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ABSTRACT 33 

BACKGROUND  34 

Scientific evidence for digital health applications (apps) which claim to help in the 35 

prevention and management of Type 2 diabetes (T2D) is limited.  36 

OBJECTIVES 37 

We aimed to evaluate the quality of currently available health apps for prevention of T2D 38 

amongst Asian Indians. 39 

METHODS 40 

Using the keywords, ‘diabetes prevention’, ‘healthy lifestyle’ and ‘fitness’, a total of 1486 41 

apps available in India via Google Play were assessed for eligibility by two independent 42 

reviewers. After initial screening using specific inclusion and exclusion criteria, 50 apps 43 

underwent a pre-specified rating based on user reviews, number of downloads and app 44 

size. Sixteen apps that scored ≥ 9 were shortlisted for further review using the Mobile App 45 

Rating Scale (MARS).  MARS contains 2 main categories: Category I (Application Quality) 46 

and Category II (Application Subjective Quality). The mean MARS scores were used to 47 

identify the top ranked apps. 48 

RESULTS  49 

The mean score for Category I of MARS rating was highest for ‘Google Fit: Health and 50 

Activity Tracking’ (4.55/5). This was followed by ‘Healthifyme - Diet Plan, Health and 51 

Weight Loss’ (4.45/5). For Category II of MARS, ‘Diabetes M’, ‘Google Fit: Health and 52 

Activity Tracking’ and Calorie Counter- My fitness pal’, ‘Healthifyme - Diet plan, Health 53 

and Weight Loss’ all scored equally well. On comparing the advantages and 54 

disadvantages of each of these applications, ‘Google Fit: Health and Activity Tracking’ 55 

and ‘Healthifyme - Diet plan, Health and Weight Loss’ again ranked the best. 56 

 57 
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CONCLUSIONS  59 

Our review identifies two commercially available apps ‘Google Fit: Health and Activity 60 

Tracking’ and ‘Healthifyme - Diet plan, Health and Weight Loss’ as being user friendly 61 

and good quality. Although encouraging, further research is needed to evaluate the 62 

efficacy of these apps for prevention of diabetes. 63 

 64 
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Introduction 81 

Mobile technology has changed the life of millions of people around the world [1]. Smart 82 

phones provide an ideal combination of user-accessibility with high functionality of 83 

customized content. These have already achieved high penetration across Asia. India 84 

accounts for 20% of the global smart phone market with approximately 370 million users 85 

[2]. It is estimated that the number of smartphone users in India will double to reach 86 

between 650 million and 700 million by 2023 [2] rendering mobile health (mHealth) an 87 

indispensable component of health care [3].  88 

 89 

The term mHealth refers to clinical and public health activities, made available through 90 

smartphone devices, which offer health related information and services to people 91 

anywhere, anytime [4]. mHealth encourages users to be part of their own health 92 

management plan, particularly when it relates to prevention and/or self-management for 93 

chronic conditions [5]. The increase in usage of smartphones has led to the rapid 94 

development of many mHealth applications. The number of mHealth apps available at 95 

Google Play in the first quarter of 2020 was 43285, compared to 23955 in the first quarter 96 

of 2015 [6]. These mHealth apps allow people to be connected with their health care 97 

providers like never before [7]. International guidelines support the use of mHealth apps 98 

for prevention of type 2 diabetes (T2D) and cardiovascular disease (CVD) in high-risk 99 

individuals [8 ,9]. However, little information on the quality of apps is available, and merely 100 

selecting health apps on the basis of popularity does not provide any meaningful 101 

information on app quality [10,11].  102 

 103 

Hence, in this study we aimed to collate data on currently available commercial health 104 

apps and evaluate their potential quality as tools for prevention of T2D, with particular 105 

reference to Asian Indians. 106 

 107 
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Methodology 109 

The systematic review process comprised of three stages: 110 

Stage 1: Searching the Android platform 111 

Two independent primary reviewers searched for health applications commercially 112 

available in India on the android platform (Google Play store) on 3rd June 2020 using 113 

three key phrases: ‘diabetes prevention’, ‘healthy lifestyle’, and ‘fitness’. Other key words 114 

such as “exercise” and “physical activity” were not included, as these searches yielded 115 

apps focusing on exercise routines, strategies related to athletic training and had no link 116 

to diabetes prevention. Using the key word “diabetes” alone, yielded apps which helped 117 

to diagnose and/or manage diabetes. Thus, we focused primarily on the key words 118 

