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Abstract 
 

Objectives: This study investigates the concurrent and construct validity of a brief, 

customizable exercise self-tracking item from a research mHealth App ("Phendo") for 

use as a measure of day-level and habitual exercise behavior in endometriosis. Study 

Sample: Study 1 included 52 participants who were recruited online and provided data 

for up to 14 days. Study 2 included 359 Phendo users who had retrospectively-collected 

data on the study measures. Methods: In Study 1, we evaluated the responses on the 

self-tracking exercise item as estimates of day-level moderate-to-vigorous intensity 

exercise (MVE) and total step counts. Comparison measures included recall-based 

MVE minutes and accelerometry-based step counts, which were self-reported through 

daily surveys. In Study 2, we derived a measure of habitual exercise using each 

individual’s longitudinal self-tracked responses. We assessed its concurrent validity 

using the Nurses’ Health Study II Physical Activity Scale (NHS-II) as the comparison 

measure. We assessed its discriminant validity through known-group differences 

analysis where the sample was dichotomized based on Health Survey Short Form-36 

(SF-36) and body mass index (BMI). Data Analysis: We assessed bivariate 

associations between the scores on the self-tracking and comparison measures using 

Kendall’s rank correlations. We estimated daily MVE and step counts (Study 1), and 

weekly exercise (Study 2) from the self-tracking item scores through adjusted linear and 

polynomial regression models. We used t-tests and linear regression to conduct known-

group differences analyses. Results: In Study 1, self-tracked exercise responses were 

moderately correlated with survey based MVE and step counts. Regression analyses 

indicated that overall exercise responses were associated with ~17 minutes of MVE for 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 17, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.16.22275170doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.16.22275170
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 3

the average participant (B=16.09, t=3.11, p=0.045). Self-tracked aerobic-type exercise 

was a stronger predictor of MVE minutes and step counts (B=27.561, t=5.561, 

p<0.0001). In Study 2, each self-tracked exercise instance corresponded to ~19 

minutes of exercise per week on the NHS-II Scale (B=19.80, t=2.1, p=0.028). Finally, 

there were statistically significant differences between the groups dichotomized based 

on SF-36 subscale scores and BMI. Conclusion: This study presents preliminary 

evidence on the concurrent and discriminant validity of a brief mHealth App measure for 

exercise self-tracking among individuals with endometriosis. These findings have 

implications in the context of large-scale studies that involve monitoring a diverse group 

of participants over long durations of time, as well as engaging and retaining research 

participants. 
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Introduction 
 

 The emergence of mobile and wearable health (mHealth) technologies is rapidly 

expanding their use in research and clinical settings,[1-3] and engaging patients in self-

management and monitoring of their conditions.[4, 5] mHealth-based digital measures 

that allow daily self-tracking and event-based reporting constitute a promising method 

for administering frequent, low-burden assessments in natural settings to gain important 

information about patients’ health status and make clinical decisions. Moreover, such 

measures are often shorter (e.g., single-item) compared to traditional self-report 

measures and user-customizable, i.e., the same construct could be measured through a 

different set of items by the participants. Thus, mHealth-based daily self-report data on 

health outcomes circumvent several limitations of data from traditional self-report 

measures, including limited observation period, recall bias,[6] and lack of granularity of 

the patient experience and health status.[7, 8]  

 Yet, there is a scarcity of studies evaluating the validity and reliability of mHealth-

based self-tracking measures.[1, 2, 9-11] This has been identified as a high priority 

research area for mHealth evidence generation,[12] and is critical to advance mHealth 

methods and have meaningful impact toward improving public health.[1, 2, 9-11] 

Moreover, investigating the validity of customizable, disease-specific self-tracking 

measures is necessary to improve their application and understand their relevance to 

the specific patient population. Accordingly, there is a need to assess the validity of 

mHealth-based measures designed for daily self-monitoring of health behaviors by 

individuals with chronic conditions toward symptom self-management.  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 17, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.16.22275170doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.16.22275170
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 5

 Herein, we investigate the validity of a mHealth-based exercise self-tracking 

measure designed for individuals with endometriosis.[13, 14] Endometriosis is a 

systemic, estrogen-dependent inflammatory condition characterized primarily by chronic 

pelvic and abdominal pain.[15, 16] It has high societal burden due to loss of work 

productivity and impact on quality of life (QoL). [17-20] There are substantial between-

patient heterogeneity and day-to-day fluctuations in its symptomology,[5, 21] and 

existing medical therapies have limited efficacy, often confounded by side effects.[22] 

Moreover, evidence suggests that individuals with endometriosis are interested in daily 

self-monitoring of symptoms and various health behaviors daily for better disease self-

management. These factors collectively make mHealth methods particularly valuable in 

the context of endometriosis for capturing patient-reported outcomes and health 

behaviors over time, and provide further motivation for undertaking this work. 

