120** -0.169** -0.169** -0.082** -0.073** 0.064** 0.279** 1.000

Functional reach -0.166** -0.169** -0.201** -0.068** -0.042** 0.266** 0.279** 0.316** 1.000

Time up & go 0.254** 0.197** 0.258** 0.166** 0.157** -0.288** -0.317** -0.292** -0.398** 1.000

6 min walk -0.262** -0.188** -0.230** -0.156** -0.103** 0.291** 0.304** 0.245** 0.347** -0.573** 1.000

Phi correlation coefficients between Health-Related Quality of Life dimensions

Spearman’s rho correlation coefficients between Health-Related Quality of Life dimensions and Physical fitness tests.

Pearson r correlation coefficients between Physical fitness tests.

* p < 0.05; ** p < 0.001
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confounding variables on the fit of the models. Notably,
however, the only cases where significant ORs became
non-significant after adding confounding variables were
the associations between the back scratch test and the
mobility dimension, and between the functional reach
test and the self-care dimension. The other tests
remained stable after the addition of confounding vari-
ables. Hence, the improvement in the goodness of fit
cannot be due to confounding effects, rather it reflects
the main effects of these variables.
In the present study, the majority of the participants

performed less than 3 hours of PA per week apart from

that involved in the performance of daily living tasks so
they do not have regular, formal physical activity. This
is consistent with that reported by recent epidemiologi-
cal studies in Spain [16,17]. By contrast, previous studies
examining the relationship between HRQoL and PF had
study cohorts where a high percentage of participants
were physically active [2,6]. In another study, the PA of
the participants was not reported [7]. The high propor-
tion of physically inactive participants in the present
study can be attributed in part to the recruitment strat-
egy. The participants were recruited within the frame-
work of a public health program for the elderly

Table 3 Odds ratios (ORs) and 95% confidence intervals (CI) for perceived problems in each EQ-5D-3L dimensions and
physical fitness tests