‘diabetes prevention, healthy lifestyle and fitness’ as they yielded the apps that were 119 

relevant to diabetes prevention. In total, 1486 apps in the Google Play store matched with 120 

the keywords; 500 apps using the keyword “diabetes prevention”, 498 apps for “healthy 121 

lifestyle” and 488 apps for “fitness” (Figure 1). These were assessed for eligibility by the 122 

primary reviewers, with each reviewer assessing approximately 750 applications.  123 

 124 

Inclusion criteria were an average user rating ≥ 3, more than 10,000 downloads, minimum 125 

50 user reviews, app updated in the last 6 months and available in the English language. 126 

As we were looking for apps which could be used across the country, we preferred to 127 

select apps available in English which is the link language across urban India. Exclusion 128 

criteria were medical apps providing diagnostic or clinician-led healthcare (for example, 129 

‘DIABNEXT- Make your diabetes management easy’ and ‘Diabetes Diagnostics’), apps 130 

with consultation provided (‘Gadge Diabetes Care’), pharmacy apps, non-Asian food 131 

charts (apps that focused on American/ western diets and not relevant to Indian cultural 132 

preferences or habits), apps with quotes on lifestyle (‘Best Life tips’), apps on 133 

unconventional diets for weight loss (‘Total Keto Diet’), apps promoting a specific 134 

organization or products (‘Medworks Management of Diabetes’, ‘Lefum Health’, ‘Lenovo 135 

life’) and promotional apps (e.g.: Fitness bands, Fitness centres).Premium features 136 

requiring payment from the user were excluded, however apps providing a basic version 137 

without additional cost were included. Based on these exclusion criteria, reviewer 1 and 138 
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reviewer 2 excluded 680 and 693 apps respectively. Thus, reviewer 1 shortlisted 50 apps 139 

and reviewer 2, 47 apps (Figure 1).   140 

 141 

Subsequently, detailed reviews posted by users were explored to study the app features 142 

and specifications. A rating scale (Appendix 1) was applied based on the following 4 143 

parameters that reflect their availability in the Play store: - a) overall rating of the app, b) 144 

number of downloads, c) size of the app and d) number of reviews. Each primary reviewer 145 

rated their list of apps on a scale of 1 to 4 [1 being the lowest and 4 being the highest, 146 

total rating out of 16 (4*4)]. There were16 apps that received a total rating score ≥9 from 147 

both reviewers, and these were shortlisted for further evaluation (Appendix 2). 148 

 149 
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 169 

Figure 1: Flow chart to depict the systematic search of the apps on an android 170 

platform 171 

 172 
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Stage 2: Call for commercial apps 173 

Developers of commercial health apps (apps which already have been published in the 174 

Google Play store) were invited to participate in our Digital Health Intervention study. This 175 

digital intervention study is the next stage of the project, wherein the two commercial 176 

mHealth apps selected through this systematic review process and two in-house apps 177 

will be tested for usability, preferences, engagement, and weight loss in 1000 participants. 178 

This was done “simultaneously” along with stage 1. There could have been relevant apps 179 

which were missed in our search due to the descriptions given in the play store. Hence, 180 

an official invite to participate was sent to the developers. An advertisement was 181 

published on our official website and also on social platforms, including Facebook, 182 

Instagram and LinkedIn. We received 106 responses but only one response lead was 183 

relevant to our study (‘Fittr’). To increase the number of responses, we did another 184 

process of Search Engine Optimization. This process added 20 more apps, out of which 185 

11 had already been shortlisted by the two primary reviewers in their initial search. The 186 

remaining 9 apps were reviewed and rated (as performed in Stage 1) but none scored 187 

above 9.  188 

 189 

A secondary reviewer reviewed the apps shortlisted by the two primary reviewers to verify 190 

and solve any disputes regarding the final 16 apps selected from stages 1 and 2. Stages 191 

1 and 2 were performed simultaneously. 192 

 193 

Stage 3: Applying MARS 194 

The Mobile App Rating scale (MARS) is a medical app quality rating tool that provides a 195 

multidimensional assessment of app quality indicators like engagement, functionality, 196 

aesthetics, and information quality, as well as app subjective quality (Figure 2) [11,12]. 197 

MARS contains 2 main categories. The developers of this scale have not divided MARS 198 

into categories but have mentioned divisions such as ‘Application Quality’ (Sections A to 199 