 We focus on exercise behavior (i.e., leisure-time physical activity (PA) that is 

done repeatedly with the end goal to improve fitness) as it constitutes an important 

component of health and disease management.[23, 24] Both acute (i.e., single 

bout/session) and chronic (i.e., repeated bouts/sessions over time) exercise have been 

demonstrated to improve numerous disease outcomes and related symptoms.[23, 25-

29] Previous studies relying on recall-based survey data suggested that individuals with 

endometriosis are less likely to engage in adequate amounts of regular exercise, which 

in return is a risk factor for exacerbating disease progression. On the other hand, there 

is some evidence from mHealth-based daily self-tracked data that individuals with 

endometriosis engage in a variety of exercise modalities. It is possible that their needs 

with regards to a self-tracking measure of exercise may differ from those of other 
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populations. Assessing the validity of a mHealth-based daily self-tracking exercise 

measure designed for individuals with endometriosis is a starting point for delineating 

these gaps in the literature.  

 In this work, we investigate the concurrent[30]  and discriminant[31] validity of a 

mHealth-based exercise self-tracking item from an observational research mHealth App 

(“Phendo”) for endometriosis.[13, 14] Phendo was previously developed using patient-

centered participatory design, through qualitative (focus groups, interviews) and 

quantitative research (surveys, coded content analysis) with participants with 

endometriosis, described in detail elsewhere.[13, 14] This technique for developing 

patient-reported outcome measures has been suggested to enhance content validity 

and relevance of the measure to the target demographic, thus providing a more 

comprehensive and accurate representation of the disease experience and impact.[32-

35]  

 Our preliminary analyses toward validation of Phendo’s exercise self-tracking 

item considers different time frames. First, we evaluate it as a day-level measure and 

assess the concurrent validity of the responses as estimates of overall and different 

modalities of exercise (Study 1). We then use each individual’s longitudinal responses 

on the self-tracking item to derive a measure of habitual exercise (i.e., average patterns 

over the long term) and evaluate its concurrent and discriminant validity (Study 2).  

 

Study 1 – Day level measure evaluation 

Methods 

Sample and Recruitment.  
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 All procedures were approved by Columbia University Irving Medical Center 

Institutional Review Board and all participants provided informed consent 

(#AAAQ9812). We recruited participants through advertisements on Phendo’s social 

media accounts (citizenendo.org, Twitter, Instagram, medium blog) in November 2018, 

where the participation opportunity was advertised as a voluntary (i.e., unpaid), 2-week 

study aimed to better understand PA and exercise habits among individuals with 

endometriosis. Participants were instructed to maintain their usual levels of PA and 

exercise during this 2-week period. Eligibility criteria included individuals with an 

endometriosis diagnosis, interest in tracking/monitoring PA and exercise behavior, 

willingness to respond to daily mobile surveys on PA and exercise behavior, and self-

track disease symptoms and exercise behavior in Phendo every day for 14 days. 

Though the study was advertised on the App’s social media pages, participation was 

not restricted to current Phendo users.  

 

Study Measures and Variables  

 Self-tracking exercise measures. We evaluated 3 day-level outcome measures 

derived from the self-tracking exercise item: Overall (any modality/intensity), aerobic-

type, and multimodal/anaerobic-type exercise. Exercise is tracked at the day level within 

the Phendo App through a root question “Did you exercise today? (Yes/No)”. Upon 

selecting a “Yes”, users can further create customized exercise tracking items by adding 

details (e.g., modality, intensity, duration) within this question. These customized 

tracking items can be saved within the App for later use to eliminate re-entry every time 

the user wants to track any activity they regularly do. Responses to the root question 
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were used as a binary measure of overall day-level exercise for comparison to other 

measures from the daily surveys for assessment of concurrency. We extracted the free-

text data from the customized item responses on modality to derive the 2 other binary 

variables including: 1) Aerobic type (e.g., walking, running, jogging, etc.), and 2) 

Anaerobic/Multimodal type (e.g., yoga, Pilates, calisthenics, strength, etc.). Walking- 

and most aerobic- type exercises are considered to be of moderate or vigorous intensity 

according to the Compendium of PA [36], which is a standardized way of categorizing 

different PA types for measurement of PA behavior in research. Moreover, most aerobic 

type exercises reported by the participants were step-based (e.g., jogging, running, 

elliptical and stair machines). We expected the aerobic exercise responses to correlate 

most strongly with those on the comparison MVE and step count measure. Accordingly, 

we hypothesized that the anaerobic/multimodal exercise variable would be relatively 

weakly correlated with the comparison measure responses. 

 Comparison measures. As comparison measures, we used self-reported daily 

step counts and MVE minutes from body-worn accelerometers and the 1-item Exercise 

Vital Sign (EVS).[37] EVS provides an estimate of leisure-time PA (i.e., exercise) 

behavior and has been demonstrated to discriminate patients with differing activity 

levels based on demographics and health status. We adapted this item for day-level 

administration, i.e., “How many minutes of physical activity that is enough to raise your 

breathing rate did you do today? This may include sport, exercise, brisk walking or 

cycling for recreation or to get to and from places but should not include housework or 

physical activity that may be part of your job’. Comparison measures were administered 

every day through daily surveys sent through Qualtrics to participants’ email addresses.  
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 We used the MVE responses to create 3 comparison measures: 1) As total daily 

minutes, 2) Categorized into 2 levels: less than or at least 30 minutes (MVE 2-level 

category), and 3) Categorized into 3 levels: less than 30 minutes, 30-149 minutes, at 

least 150 minutes (MVE 3-level category). Given the step counts obtained through 

body-worn trackers are not limited to just periods of leisure-time MVE, they capture all 

intensities and types of PA throughout the day. Accordingly, we used the step counts 

outcome as a comparison measure of overall day-level PA, and MVE responses as a 

comparison measure of overall day-level MVE (i.e., leisure-time PA of at least moderate 

intensity).  