Target Predictors Unadjusted model Adjusted modela

OR (95% CI) p Goodness of fit OR (95% CI) p Goodness of fit

MO Hand grip 1.00 (0.99-1.00) 0.07 Χ2 = 14.57
p = 0.07

1.00 (0.99-1.00) 0.21 Χ2 = 5.67
p = 0.68

Back scratch 0.99 (0.99-1.00) 0.03 1.00 (0.99-1.00) 0.15

Sit and reach 1.00 (0.99-1.01) 0.94 1.01 (1.00-1.01) 0.08

Functional reach 0.99 (0.98-1.00) 0.08 0.99 (0.98-1.00) 0.10

Time up & go 1.09 (1.06-1.12) < 0.01 1.08 (1.05-1.11) < 0.01

6 min walk 1.00 (0.99-1.00) < 0.01 1.00 (0.99-1.00) < 0.01

SC Hand grip 0.99 (0.98-1.00) 0.01 Χ2 = 25.67
p = < 0.01

0.98 (0.97-0.99) < 0.01 Χ2 = 13.18
p = 0.11

Back scratch 0.98 (0.97-0.99) < 0.01 0.98 (0.97-0.99) < 0.01

Sit and reach 0.99 (0.99-1.00) 0.10 1.00 (0.99-1.01) 0.59

Functional reach 0.98 (0.97-0.99) 0.01 0.98 (0.97-1.00) 0.05

Time up & go 1.07 (1.03-1.11) < 0.01 1.06 (1.02-1.10) < 0.01

6 min walk 1.00 (0.99-1.00) < 0.01 1.00 (1.00-1.00) < 0.01

UA Hand grip 0.98 (0.97-0.99) < 0.01 Χ2 = 17.71
p = 0.02

0.98 (0.97-0.99) < 0.01 Χ2 = 4.76
p = 0.79

Back scratch 0.98 (0.98-0.99) < 0.01 0.99 (0.98-0.99) < 0.01

Sit and reach 0.99 (0.98-1.00) < 0.01 0.99 (0.99-1.00) 0.02

Functional reach 0.98 (0.97-0.99) < 0.01 0.99 (0.97-1.00) 0.01

Time up & go 1.10 (1.07-1.13) < 0.01 1.09 (1.06-1.13) < 0.01

6 min walk 1.00 (1.00-1.00) < 0.01 1.00 (1.00-1.00) < 0.01

P/D Hand grip 0.98 (0.98-0.99) < 0.01 Χ2 = 13.26
p = 0.10

0.99 (0.98-0.99) < 0.01 Χ2 = 11.18
p = 0.19

Back scratch 0.99 (0.99-1.00) < 0.01 0.99 (0.98-1.00) < 0.01

Sit and reach 1.00 (0.99-1.00) 0.15 1.00 (0.99-1.00) 0.09

Functional reach 1.02 (1.01-1.03) < 0.01 1.01 (1.01-1.02) < 0.01

Time up & go 1.10 (1.06-1.13) < 0.01 1.10 (1.07-1.14) < 0.01

6 min walk 1.00 (1.00-1.00) < 0.01 1.00 (1.00-1.00) < 0.01

A/D Hand grip 0.98 (0.97-0.98) < 0.01 Χ2 = 15.92
p = 0.04

0.98 (0.98-0.99) < 0.01 Χ2 = 11.71
p = 0.16

Back scratch 1.00 (0.99-1.00) 0.22 1.00 (0.99-1.00) 0.17

Sit and reach 1.00 (1.00-1.01) 0.15 1.00 (0.99-1.00) 0.79

Functional reach 1.00 (1.00-1.02) < 0.01 1.01 (1.00-1.02) 0.02

Time up & go 1.00 (1.07-1.13) < 0.01 1.12 (1.09-1.15) < 0.01

6 min walk 1.00 (1.00-1.00) 0.55 1.00 (1.00-1.00) 0.46

MO: Mobility; SC: Self-care; UA: Usual activities; P/D: Pain/Discomfort; A/D: Anxiety/Depression.
aAdjusted for: age, gender, weekly level of physical activity, smoking and alcohol habits, Body Mass Index and educational level.
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(institutionalized or community-based) that was sup-
ported by the regional government and with the impli-
cation of personnel working at primary care centers in
the recruitment process. The personal contact with a
general practitioner and the individualized nature of the
program may also have been incentives for less physi-
cally active individuals who may otherwise have been
unwilling to participate in any PA due to factors such as
low self-confidence or limited interest in sport [34].

Main strengths
Overall, the current study identified the fitness test
more related to perceive problems in each dimension of
HRQoL in a large sample of community-dwelling mid-
dle-aged and elderly population including a high percen-
tage of participants who did not have regular formal PA
as general population exhibits. This novelty could con-
tribute to improve the efficacy and efficiency (e.g. select-
ing the most appropriate tests for monitoring and
reporting needs and achievements related to HRQoL) in
the assessment and monitoring of Health Enhancing
Physical Activity programs.

Limitations
The inclusion criteria of the present study ensured that
all participants were able to walk at an easy pace for 10
min and to complete the socio-demographic question-
naire. It is therefore not possible to generalize the
results to individuals with severe major physical disease
or cognitive impairment. Further studies that analyze
the relationships between PF and HRQoL in such popu-
lations are needed, although it should be noted that new
adapted and validated tests are needed to measure PF in
individuals with severe major physical disease.
In addition, studies that identify potential “cut-off

points” in fitness performance that are associated with
the presence of perceived problems in HRQoL dimen-
sions are needed. Moreover, longitudinal studies that
analyze the ability of a change in fitness performance to
influence reported problems in HRQoL dimensions are
required. Finally, studies that explore whether the EQ-
5D-3L dimensions could be resume in physical and
mental components are needed.

Conclusions
The perception of problems in all of the EQ-5D-3L
dimensions was associated with a lower level of fitness,
particularly for those dimensions that relate more clo-
sely to physical components. The PF tests that asso-
ciated most closely with the perception of problems in
HRQoL dimensions were the TUG and the 6-min walk.
This information will be useful for designing and asses-
sing PA programs that aim to improve HRQoL.

Acknowledgements
This study was supported by the Regional Ministries of Presidency (DG
Sports) and Health & Social Policies (DG Public Health) of the Regional
Government of Extremadura and Foundation of Young & Sport through the
Exercise Looks After You program. MAHM is supported by a grant from the
Spanish Ministry of Science and Innovation (FPU3839). We acknowledge the
application of knowledge acquired from the European Union Projects
EUNAAPA, PASEO, and Senior Sport. The authors thank the participating
general practitioners for referring the study participants and the test
administrators for collecting the study data. In particular, the authors wish to
thank the study participants for their cooperation.