D) and ‘Application Subjective Quality’ (Section E).  For ease of understanding, we have 200 

renamed ‘Application Quality’ as Category I and ‘Application Subjective Quality as 201 

Category II’. Category I assesses quality across various dimensions. It contains 4 202 

sections (A-D) and all items are rated on a 5-point scale from “1. Inadequate” to “5. 203 
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Excellent”. A mean score is given at the end of each section (A-D). These mean scores 204 

are averaged to get an overall mean score for these categories (out of 5) as the app 205 

quality mean score. 206 

 207 

Category II is the Application Subjective Quality that has questions (Section E) on 208 

recommendation, frequency of use, willingness to buy the app and the overall rating given 209 

for the app from the user point of view. The apps are scored and presented separately 210 

category wise. 211 

 212 

Figure 2: Categories of MARS 213 

The two primary reviewers independently downloaded the 15 shortlisted apps (1 app 214 

could not be downloaded due to technical issues) on their android phones and used them 215 

extensively to conduct in-depth evaluations of each app before rating them using MARS. 216 

The reviewers were trained to use the MARS instrument by watching an online tutorial 217 

[13], to ensure rating consistency amongst the reviewers. The mean MARS scores were 218 

used to identify the best quality apps. Kappa statistic was used to estimate inter-reviewer 219 

(rater) reliability between the two primary reviewers [14]. The reliability estimate was 0.77 220 

(Cohen Kappa calculated using the SPSS version 15). As the domains in this scale are 221 

subjective in nature, this reliability estimate was considered to be very good. 222 
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Results 223 

The 15 apps which were downloaded are listed below: 224 

1. Google Fit: Health and Activity Tracking 225 

2. Healthifyme - Diet Plan, Health and Weight Loss 226 

3. Calorie Counter - My fitness pal 227 

4. Habits Diabetes coach 228 

5. Diabetic Recipes: Healthy Food 229 

6. Calorie Counter - MyNetDiary, Food diary tracker 230 

7. 8fit Workouts and Meal Planner 231 

8. Beat O SMART Diabetes Management 232 

9. Diabetic Diet Recipes : Control Diabetes and Sugar 233 

10. Diabetes:M 234 

11. Noom: Health and Weight 235 

12. mySugr-Diabetes App and Blood Sugar Tracker 236 

13. Diabetes Forum 237 

14. Diabetes Diary - Blood Glucose Tracker 238 

15. Beat Diabetes 239 

 240 

Figure 3 shows the results of MARS for App Quality (sections A-D).  In section A, 241 

Engagement, ‘Google Fit: Health and Activity Tracking’ had the highest engagement 242 

mean score of 4.50/5 for including the notification features for activity tips, goal progress 243 

tips, goals adjustment and completed goals. Meanwhile, ‘Beat Diabetes’ had the lowest 244 

Engagement mean score of 2.30/5. This app had limited information and was less 245 

interactive.  246 

 247 

In section B; Functionality, ‘Diabetes Diary: Blood Glucose Tracker’ scored the highest 248 

on functionality, with a mean score of 5.00/5. ‘mySugr: Diabetes App and Blood Sugar 249 

Tracking’ and ‘Diabetes Forum’ had the lowest Functionality mean score of 3.90/5. 250 

‘mySugr: Diabetes App and Blood Sugar Tracking’ required an external glucometer to be 251 

connected and ‘Diabetes Forum’ had glitches in the registration and user log in 252 

processes.  253 
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For section C; Aesthetics, the mean score for all the apps was above 4.00. ‘Calorie 254 

Counter: MyNetDiary, Food diary tracker’ had the highest score of 5.00/5. The app had a 255 

clear and orderly organized layout with high quality graphics and visual design. The colour 256 

scheme further enhanced the app features. On the other hand, ‘Beat Diabetes’ had the 257 

lowest Aesthetics mean score of 3.65/5.  258 

 259 

In section D; Information, ‘Healthifyme’ and ‘Google Fit: Health and Activity Tracking’ had 260 

the highest score of 4.40/5. Both the apps provided a thorough description of the app 261 

components and had specific and achievable goals. The quality of information was well 262 

written and relevant to the goals of the app. Visual information was clear and logical. 263 

‘Google Fit: Health and Activity Tracking’ App also was evidence-based [15]. The 264 

‘Diabetes Diary: Blood Glucose Tracker’ app had the lowest Information mean score of 265 