   

Data Analysis. 

 We describe the demographic characteristics of the study sample using means 

and standard deviations (SDs) and ranges for all variables. For a comprehensive 

assessment of concurrent validity, we assessed several metrics of association between 

the Phendo items and the daily survey items on MVE and Steps. First, we computed 

Kendall's rank correlation tau coefficients (�) to quantify the magnitude of bivariate 

associations between the responses from the Phendo exercise items and those from 

the daily surveys. Next, we assessed the magnitude of associations while adjusting for 

number of tracked days to partial out the potential variance brought in by an individual’s 

tracking habits and/or number of days of data. This was done by conducting separate 

linear regression models with daily step counts and MVE minutes as the outcomes. In 

all of the models, the outcome was regressed on one of the 3 types of self-tracked 
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exercise responses (i.e., any-, aerobic-, multimodal type exercise) and adjusted for the 

number of tracked days.  

 

Study 1 Results 

 Sample Descriptive Statistics. Fifty-two participants initially expressed interest in 

participating, and completed informed consent and the first day of Qualtrics survey 

questions. Of those, 39 participants provided at least 2 days of survey data, and 31 

provided at least 3 days of data (Mean (SD)=6.44 (5.04) days, Range=1-14). In total, 

335 person-level days of data from 52 participants were available for analysis. Twenty-

one participants reported wearing an activity tracker on 1 or more days during the 14-

day period (Mean (SD) = 5.49 (4.65) days), providing 146 person-level days of tracker-

based data. Descriptive summary statistics for the Study 1 sample on demographics, 

daily survey responses, and the self-tracked exercise reports are provided in Table 1.  

 

Table 1. Sample summary statistics on age, body mass index, daily survey and self-
tracking measures for the Study 1 sample (N=52). 

Sample Demographics Mean (SD)/ Frequency(%) Range 
Age 30.90 (6.91) 18-53 (Median=31.50) 

Body Mass Index 25.02 (6.63) 
 

17.08-44.2 
(Median=22.74) 

Race/Ethnicity 
Caucasian White 

Asian 
Non-Hispanic Black 

Hispanic 
Other 

 
44 (84.6%) 
1 (1.9%) 
1 (1.9%) 
3 (5.7%) 
3 (5.7%) 

 

 
Education 

College or higher 

 
 

34 (65.3%) 
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Some College 
High School or less 

15 (28.8%) 
3 (5.7%) 

 
Employment 
Employed 

Not Employed 
Student 

 
 

35 (67.3%) 
9 (17.3%) 
8 (15.3%) 

 

 
Daily survey measure (N) 

 
Mean (SD) 

 
Range 

Steps (21) 
(146 person-level days) 

6779.75 (4444.99) 
12-18,858 

 
 

MVE minutes (31) 
(333 person-level days) 

 
31.96 (35.11) 

 
0-240 

 
 

Time of MVE 
Between wake time to Noon (31) 

Noon to 6pm (36) 
6pm to bedtime (24) 

 
 

137 (40.8%) 
188 (56.1%) 
67 (20.0%) 

 
 
 

N/A 

Tracker weartime (21) 16.64 (6.4) 3-24 (146) 
   

Phendo exercise measure Frequency (%)  

“Did you do any exercise today?” 
Yes (25) 
No (22) 
NA (42) 

 
84 (25.0%) 
109 (32.5%) 
142 (42.3%) 

 

 
Modality 

Walking (14) 
Aerobic  (22) 
Strength (1) 

Multimodal (12) 

 
 

59 (%17.6) 
78 (23.2%) 
3 (0.8%) 
25 (7.4%) 

 

 

 Concurrent validity. Results from the bivariate rank correlations are provided in 

Table 2. As an overall daily exercise measure, responses on the self-tracking item were 

moderately correlated with daily survey-based MVE outcomes and step counts (� = 

0.256 and � = 0.294, respectively; p<0.0001, corresponding to Fisher’s z scores of 0.41 and 
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0.48). As expected, aerobic-type exercise responses were more strongly correlated than 

anaerobic/multimodal exercise responses with the MVE and step count outcomes.  

