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Comparison of Three Compositional Data

Methods Applied to the 24 h Movement

Time-Use Epidemiological Research

XUV, R, BEES LA, R WBEC,
AR 2, BRLLR°, MY

LIU Qing' *, TAN Jianyi’, HUANG Baoying’*, REN Zhigiang*, CHENG Jinqun®,
HUANG Zhenhui’, XU Huafu’, LI Hongjuan’, GAO Yanhui*’

B OE. st Uk TR AT e 5245 AT P S BB 3 44 45 3% (isometric logratio transforma-
tion, ilr) . Dirichlet %7 #= Flexible Dirichlet (FD) 3 #F it 44 45 7 = &, § & F R
r ik VAR AR 24 hiE B AT A B IR 4R R S oA o B 50 A L, A8 Y6 T Dirichlet A2 FD 7 &%,
ilr SR8 A2 ARG 2 BT TLARE 24 hid S0 AT Sy BE R AL R YA A L R R GG AR E R SRR OR
DA Ty ik AR EAE R RAT IR T R AR A

KGR : HIRE R B R RATIR S 5 R 2% S BB AT 4L 253 s Dirichlet 57 ; oMk 2 &
Abstract: The study compared the advantages and disadvantages of three compositional data
methods, including the isometric logratio transformation (ilr), Dirichlet distribution, Flexible
Dirichlet (FD) and conducted case analysis. The aims were to choose the best method to clarify the
distribution of 24 h movement time-use ratio in population. The study found that compared with
Dirichlet and FD methods, ilr could more accurately describe 24 h movement time-use ratio dis-
tribution of population in this study. Future research explored compositional data methods was
still necessary for promoting the research and application of time-use epidemiological methodology.
Keywords: physical activity, time-use epidemiology, compositional data, ilr; Dirichlet distribution; FD
HESHES:G80449  XEMFIRD:A

AR, 5 435 ) (physical activity , PA) 7 & ( 23,2018 WHO, 2018) « A AT K
(sedentary behavior, SB) 3 Jin ( Z{ 5% 45,2017 ; Bauman et al., 2011) F1 B ik (sleep , SLP) A~
JECEE X %5, 2019; Keyes et al., 2015 ; Sheehan et al., 2019) %5 A [ A2 3% 47 ok i 3
T, 3 EOIE P L I O 0B R 9 A R A X T v, IR B A SRR R T A (TR
45,2013 ; J& E M, 2015 Carson et al., 2016 ; Chaput et al., 2016 ; Patterson et al., 2018 ; Poi-
tras et al.,2016) o B4k, 1L 5 (1) SB A SLP A 2 34 2 il 595 B 14 3 20 5 R 1) £ B YA 25 ( Cha-
put et al., 2017) . BEAE A 55 22 A6 X5 & A1 B2 4R I8 B ANVE B AT D I 18] 1) 23 AT SRR AR B 5
T FE 45 R M58 2, B T AT IS (8] (AR R R/ B ARG 3R o AR 223 3 1%
continuum) ff J& K& , 7 & 58 JF & K 1% 3/ (moderate-to-vigorous-intensity physical activity ,
MVPA) % 58 & & 14 7% 3 (light-intensity physical activity , LPA) . SB Al SLP ¥ Ji,— K 24 h
BIVEBAT N, DY 35 By B ) 9 B 96 &, B 24 h Py — R AT 948t B 1) 1 250 A%, 75 7 LA

b AT I 18] b AT R P 3 SO 1 B RO [ B2 A2 AT I [8) 2 A8 5 R A,
I3 VAR T oA 28/ — R AT IS ) A AME P AR o R, K - B AT I B B A A 24 hiE
B, DAHXE & A EERT 75 24 h &R AT IS 18] 19 23 A1 ARRALE 5 0 18] 3 A R 54 R A 1 O 3R

47
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T A B R ] G 24 h &SRS B AT ORI AP FE R
AT i R 28 s B B A At A B S