3.30/5. This app did not appear to have specific, measurable goals.  266 

 267 

Figure 3: Mean score of MARS Sections A- App Engagement, B- Functionality, C- 268 

Aesthetics and D- Information (all 15 apps) 269 

The mean MARS scores for each of the 15 apps downloaded by the two primary 270 

reviewers are shown in Table 1. According to the mean scores of both reviewers 271 

for Category I, ‘Google Fit: Health and Activity Tracking’ was ranked at number 1 with the 272 

average app quality mean score of 4.55. This was followed by ‘Healthifyme - Diet Plan, 273 

Health and Weight Loss’ with a mean score of 4.45. Two apps, namely ‘Calorie Counter 274 
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- My fitness pal’ and ‘Habits Diabetes coach’ were tied at number 3 (mean score 4.30). 275 

These were followed by ‘Calorie Counter - MyNetDiary, Food Diary Tracker’ and ‘Diabetic 276 

Recipes: Healthy Food’ (mean score 4.25) at number 4, and ‘Diabetic Diet Recipes: 277 

Control Diabetes and Sugar’, ‘Beat O SMART Diabetes Management’ and ‘8fit Workouts 278 

and Meal Planner’ (mean score 4.20) at number 5.  279 

Table 1: Overall mean MARS scores under each category for the 15 apps 280 

Category I - App Quality Mean Score 
Category II - App Subjective Quality Mean 
Score 

Application Name 

Mean 
Score of 
Primary 
Reviewers 

Application Name 
Mean Score 
 of Primary 
Reviewers  

Google Fit: Health and Activity 
Tracking 

4.55 Diabetes:M 4.80 

Healthifyme - Diet Plan, Health 
and Weight Loss 

4.45 
Google Fit: Health and Activity 
Tracking 

4.75 

Calorie Counter - My fitness pal 4.30 Calorie Counter - My fitness pal 4.75 

Habits Diabetes coach 4.30 
Healthifyme - Diet Plan, Health 
and Weight Loss 

4.55 

Diabetic Recipes: Healthy Food 4.25 8fit Workouts and Meal Planner 4.50 

Calorie Counter - MyNetDiary, 
Food diary tracker 

4.25 Habits Diabetes coach 4.50 

8fit Workouts and Meal Planner 4.20 Noom: Health and Weight 4.40 

Beat O SMART Diabetes 
Management 

4.20 Diabetic Recipes: Healthy Food 4.30 

Diabetic Diet Recipes: Control 
Diabetes and Sugar 

4.20 
Beat O SMART Diabetes 
Management 

4.30 

Diabetes:M 4.10 
Diabetic Diet Recipes: Control 
Diabetes and Sugar 

4.25 

Noom: Health and Weight 4.00 
Calorie Counter - MyNetDiary, 
Food diary tracker 

4.00 

mySugr-Diabetes App and 
Blood Sugar Tracker 

3.90 
mySugr-Diabetes App and 
Blood Sugar Tracker 

3.80 

Diabetes Forum 3.85 Diabetes Forum 3.65 

Diabetes Diary - Blood Glucose 
Tracker 

3.75 Beat Diabetes 2.75 

Beat Diabetes 3.40 
Diabetes Diary - Blood Glucose 
Tracker 

2.75 

 281 

From Category II of the MARS ‘Diabetes M’ had the highest App Subjective Quality Mean 282 

Score of 4.80/5, scoring highly on all the parameters, including app recommendation, 283 
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frequency of use, willingness to buy and the overall rating. Conversely, the two apps 284 

‘Diabetes Diary: Blood Glucose Tracker’ and ‘Beat Diabetes’ had the lowest App 285 

Subjective Quality Mean Score of 2.75/5. ‘Beat Diabetes’ scored lowest for willingness to 286 

buy. Thus, ‘Diabetes M’, ‘Google Fit: Health and Activity Tracking’ and Calorie Counter- 287 

My Fitness Pal’ and ‘Healthifyme’ were the top ranked apps as per their App subjective 288 

quality mean scores. This was followed by ‘8fit Workouts and Meal Planner’, and ‘Habits 289 

Diabetes coach’ tied at number 4 and ‘Noom: Health and Weight’ at number 5. However, 290 

an in-depth evaluation of the apps revealed that ‘Diabetes M’ may not be suitable for the 291 