 Results of the adjusted and unadjusted regression models estimating MVE 

minutes are provided in Table 3. When the overall daily exercise measure was used as 

the predictor, point estimates indicated that each self-tracked exercise instance was 

associated with an additional ~16 minutes of MVE for the average participant (B=16.09, 

t=3.11, p=0.045). However, aerobic- type exercise was a stronger predictor where each 

self-tracked aerobic exercise instance was associated with an additional ~14 minutes of 

MVE for a total of ~28 minutes (B=27.561, t=5.561, p<0.0001). In contrast, multimodal 

exercise was not a significant predictor of MVE mins (See Table 3). The results from the 

models estimating step counts are provided in Table 4, which indicated that each self-

tracked exercise instance was associated with an additional 3,226 steps on a given day. 

For self-tracked aerobic exercise responses, the point estimates were larger by ~500 

steps (B=3766.5, t=5.12, p<0.0001), whereas multimodal exercise responses were similar 

to the overall exercise responses (B=3240.2, t=2.231, p=0.028).  

 

Table 2. Results of the Kendall’s rank correlations between responses from the self-tracked 
exercise items and daily survey MVE and step counts. 

 MVE Mins MVE 2-level 
category 

MVE 3-level 
category 

Total Steps 

Self-tracked 
exercise (any) 

� = 0.256,  
z = 4.171,  
p < 0.0001 

� = 0.252,  
z = 3.502,  
p = 0.0004 

� = 0.252,  
z = 3.520,  
p = 0.0004 

� = 0.294,  
z = 3.232,  
p = 0.001229 

Self-tracked 
aerobic 
exercise 

� = 0.397,  
z = 6.461, 
p<0.00001 

� = 0.3382,  
z = 4.6863, 
p<0.00001 

� = 0.336,  
z = 4.692,  
p<0.00001 

� = 0.361,  
z = 4.033,  
p <0.0001 
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Self-tracked 
multimodal 
exercise 

� = 0.057, 
z = 0.9406,  
p = 0.346 

� = 0.118 ,  
z = 1.63,  
p = 0.101 

� = 0.123,  
z = 1.725,  
p = 0.08446 

� = 0.159,  
z= 1.790,  
p = 0.0733 

 

 
Table 3. Results for the 3 separate linear regression models estimating daily survey responses 
on MVE minutes from self-tracked exercise responses (i.e., any-, aerobic-, multimodal- 
exercise). 
Model Term B coefficient (SE) t-value P value  

Outcome= MVE Mins    
 

Intercept 20.712 (10.273) 2.016 0.045  
Self-tracked exercise 
(any) 

16.091 (5.166) 3.115 0.045  

Tracked days 0.513 (0.799) 0.643 0.521  
    F(190)=4.917, p=0.0082 

     
    
Intercept 20.010 (9.49) 2.108 0.036  
Self-tracked aerobic 
exercise 

27.561 (4.940) 5.579 <0.0001  

Tracked days 0.224 (0.756) 0.297 0.766  
    F(190)=15.64, p <0.00001 

     
Intercept 26.537 (10.220) 2.596 0.010  

Self-tracked multimodal 
exercise 

13.195 (7.762) 1.693 0.092  

Tracked days 0.469 (0.817) 0.574 0.566  
     
    F(190)=1.496, p=0.226 
 

 
Table 4. Results for the 3 separate linear regression models estimating daily survey based 
step counts from self-tracked exercise outcomes (i.e. any-, aerobic-, multimodal exercise). 
Model Term B coefficient (SE) t-value P value  

Outcome= Step counts    
 

Self-tracked exercise 
(any) 

3225.9 (921.1) 3.502 0.0007  

Tracked days 107.7 (144.9) 0.743 0.459  
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    F(83)=6.322, p=0.002 
     
    
Self-tracked aerobic 
exercise 

3766.5 (735.6) 5.120 <0.0001  

Tracked days 127.0 (135.5) 0.937 0.351  
    F(83)=13.33, p <0.00001 

     
Self-tracked multimodal 
exercise 

3240.2 (1452.4) 2.231 0.028  

Tracked days 143.1 (152.7) 0.938 0.3511  
     
    F(83)=2.664 p=0.075 
 

 

 

Study 2 – Evaluation of the habitual exercise measure 

Methods 

Study Sample 

 All procedures were approved by Columbia University Irving Medical Center 

Institutional Review Board and all participants provided informed consent 

(#AAAQ9812). Analyses for Study 2 were conducted with retrospective data collected 

through Phendo between November 2016 and April 2020. Details of recruitment, 

enrollment, informed consent are described elsewhere.[5, 38] Briefly, participants 

consisted of a subset of Phendo App users who had longitudinal self-tracked exercise 

data for derivation of a habitual exercise measure and self-reported a surgery-, clinician-

, or suspected (i.e., self-) diagnosis of endometriosis within their App profiles. This was 

an a priori decision based on the focus of the study (i.e., exercise behavior) and our 

previous findings indicating no substantial differences in exercise patterns between 

those with self-diagnosed vs formally-diagnosed endometriosis. All participants provided 
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informed consent prior to data collection and all Phendo users contribute data with the 

acknowledgement that their de-identified data can be used for research purposes. 

 

Study Measures and Variables. 