H 7, PA.SB I SLP ff 24 h &5 A W 7i & % [ N 4h 2 %
KVE . Pedisi¢ (2014) Ay, Zifi ;£ SLP.MVPA . LPA L) J¢
S0 PA B[]0 (g 1) 4 37 BTk T AR X e AR 5 ) A HL A
HE AR I ) A5 P R oy 1 — 35 43 5 75 A Aoy B0 40 bt
(compositional data analysis , CODA) 77 7% . AR & 55 (2020)
ZRIR T B[R] A FH AT G 2 TE S A B AT L R R
B [B) 43 FH VAT 3 2% S 2 F 50 N B v 5 4 R A O 114 I ) £t
FAASE IR 20 A0 BUIR Vi 55 L vk B 38 R 0t M 45 ) 1) 56
W], LAk 2 95 B AN R F B 1 s AR, S B0 s fit B I (1)
AL H AR . 13X — W& H Pedisic 55 (2017) #2 Hi , [
T 5 H P 32 A B TR A2 FH SR AT 9 2 25 A WF FUHE 22, 1 [ £
FH 1) 53 AT R AE AL T % 0 78 AE 28 0 AL B, A 44 I ) 42 H
P RO B E AN TE] IR 45 R T RE 5 S [R] 9 B TR] A A
A K. R, R 8 24 h MVPA-LPA-SB-SLP {# f i}
V) 7E N FHE 18 3 A R AE 5 B T 1 5 pe Ao B ] 8 P - 467 A5
B, i) g ox 3 TR O FE T TSR W SR AL Rl nT SE R 2%
MR

MG TE 5 A BE L 24 hiE B AT B TR I [E] 40 & A
35 % T B RS R B AR O S AE U KRB TS B AT O B
(53] 040 A A 7 AR o) CRIV i A B 70 BE B S A0 D 1) 5 B D
53 4 (compositional data) o B 7 ZUHE FF A 2 (8] )& T b ifE
(ST 22 08, B 77 ZE FE D DA TR LN, o D
AR AN H (5K 5E FE , 2000 5 Van den Boogaart et al., 2013) .
[H b, % 45 32 - IR 25 1) B 48 8 45 07 ¥ 0F R 38 T R
O HHE o X R B (K G 7 ik e I R S X A
Lk 4% # (isometric logratio transformation , ilr) , B R % i 4
B i N 32 48 1E 25 23 4 Cadditive logistic normal , aln) ,
bl U I N ] T O s vl L1 P v TR 3 587
YA R AL G 77150 T . DA BT TR A dle 77 5 3 AR
24 WiRANAT W & A BERORL , BL IS 24 hid AT O o 1R
NIRREAS B o AH T BAR 24 hi% shAT R R A 4
AR, B AR NS R AR BN ile 73 5 52 S W A S, T B
S E R SR, HEENE, i R RN SR G
FE 45 5 1R 20 )N R, W BRI S, S R RN EL
Mo AHLEL T ilr, Dirichlet 43 1 §8 BL ¥ 3 T B 7> B4 58 2%
)52 SCRLARY , SE B ARG J). i A A R
VLR S5 5 iR S5 2 R LT (Ng et al.,2011) ,{H
XoF T B 43 18] 5 AR O B85 15 AR O 1R Rl 2 B S B R E .
% T Ik, Ongaro % (2013) #& H Dirichlet [ & & 73 i , HJ
Flexible Dirichlet(FD) # % , B §& £ ¥ Dirichlet 43 fii 1) K 4
Hep A3 T, AT Wk kb Dirichlet 43 4 AS 2, A 5K
FRIEME . AHEL T ilr A1 Dirichlet 73 4 , FD 5 7 T RE 4 3 &
Iy B 10 & 445 4E (Migliorati et al.,2017a) , {2 H #fj Dirich-
let 8¢ FD J7 ¥ 7E 24 h 3 F AT 9 27 0F 56 b 1 8 A 52 FH