Indian cuisine (needs cultural adaptation) and was difficult to access. ‘Healthifyme’ had 292 

more features (tracked weight, activity, food and water and provides a personal coach) 293 

when compared to ‘Calorie Counter- My Fitness Pal’. Hence, our top ranked apps 294 

considering both the ‘App quality mean score’ (Category I) and ‘App subjective quality 295 

mean score’ (Category II) were Google fit and Heathifyme.  296 

 297 

Discussion  298 

To our knowledge, this is the first study, to conduct a systematic review and compare 299 

quality of mHealth apps available in the Play Store for diabetes prevention in Asian 300 

Indians, using a standardized rating tool. We found two commercially available apps 301 

‘Google Fit: Health and Activity Tracking’ and ‘Healthifyme - Diet plan, Health and Weight 302 

Loss’ ranked highly amongst the apps available in the Google play store for prevention of 303 

diabetes in Asian Indians. 304 

 305 

Lifestyle factors such as diet, physical inactivity, excess alcohol consumption, cigarette 306 

smoking, drug abuse, stress affecting mental health and lack of sleep are widely 307 

recognized as major determinants of metabolic diseases including obesity, T2D and CVD 308 

in most populations [16, 17]. Most of these lifestyle behaviours form the base for 309 

developing an mHealth app [7]. After analysing the 15 shortlisted apps with respect to 310 

these health behaviours, we found that majority dealt with diet and/or physical activity and 311 

alluded very briefly to the topics of mental health, stress, sleep and other lifestyle 312 

behaviours.  313 

 314 
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The ‘Google Fit: Health and Activity Tracking’ app ranked well because although it is 315 

focussed on physical activity, it scored highly on Engagement and Functionality. The app 316 

is intuitive to use and records physical fitness activities, such as walking, running and 317 

cycling. It uses this information to estimate calories burned. Other features offered by the 318 

app include weight history, duration of exercise, heart rate monitor and sleep tracker (with 319 

the help of a third-party applications), as well as enabling personalized goal settings, with 320 

customized tips and actionable coaching. Reports on the Play store suggest there were 321 

over five million downloads within 6 months of its release. ‘Google Fit: Health and Activity 322 

Tracking’ has previously been reported to be an “effortless and affordable activity tracker 323 

with the potential to significantly extend the number of activity tracker users compared to 324 

other devices” [15]. The main disadvantage of this app was that it does not track food, 325 

however it can connect to many other apps and devices providing a common platform to 326 

bring data from various sources together.  327 

 328 

Next were ‘Healthifyme and Calorie Counter - My fitness pal’. ‘Healthifyme’ ranked better 329 

than ‘Calorie Counter- My Fitness Pal’ in its Functionality and Information. ‘Healthifyme’ 330 

focuses on weight loss, fitness and diabetes prevention through behavioural lifestyle 331 

changes. The app sends the user reminders to track their weight, activity, food and water 332 

to meet fitness goals. The app also provides personalized reminders for walking and 333 

workout and has an artificial intelligence (AI) powered smart nutritionist. The premium 334 

version of the app offers personalized coaching by diet, fitness and yoga experts. The 335 

app also has success stories to motivate users, as well as more than 500 recipes and 336 

nutritional information.  In a recent publication [18] by an economist reviewing information 337 

technology for primary healthcare in India, ‘Healthifyme’ has been called a promising 338 

behavioural application; however, research backed evidence of its impact is not yet 339 

available. 340 

 341 

Other apps that scored highly were ‘Habits Diabetes coach’, ‘8fit Workouts and Meal 342 

Planner’, ‘Noom: Health and Weight’, ‘Diabetes:M’ and ‘Calorie Counter – MyNetDiary, 343 

Food Diary Tracker’. ‘Habits Diabetes coach’ can track glucose, activity, diet and weight, 344 
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give medication reminders, has videos and a lifestyle coach for better engagement. ‘8fit 345 

Workouts and Meal Planner’ has an attractive user interface, good quality video content 346 

and categorized workouts, including yoga, strength and high intensity exercise. On the 347 

other hand, ‘Noom: Health and Weight’ has an in-built steps counter, food log, graphs to 348 

track weight and customized course plans. ‘Diabetes:M’ has lot of features with detailed 349 

report generation, which include weight, pulse, blood pressure, cholesterol, Hb1Ac and 350 

sites of injection. This app allows the user to maintain multiple profiles, has a smart 351 

assistant, advises on insulin bolus dose, can add reminders, give options for data 352 

management and data sharing, discussion groups and track blood glucose levels. ‘Calorie 353 