 Phendo habitual exercise measure. For each participant, we computed their 

mean weekly exercise frequency (i.e., habitual exercise) by summing their self-tracked 

exercise reports per week across their entire range of days of data and then dividing 

this number by the total number of weeks of data they had. We used the responses to 

the same root exercise question in Phendo described in Study 1 Methods to compute 

this habitual exercise proxy measure.  

 Comparison measures. We used the 8-item Nurses’ Health Study II PA (NHS-II) 

Scale [39] included within the World Endometriosis Research Foundation (WERF) 

Endometriosis Patient Questionnaire (EPQ-S)[40, 41] as the comparison instrument. 

The NHS-II Scale asks the respondent to report the typical weekly durations spent in 

major recreational PA categories (i.e., walking, running, lap swimming, jogging, 

bicycling, tennis, calisthenics, other aerobic recreation) in the past 12 months. We 

added these durations to obtain total weekly raw minutes and metabolic equivalent 

minutes (MET-mins) of recreational PA (i.e., exercise). MET-mins of exercise is 

computed by multiplying the duration of each activity by its MET intensity level based on 

the Compendium of PA.[36] The MET intensity reflects the associated metabolic rate for 

a specific activity divided by a standard resting metabolic rate. One MET-min is roughly 

equivalent to 1 kcal/min for a 60-kg person. METs are most commonly used to 

categorize PAs based on intensity where, moderate intensity is defined as 3–6 METs, 
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moderate-to-vigorous intensity as >3 METs, and vigorous intensity as >6 METs.[42, 43]

 Finally, we used the Physical Function and Energy subscales of the 36-Item 

Short Form Health Survey (SF-36)[44] and body mass index (BMI) as the 

dichotomization variables to assess discriminant validity via known-group differences 

analyses. The SF-36 is a set of self-reported functioning and well-being measures 

developed for the Medical Outcomes Study, a large-scale study of how patients fare 

with health care in the United States.[45] The subscale scores are computed by 

summing the weighted scores from each item and converted to standardized T-scores. 

The T-scores range from 0 to 100 where higher scores indicate less disability and 50 

represents the population normative mean. 

 

Data Analysis 

 Concurrent validity. The EPQ-S is included within the Phendo App for 

participants to complete if and when they would like. Thus, complete data were 

available for a subset of the Phendo users and there was variability across participants 

in terms of the when they completed it in relation to the time of their self-tracking. We 

included all available data for analysis and adjusted the models for time duration 

between self-tracking in Phendo and NHS-II Scale to account for any potential variance 

brought in by this time interval. We first conducted Kendall’s rank correlations between 

the person-level median habitual exercise scores and the NHS-II weekly exercise 

outcomes (weekly raw minutes and MET-mins). Next, we conducted separate linear 

regression models where the NHS-II outcomes were each regressed on the habitual 

exercise scores, and further adjusted for duration between self-tracking and survey 
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completion. We used the median values for the habitual exercise outcome in the 

regression models for interpretability. Given that the habitual exercise outcome is based 

on weekly frequency and does not take into account intensity of the exercise, we 

expected to be able to capture its relationship with the raw minutes of exercise from 

NHS-II through a linear model. On the other hand, we hypothesized a possible non-

linear relationship with the MET-mins of exercise (which takes into account intensity), 

and tested for this through higher-order polynomial regressions. 

 Discriminant Validity. We evaluated the construct validity of the habitual exercise 

measure by assessing its discriminant validity via known-group differences analysis. In 

this type of analysis, the sample is categorized into groups based on selected person-

level variables that are hypothesized to be associated with different scores on the 

measure of interest (i.e. habitual exercise).[46] Accordingly, we used the SF-36 

subscales of Physical Function and Energy, and BMI category (i.e., <18.5, 18.5-24.99, 

25-29.99, >=30) as the grouping variables. We hypothesized that those with lower 

scores on the SF-36 subscales and BMIs of 30 or greater (based on previous research 

on BMI and PA [47]), would be associated with significantly lower habitual exercise 

levels. We used the population normative means on the SF-36 as the cut-off score (i.e., 

>50 vs ≤50) to create the groups, and conducted independent samples t-tests or linear 

regression where appropriate to compare habitual exercise levels across the groups.  

 

Study 2 Results 

 Sample characteristics. Participants (N=359) had on average 54.3 days of data 

available for analysis (SD=64.3, Range=11-395). Demographics for the participants are 
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provided in Table 5. Participants collectively represented 27 countries (N=156 residing 

in the United States), and ages across the adult reproductive span (14.3-49.2 years). 

Overall sample mean for habitual exercise derived from Phendo’s self-tracking item was 

1.45 times per week (SD=1.48, Range=1-7, Median=1). Of note, 176 (49.0%) 

participants had a mean weekly exercise frequency of fewer than once per week. 

Average weekly minutes of exercise based on the NHS-II was 174.95 (SD=280.12, 

Range=0-2790, Median=72). Average weekly MET-mins was 967.9 (SD=1822.25, 

Range=0-20265, Median=316.86). 

 

Table 5. Study 2 Sample characteristics (N=359).  