Authors’ contributions
All authors contributed equally to this work. NG is the principal investigator
of the ELAY study. All of the authors have read and approved the final
manuscript.

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

Received: 4 February 2011 Accepted: 22 December 2011
Published: 22 December 2011

References
1. Blair SN, Cheng Y, Holder JS: Is physical activity or physical fitness more

important in defining health benefits? Med Sci Sports Exerc 2001, 33:
S379-399, discussion S419-320.

2. Wanderley FA, Silva G, Marques E, Oliveira J, Mota J, Carvalho J:
Associations between objectively assessed physical activity levels and
fitness and self-reported health-related quality of life in community-
dwelling older adults. Qual Life Res 2011, 20:1371-1378.

3. Galper DI, Trivedi MH, Barlow CE, Dunn AL, Kampert JB: Inverse association
between physical inactivity and mental health in men and women.
Medicine & Science in Sports & Exercise 2006, 38:173-178.

4. Sloan RA, Sawada SS, Martin CK, Church T, Blair SN: Associations between
cardiorespiratory fitness and health-related quality of life. Health and
Quality of Life Outcomes 2009, 7:47.

5. Hakkinen A, Rinne M, Vasankari T, Santtila M, Hakkinen K, Kyrolainen H:
Association of physical fitness with health-related quality of life in
Finnish young men. Health and Quality of Life Outcomes 2010, 8:15.

6. Garber CE, Greaney ML, Riebe D, Nigg CR, Burbank PA, Clark PG: Physical
and mental health-related correlates of physical function in
community dwelling older adults: a cross sectional study. BMC Geriatr
2010, 10:6.

7. Takata Y, Ansai T, Soh I, Awano S, Yoshitake Y, Kimura Y, Sonoki K,
Kagiyama S, Yoshida A, Nakamichi I, et al: Quality of life and physical
fitness in an 85-year-old population. Archives of Gerontology and Geriatrics
2010, 50:272-276.

8. Uemura S, Machida K: [The relationship of quality of life (QOL) with
physical fitness, competence and stress response in elderly in Japan].
Nihon Eiseigaku Zasshi 2003, 58:369-375.

9. Sayer AA, Syddall HE, Martin HJ, Dennison EM, Roberts HC, Cooper C: Is
grip strength associated with health-related quality of life? Findings
from the Hertfordshire Cohort Study. Age Ageing 2006, 35:409-415.

10. Gusi N, Olivares PR, Rajendram R: The EQ-5D health related quality of life
questionnaire. In Handbook of Disease Burdens and Quality of Life Measures.
Volume 1.. 1 edition. Edited by: Preedy VR, Watson RR. New York: Springer-
Verlag; 2009:87-100.

11. Rikli RE, Jones CJ: Functional fitness normative scores for community-
residing older adutls, ages 60-94. Journal of Aging and Physical Activity
1999, 7:60-179.

12. Chen HT, Lin CH, Yu LH: Normative physical fitness scores for
community-dwelling older adults. Journal of Nursing Research 2009,
17:30-41.

13. Krause MP, Januário RSB, Hallage T, Haile L, Miculis CP, Gama MPR, Goss FL,
da Silva SG: A comparison of functional fitness of older Brazilian and
American women. Journal of Aging and Physical Activity 2009, 17.

14. Feng Q, Purser JL, Zhen Z, Duncan PW: Less exercise and more TV:
leisure-time physical activity trends of Shanghai elders, 1998-2008. J
Public Health (Oxf) 2011.

Olivares et al. Health and Quality of Life Outcomes 2011, 9:117
http://www.hqlo.com/content/9/1/117

Page 8 of 9

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11427763?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11427763?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21380765?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21380765?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21380765?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22201182?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22201182?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19476640?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19476640?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20109241?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20109241?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20128902?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20128902?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20128902?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19419777?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19419777?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14533566?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14533566?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16690636?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16690636?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16690636?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19352227?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19352227?dopt=Abstract


15. Brownson RC, Boehmer TK, Luke DA: Declining rates of physical activity in
the United States: what are the contributors? Annu Rev Public Health
2005, 26:421-443.

16. Sobejano Tornos I, Moreno Iribas C, Vines Rueda JJ, Grijalba Uche AM,
Amezqueta Goni C, Serrano Martinez M: [Population-based study of
leisure time physical activity]. Gaceta Sanitaria 2009, 23:127-132.