Counter –MyNetDiary, Food Diary Tracker’ has meals and activity log, barcode reader, 354 

weight chart, basic weight loss plan, vitamin and pulse rate log, daily calorie budget and 355 

feature to upload recipes. However, there are limited workout plans, complicated graphs, 356 

charts and food tracker, lack of Indian food data and limited features in the basic version 357 

of the app affected overall App Quality, Engagement and Information scores of these 358 

apps. 359 

 360 

All the apps reviewed in this study had a mean MARS score above 3.75 except for one. 361 

This suggests the apps had an overall acceptable level of quality. On evaluating the 362 

individual aspects of the app quality mean score, we found the mean score for 363 

Engagement to be the lowest (3.6) for all the 15 apps; followed by Information (4.0). The 364 

mean score for Aesthetics and Functionality was much higher at 4.4. This indicates that 365 

app engagement and information provided by the app are potential target areas for 366 

improvement. Similar outcomes were reported in another systematic review on 367 

mindfulness apps by Mani et al, where mean engagement scores were low, with 368 

aesthetics and information scales found to be moderate [19]. A review of commercial apps 369 

available for weight loss, also showed that Information scored the lowest amongst the 370 

MARS domains, indicating an overall lack of evidence-based content [20]. This suggests 371 

further investment by developers in evidence-based, data-driven content, combined with 372 

change techniques known to be effective in changing relevant behaviour patterns, is 373 
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required. This may improve the overall app quality, regardless of the perceived aesthetic 374 

qualities of the app.  375 

 376 

Published literature has shown that most apps available in the market more or less 377 

resemble each other in features [21]. But most of these apps lack authentic information 378 

on diabetes and/or obesity prevention, the link between lifestyle behaviours and metabolic 379 

disease prevention, as well as suffer from lack of culturally relevant tips and suggestions. 380 

A recent mHealth study [22] reported that personalization seems to be the key element 381 

in engaging a diverse group of participants. In another study [23], the authors concluded 382 

that user experience plays an important role in improving their engagement with the app. 383 

Furthermore, user interfaces with real-time data interpretation and smart algorithms may 384 

be useful in enhancing user experience, thereby improving engagement. The need to 385 

develop new mhealth apps arise from the lacunae that exists with regards to lack of 386 

scientific evidence, measurable quality standards and a value proposition for existing 387 

apps [24,25]. While we were able to identify two high-quality commercial apps, there is, 388 

at present, no evidence available for their efficacy in prevention of T2D. Hence, it is 389 

recommended that app developers follow a step wise approach to developing any app: 390 

(1) define the problem and end user, (2) review the literature extensively, (3) transform 391 

information to knowledge, (4) have a proper security and privacy policy, and (5) evaluate 392 

usability and efficacy through scientific means [26, 27]. Another important 393 

recommendation to mhealth app developers is that while culturally/linguistically adapting 394 

an app, it would be best to have a central base application in which app users could just 395 

select language etc. and use. Creating multiple applications to handle language and 396 

cultural variations could lead to several development and maintenance issues. 397 

 398 

Our study has some limitations. The search terms used in the study were restricted to 399 

mhealth apps commercially available in India. Also, the search conducted in Google Play 400 

store (for Android phones) might have restricted the results of this review as some of the 401 

apps are only found in the App Store (for Apple phones). This study evaluated the basic 402 
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version available of the selected apps, which would be widely accessible to general 403 

population. However, we acknowledge the limitation that paid premium versions may be 404 

available for download. In addition, considering the dynamic development of apps, 405 

popularity and ratings may change very quickly over time. 406 

Conclusions 407 

Whilst an increasing number of lifestyle and behaviour change apps are being developed 408 

for diabetes prevention and management, the scientific evidence base underlying their 409 

use is still limited. Our review identifies two commercially available apps ‘Google Fit: 410 

Health and Activity Tracking’ and ‘Healthifyme - Diet plan, Health and Weight Loss’ as 411 

being highly rated for their usability. Further research through randomised controlled trials 412 

is required to evaluate the usability of these apps in diabetes prevention in Asian Indians. 413 
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Appendix 1: Initial rating/scoring scale developed internally based on available 443 

information in the google play store 444 

 445 

 446 

 447 

 448 

 449 

 450 

 451 

 452 

 453 

 454 

 455 

 456 

 457 

 458 

 459 

 460 

 461 

 462 

 463 

Initial Rating Scale  

Overall app rating in the play store Score out of 4 

≤3.4 1 

3.5-3.9 2 

4-4.4 3 

4.5-5 4 

    