Characteristic (N) Mean (SD) / Frequency (%) 

Age (297) 30.45 (7.17), Median=30.50 (MAD=7.86), 
Range= 14.3-49.20 
 

BMI (284) 

 

25.63 (6.47), Median=23.80 (MAD=4.42), 
Range= 14.90-51.50 

Type of endometriosis diagnosis 

Surgery (204) 

Clinician (60) 

Self-diagnosis (39) 

 

67.32 % 

19.80 % 

9.90 % 

Work Environment  

Home (78) 

Outside (207) 

 

27.36 % 

72.63 % 

Living environment 

Rural (44) 

Suburban (122) 

 

14.76 % 

40.93 % 
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Urban (132) 44.29 % 

Education Level 

College or higher (186) 

High school graduate or less (30) 

Some college (80) 

 

62.83 % 

10.13 % 

27.02 % 

Employment Status 

Employed (188) 

Not employed (48) 

Student (52) 

 

65.27 % 

16.66 % 

18.05 % 

Race/Ethnicity 

White, Non-Hispanic (246) 

Black, Non-Hispanic (10) 

Asian (8) 

Native American (5) 

Hispanic (15) 

Other (14) 

 

82.55 % 

3.35 % 

2.68 % 

1.67 % 

5.03 % 

4.69 % 

 

 

 Concurrent Validity. Habitual exercise outcome was moderately correlated with 

NHS-II scores for both raw minutes (i.e., � = 0.18, z = 4.52, p<0.0001) and MET-mins of 

exercise (� = 0.17, z = 4.39, p<0.0001). All results from the regression models are 

provided in Table 6. In both the adjusted and unadjusted models estimating NHS-II 

weekly raw exercise minutes, the B coefficients for self-tracking based habitual exercise 

variable were statistically significant (p<0.05 for both point estimates and the overall 
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model fit statistics). The results indicated that, each self-tracked exercise instance in a 

typical week was associated with an additional ~19 minutes of exercise on the NHS-II 

(B=19.80 and B=18.73 in the unadjusted and adjusted models, respectively).  

 There was a non-linear relationship between NHS-II weekly MET-mins of 

exercise and self-tracking based habitual exercise. The bivariate correlations indicated 

small-to-moderate associations (� =0.27, z = 4.39, p<0.0001; corresponding to a 

Fisher’s z-score of 0.27). A 2° polynomial regression model provided the best fit for 

describing the association where, each self-tracked exercise instance in a typical week 

was associated with an additional ~ 434-442 MET-mins on the NHS-II (B=442.57 and 

B=434.18 for the unadjusted and adjusted models, respectively). Moreover, these 

effects were independent of the time difference between the self-tracking period and 

survey completion, based on the associated non-significant point estimate (See Table 

6).  

 
Table 6. Results for the unadjusted and adjusted linear regression models estimating NHS-II 
weekly exercise minutes from median weekly exercise frequency scores from self-tracking 
Phendo. 

 
Model Outcome Model Term B coefficient (SE) t-value p-value 

NHS-II exercise raw 
minutes 

(unadjusted)    

 Intercept 149.26 (18.78) 7.94 <0.0001 
 Habitual exercise (self-tracking) 19.80 (9.01) 2.19 0.028 

 F(2,354)= 4.83, p= 0.028 

NHS-II exercise raw 
minutes 

(adjusted)    

 Intercept 151.90 (18.88) 8.00 <0.0001 
 Habitual exercise (self-tracking) 18.73 (9.08) 2.06 0.039 
 Tracking-survey time difference -19.03 (14.85) -1.28 0.200 

F(2,354)= 3.20, p= 0.041 
NHS-II exercise (unadjusted)    
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MET-minutes 
 Intercept 713.11 (132.73) 5.37 <0.0001 
 Habitual exercise (self-tracking) 442.57 (166.62) 2.65 0.008 
 Habitual exercise (self-tracking)^2 -73.44 (34.43) -2.13 0.033 

F(2,356)= 4.03, p= 0.018 
NHS-II exercise 
MET-minutes 

(adjusted)    

 Intercept 725.38 (133.55) 5.43 <0.0001 
 Habitual exercise (self-tracking) 434.18 (167.72) 2.58 0.039 
 Habitual exercise (self-tracking)^2 -72.94  (34.57) -2.11 0.035 
 Tracking-survey time difference -124.53 (96.32) -1.29 0.190 

F(2,353)= 3.25, p= 0.021 

 

 Discriminant Validity. Results of the known-group differences analysis of habitual 

exercise based on SF-36 subscales and BMI, along with mean scores on grouping 

variables and habitual exercise point estimates are provided in Table 7. Those with 

above population normative scores (i.e., >50) on the SF-36 Physical Function and 

Energy subscales had significantly lower levels of habitual exercise compared to those 

who had scores below the norm (t=-2.19, p=0.029, t=-2.75, p=0.008, respectively). For 

BMI category, those who had a BMI of 30 or higher were associated with significantly 

lower levels of habitual exercise compared to those with a BMI within the healthy range 

(i.e., 18.5-29.99).  

 

Table 7. Results of the t-tests and linear regressions comparing group 
differences in habitual exercise levels.  