17. National Statistics Institute: National Health Survey (NHS). National
Statistics Institute. Spanish Statistical Office; 2008, 13th March 2008 edition.

18. Gusi N, Herrera E, Quesada F, Cebrian C, Campon JC: Exercise looks after
you: From research to practice in elderly. Journal of Aging and Physical
Activity 2008, 16:S73-S74.

19. Gusi N, Prieto J, Olivares PR, Delgado S, Quesada F, Cebrian C: Normative
Fitness Performance Scores of Community-Dwelling Older Adults in
Spain. Journal of Aging and Physical Activity 2012, 20:106-126.

20. Badia X, Roset M, Montserrat S, Herdman M, Segura A: [The Spanish
version of EuroQol: a description and its applications. European Quality
of Life scale]. Med Clin (Barc) 1999, 112(Suppl 1):79-85.

21. EuroQol–a new facility for the measurement of health-related quality of
life. The EuroQol Group. Health Policy 1990, 16:199-208.

22. In Eurofit for Adults: Assessment of Health-Related Fitness. Edited by: Oja P,
Tuxworth B. Tampere, Finland: Council of Europe Publishing; 1995:.

23. Rodríguez FA, Gusi N, Valenzuela A, Nácher S, Nogués J, Marina M:
[Evaluation of health-related fitness in adults (I): background and
protocols of the AFISAL-INEFC battery]. Apunts Educación Física y Deportes
1998, 52:54-75.

24. Rodriguez FA, Valenzuela A, Gusi N, Nacher S, Gallardo I: [Evaluation of
health-related fitness in adults (II): reliability, applicability and normative
values of the AFISAL-INEFC battery]. Apunts Educación Física y Deportes
1998, 54:54-65.

25. Rikli RE, Jones CJ: Senior Fitness Test Manual Champaign, IL; 2001.
26. Rikli RE, Jones CJ: Development and validation of a functional fitness test

for community-residing older adults. Journal of Aging and Physical Activity
1999, 7:129-161.

27. Jones CJ, Rikli RE, Max J, Noffal G: The reliability and validity of a chair sit-
and-reach test as a measure of hamstring flexibility in older adults.
Research Quarterly for Exercise and Sport 1998, 69:338-343.

28. Podsiadlo D, Richardson S: The timed “up & go": A test of basic functional
mobility for frail elderly persons. Journal of the American Geriatrics Society
1991, 39:142-148.

29. Duncan PW, Weiner DK, Chandler J, Studenski S: Functional reach: a new
clinical measure of balance. J Gerontol 1990, 45:M192-197.

30. Chang TJ, Tarn YH, Hsieh CL, Liou WS, Shaw JW, Chiou XG: Taiwanese
version of the EQ-5D: validation in a representative sample of the
Taiwanese population. J Formos Med Assoc 2007, 106:1023-1031.

31. Lorraine PJ, Hammock RL, Blanton JM: Predictors of self-rated health
status among Texas residents. Prev Chronic Dis 2005, 2:A12.

32. Leinonen R, Heikkinen E, Jylha M: Predictors of decline in self-assessments
of health among older people–a 5-year longitudinal study. Soc Sci Med
2001, 52:1329-1341.

33. Daltroy LH, Larson MG, Eaton HM, Phillips CB, Liang MH: Discrepancies
between self-reported and observed physical function in the elderly: the
influence of response shift and other factors. Soc Sci Med 1999,
48:1549-1561.

34. Nied RJ, Franklin B: Promoting and prescribing exercise for the elderly.
American Family Physician 2002, 65:419-426.

doi:10.1186/1477-7525-9-117
Cite this article as: Olivares et al.: Fitness and health-related quality of
life dimensions in community-dwelling middle aged and older adults.
Health and Quality of Life Outcomes 2011 9:117.

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

Olivares et al. Health and Quality of Life Outcomes 2011, 9:117
http://www.hqlo.com/content/9/1/117

Page 9 of 9

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15760296?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15760296?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19344982?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19344982?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22190116?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22190116?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22190116?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9864752?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9864752?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1991946?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1991946?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2229941?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2229941?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18194908?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18194908?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18194908?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16263045?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16263045?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11286359?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11286359?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10400256?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10400256?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10400256?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11858624?dopt=Abstract

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Study design
	Participants
	Measurements
	Demographic data
	Health-related quality of life
	Physical Fitness

	Procedures
	Data Analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Main strengths
	Limitations

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 500
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 500
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