No. of Downloads   

10,000-49,999 1 

50,000-99,999 2 

1,00,000-9,99,999 3 

≥10,00,000 4 

    

Size of the app   

>75MB 1 

51-75MB 2 

26-50MB 3 

≤25MB 4 

    

User Reviews (shows popularity)   

≤1000 1 

1001-4999 2 

5000-13999 3 

≥14000 4 
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Appendix 2: Basic description and review of the final 15 apps using the play store 464 

data (or Initial rating scale given in Appendix 1) 465 

 

 

 

 

S.No. 

Application 

name 

 

 

 

Application 

Description 

Score 

for 

overall 

rating 

Score for 

number of 

download

s 

 Score 

for 

size 

of the 

app 

Score for 

number 

of 

reviews 

Total 

Score 

out of 16 

1 

Habits 

Diabetes 

coach 

A diabetes app 

providing coaching 

along with a 

tracking program 

for people with 

prediabetes, T2D 

and starting insulin 

therapy.  3 2 3 1 9 

2 

Beat 

Diabetes 

This app is 

compiled by 

clinicians 

specifically for 

people with 

diabetes explaining 

complications, 

diets and  latest 

treatment 

strategies. 4 2 4 2 12 

3 

Diabetes 

Forum 

A diabetes forum 

where the user can 

ask questions, find 

support and share 

texperiences. 3 2 4 1 10 
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4 

 

Calorie 

Counter - 

MyNetDiary, 

Food Diary 

Tracker 

This app is a 

personal weight-

loss, diet, and 

nutrition assistant. 4 4 1 4 13 

5 

Diabetic 

Recipes : 

Healthy 

Foods 

This app provides 

healthy recipes for 

people with 

diabetes along with 

step by step 

instructions, videos 

and nutritional 

information. 2 3 4 1 10 

6 

Healthifyme 

- Diet Plan, 

Health and 

Weight Loss 

This app assists in 

weight loss and 

fitness with the 

help of personal 

coach, diet plan 

and calorie 

counter. 4 4 3 4 15 

7 

 

Diabetes 

Diary - 

Blood 

Glucose 

Tracker 

This app tracks 

blood glucose, 

weight, blood 

pressure and A1C.  4 1 4 1 10 

8 

mySugr-

Diabetes 

App and 

This app helps 

sync with blood 

glucose meter, 

import values and 4 4 3 4 15 
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Blood Sugar 

Tracker 

manage diabetes. 

One can also log in 

meals and 

medication. 

9 Diabetes: M 

This app tracks 

almost all aspects 

of the diabetes 

treatment and 

provides the user 

with detailed 

reports, charts and 

statistics 4 3 4 4 15 

10 

Google Fit: 

Health and 

Activity 

Tracking 

This app 

recommends an 

activity goal to 

improve health. It 

can track workouts, 

monitor goals can 

connect to various 

apps and devices. 2 4 4 4 14 

11 

BeatO 

SMART 

Diabetes 

Managemen

t 

This diabetes 

tracker is a 

monitoring app 

through which you 

can get advice from 

certified doctors 

and nutritionists, 

helps in scheduling 

your medication 

deliveries and 

diagnostic services 4 3 4 3 14 
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12 

Calorie 

Counter - 

My fitness 

pal 

It is a fitness 

tracker, helps in 

weight loss and 

has a calorie 

counter and macro 

tracker. 4 4 3 4 15 

13 

Noom: 

Health and 

Weight 

Provides a 

psychology based 

approach, and 

builds a custom 

game plan to help 

you form healthy 

habits, faster and 

lose weight. 3 4 2 4 13 

14 

 

Diabetic Diet 

Recipes : 

Control 

Diabetes 

and Sugar 

This app has an 

offline set of 

Healthy Sugar 

Free Recipes 

along with step 

wise simple 

instructions. 3 2 4 1 10 

15 

8fit 

Workouts 

and Meal 

Planner 

A fitness app 

providing quick 

easy workout 

routines combined 

with a 

simple healthy 

meal planner. 4 4 1 4 13 

 

Life in 

Control 

Diabetes 

Coach 

This app helps 

manage diabetes 

with a lifestyle  

coach, blood sugar 3 1 4 1 9 
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tracker and health 

log 

 466 

 467 
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