Grouping Variable (N) Mean (SD) 
Model point estimate  

(habitual exercise) 

SF-36 Physical Function 

>50 (257) 

<=50 (117) 

 

33.7 (14.7) 

78.9 (14.4) 

 

 

1.56 

1.20 

 

t=-2.19 (228.59), p=0.029 
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SF-36 Energy 

>50 (339) 

<=50 (34) 

 

64.6 (8.29) 

22.1 (13.9) 

 

 

1.37 

2.16 

 

t=-2.75 (38.89), p=0.008 

BMI 

<18.5 (19) 

18.5-24.99 (146) 

25-29.99 (59) 

>=30 (60) 

 

17.6 (0.91) 

21.9 (1.67) 

26.7 (1.38) 

36.1 (5.09) 

 

0.48 

1.49 

0.16 

-0.45 

 

F(3,280)=2.77, p=0.04 

 

 

Discussion 

 Overall summary of findings. This study provides the first line of evidence toward 

validation of a brief and customizable mHealth-based measure for self-tracking exercise 

designed for individuals with endometriosis. The results suggest that responses from 

Phendo’s exercise measure are moderately congruent with those from other self-

reported recall-based and objectively-estimated exercise outcomes. Moreover, our 

preliminary results indicate that the self-tracking item can be used to assess different 

time frames (i.e., day-level and longitudinal). These findings collectively provide 

promising evidence that a simple and brief digital measure might be a sufficient tool for 

assessing exercise behavior in individuals with endometriosis, and potentially other 

women’s reproductive conditions. 

 Day-level overall exercise concurrent validity. In Study 1, responses from the 

exercise self-tracking item when used as an overall (i.e., binary) measure of day-level 
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exercise were moderately correlated with minutes of MVE and tracker-based steps (i.e., 

�=0.256 and �=0.295, respectively; corresponding to Fisher’s Z scores of 0.26 and 

0.30). Moreover, each self-tracked exercise instance was associated with ~18 minutes 

of MVE based on the point estimates in the adjusted and unadjusted regression models. 

These findings indicate that as a measure of overall day-level exercise, our brief self-

tracking item has acceptable concurrent validity. In addition, we provide evidence that 

each self-tracked instance is predictive of an ~18 minute bout of MVE, which can be 

useful when there is a need for a brief and simple measure that could be used to 

determine whether the participant meets the PA guidelines.  

 Day-level aerobic and anaerobic/multimodal exercise validity. As expected, 

congruency was higher when the self-tracking item responses were limited to aerobic-

based (including walking) exercise modalities (i.e., Kendall’s �=0.397 and �=0.361, 

respectively). On the other hand, self-tracked multimodal exercise responses were 

weakly correlated and not statistically significant. Results of the regression analyses 

further supported these findings, where the self-tracked aerobic exercise responses 

were associated with stronger point estimates. Specifically, each self-tracked aerobic 

exercise instance was associated with ~28 mins of MVE and ~3,924 steps on a given 

day. These findings are in line with our hypotheses and provide preliminary evidence 

toward the concurrent validity of the free-text responses from the custom-created self-

tracking items. This has important implications from a researcher’s perspective, as the 

ability to use items that can be tailored based on participant preferences and needs can 

have benefits (e.g., engaging/retaining participants, ensuring the relevance of the 

outcomes collected). While these findings are promising; there is nevertheless a need to 
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investigate best practices for evaluation of mHealth measures designed for event-based 

self-tracking and those that are customizable. To date, there have been few studies 

evaluating similar mHealth measures for self-monitoring[9, 10] and those that can be 

tailored,[48] but none that focus on PA and exercise behavior that are customizable by 

the user and allow daily assessments. Given the population prevalence of physical 

inactivity and its public health implications, this would be an important point of inquiry for 

future studies. 

 Habitual exercise measure concurrent validity. The results from Study 2 indicated 

that the self-tracking based habitual exercise scores were predictive of NHS-II leisure-

time PA (i.e., exercise) scores. For the average participant, each additional self-tracked 

exercise frequency in a typical week corresponded to 18.7 raw minutes on the NHS-II 

scale, independent of the time duration between self-tracking period and NHS-II survey 

completion. This is in line with our findings from the regression analyses in Study 1, 

where each self-tracked any exercise was associated with 16.1 minutes of MVE. 

Similarly, for the average participant, each additional self-tracked exercise frequency in 

a typical week corresponded to ~434 MET-mins of exercise. To put this in perspective, 

a brisk walk at 3 or 4 miles per hour corresponds to 240 MET-mins (i.e., based on an 

intensity of 4 METs assigned in the Compendium of PA). Jumping rope, as an example 

of more vigorous activity, corresponds to 738 MET-mins (MET = 12.3). Nevertheless, 

we refrain from making conclusive remarks regarding a possible one-to-one mapping 

between these 2 outcomes. The habitual exercise measure was derived using all self-

tracked exercise responses and therefore is not selective of intensity or energy 

expenditure of exercise. Future studies are warranted to investigate the seemingly non-
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linear relationship between these 2 outcomes and to assess a habitual exercise 

outcome derived using only certain exercise modalities based on intensity, similar to 

Study 1.  

 Habitual exercise measure discriminant validity. Results of the discriminant 

validity analysis in Study 2 indicated that habitual exercise levels significantly differed 

between individuals based on their SF-36 Physical Function and Energy sores, and BMI 

category. As expected, those who reported higher scores (i.e., indicating higher 

functioning and energy) and a BMI of <30 were associated with greater habitual 

exercise levels. It makes sense that individuals who experience greater physical 

dysfunction and fatigue would be less likely to engage in exercise or any other type of 

daily PA over the long term. Of note, those in the below-norm categories had group 

mean scores that were 2 and 3 SDs below the population means (i.e., 33.7 for Physical 

Function and 22.1 for Energy) in our sample. These findings are in line with previous 

studies that assess endometriosis-related impairment in daily functioning using 

mHealth-based self-tracking data.[5] Moreover, those in the 30+ BMI category (currently 

considered as “obese”) were statistically significantly less likely to report any exercise, 

based on the sample median habitual exercise frequency of zero. However, there were 

no significant differences between the other BMI categories. This finding is in line with 

our hypothesis and previous studies reporting significant differences in PA levels among 

those with a BMI of 30+ vs <30 using minute-by-minute accelerometry-estimated PA 

data.[47] In sum, our analyses provide preliminary evidence toward the discriminant 

ability of this habitual exercise measure and we note the convenience sample based 

selection of factors for conducting the known-group differences. To further ascertain its 
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discriminant properties, further investigations are needed where a wider set of factors 

that are known to differ across varying levels of habitual exercise are used. 

 Overall Implications. Overall, the results from this study suggest that a simple 

and brief exercise measure might be a sufficient tool for assessing exercise behavior at 

the day-level and for estimating one’s habitual exercise (i.e., patterns observed over the 

long term). This has useful implications for conducting large-scale studies that involve 

monitoring a diverse group of participants over long durations of time, as well as 

maintaining engagement and retention. In these scenarios, the ability to administer a 

brief measure that can further be customized based on individual needs and 

preferences can be advantageous. Similarly, it can be useful when faced with a variety 

of perceived or external barriers to self-monitoring (e.g., lack of time, technological 

limitations, varying literacy or interest in mHealth technology) that are applicable in both 

research and non-research setting. Specifically in the context of endometriosis, the 

ability to self-monitor, reflect on personal history of exercise behavior, and the 

customizability of the measure could all serve as contributing factors to increasing one’s 

exercise levels and self-efficacy. This is based on previous research indicating interest 

among individuals with endometriosis in self-monitoring symptoms and self-

management behaviors over time toward finding solutions to better managing their 

condition. Nevertheless, future studies are warranted to investigate the relationship of 

self-tracking behavior to self-efficacy and whether it leads to increases in PA and/or 

exercise behavior. There are currently no validated self-report measures that are 

designed for frequent, repeated assessments of PA or exercise in endometriosis. 

Existing measures are based on recall of an extended past time period (e.g., previous 
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week, month, week), and include multiple items. As such, they are not designed for 

daily use and such an attempt can be burdensome on the participant. Moreover, they do 

not allow customization based on participant’s needs and preferences. To this end, our 

findings constitute novel and important findings to the body of literature on PA and 

exercise measurement using self-report.  

 Limitations. We acknowledge several limitations of this study. First, the study 

sample consisted primarily of White, non-Hispanic women with sufficient English 

comprehension for providing informed consent and using the App. As such, these 

results might not be generalizable to other demographic groups. Similarly, Study 1 

included a relatively small sample size and the data from the activity trackers were 

based on self-report, as well as use of a variety of trackers by the participants. Thus, 

future studies are needed to investigate the association of the scores from Phendo’s 

self-tracking item to objectively-estimated measures in larger samples using the same 

accelerometers for all participants, and possibly for longer than 2 weeks. Another 

limitation was the variable time points at which the participants completed the NHS-II in 

Study 2. This resulted in a range of time differences between self-tracking in Phendo 

and when the participants completed the NHS-II Scale. We adjusted the regression 

models to account for this potentially confounding variable, however; this design can be 

improved by administering the surveys to all the participants at the same time point in 

relation to their self-tracking period (e.g., at the beginning or at the end). Similarly, we 

compared the habitual exercise measure to only 1 other scale, and we did not have 

other PA or exercise measures for comparison. Future studies can more 

comprehensively evaluate by implementing a nomological network approach where its 
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associations with several measures of both convergent or divergent constructs are 

assessed.[49, 50]  

Conclusion 

 This study presents preliminary evidence on the concurrent and discriminant 

validity of a brief mHealth App measure for exercise self-tracking among individuals with 

endometriosis. Results suggest that a simple and brief digital measure might be a 

sufficient tool for assessing exercise in individuals with endometriosis, and potentially 

those with other women’s reproductive conditions. These findings have important 

implications in the context of large-scale studies that involve monitoring a diverse group 

of participants over long durations of time, reaching populations that might be harder to 

reach, as well as engaging and retaining research participants.  
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