48

A FTEA N T 3B o B T ik T F AR Bk A, IR aE S
S5 43 M FLAE 3 Fh 5 VEFE B G 24 h & B AT 9 I 1] 40 A6 1
W, e B A A1 77 5 1 B 24 h PA L SB Al SLP 47 I [7) {3
FH 23 A RFAIE -

1 BAHERESTE
L1 o4 R 32

FAEE D Tl y=(y,,p,, -y, W BL T RIE

§” = {y = (y17y2’ ""yu)iyi 20;i=12-+D;

iylz 1} (D

O,y B D IG5 12 N yeSP. D AR A
sy, R PGy y X R IAB PR 9 43 &, R § o) P
7 1 LA .
1.2 a7k
1.2.1 ilr 77 3%

ilr 7 v I ) A 1 TE A2 R oy MR AT X b
B0, DA 8 23 B DB TR 2 () S B S 3 i X i) R
FHA G 750 . AT 70 3% B i H 10 b5 1 1E A2
B, BIA ORI B 23 JBOPE 55— L A b v IEAS 3, DA 3K
AW T A RER . B y=Gp,, o p,0eS” A D
JG A B S 4 R N B L B e O (Bgozeue et al.,
2003 ; Fiserova et al.,2011) :

Z,=ilr(,)
[ Doy e 2)
= w7 D-i
’ Dil+1 HkD:i+1yk
:/ I R (O VR I 1]
V(D*l)(D*l*l) Vi Yiia Yo

KO F,y, NN k=i+1,i+2,--,D;i=
1,2, -+, D=1, il B B8 25 (0] b 1 R4 B0 = (s s oo

V) AR AR S (A )l R & Z=(Z,, Z,, 5 2, ) I
R ZMMNZ TCIES DA, HEEEEREN
1(Z: as b)- 1
[ (h)”"lbl}]‘[ilyi
exp[*%(l*a)b’l(lfa)l] 3)

WNZ~f(Zsa;b). NOHF, MEa=(a, a,,a)
NZIBE R R a=E(Z) :b=(b, b, s b)) NZ T %
W7 ZE B 3 L b,=Cov(Z,,Z) s kI=1,2,+,D~1.

BL4R B % (likelihood function) 25 7E S #1452 % 14F K
A ERARL 1A 23 A o il BLAR BR BN «

1

1,(Z; a; b)=
| FEERD]
exp[—%(Z— a)b'(Z - a)'} @

KO FF5HFEELFANG), c RRCIHES
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Hafib.
il 3 2 RUBE 48 T AN P B AN A8 1, RR AR dle 1 5y 1) 3
HEQ), TR R y ET BT . WEEG)E N
E(y)=ir'[E(z)]i=1,2,~D-1 5

E(yD)= 1- i)Z]lE(y,.) 6)
BRI Jh AN JG 43 114 05 28 A A 5 B 4 T AR B 40 3 10 A AT
15 I8 T — AN UG TR AR A0 06 88 52 FAth B2 43 78 A 1) s i, B
e B 23 HOHE P I B P AR A T RID k2 Tk i B
J5 AT A o AR R T K ¢, BT 0, HH N A
53 0 B B T 22 8N 5 B 18] Bl A8 R [ A9 A D A

by Ly e
e |
. Vi

Ipy tpy 0 Ipp

ij=1,2, D @
1.2.2 Dirichlet 7 3

Dirichlet 73 #fi A& — JS 7E SZ 038 DL IE 5% N SCHE 4 1)
15 4 T M2 50 A, A& Beta 3 A1 T7E =i 4E S TE 4T, Beta
43 A & — A 2 4E 1 Dirichlet 4> 4 (Lin, 2016; Ng et al.,
20110 o R D Jo B B y= oy vy o5 v €SP IR
Dirichlet 43 4ii , H: 2% B B $ (Lin, 2016 ; Ng et al., 2011) Jy :

1 = -1 r(E_D:]a,) = -1
pir\ V 3 =N v === X (%)
foelvs @)= gy L= 1

WHNy~f. (o). () H,BNZ JCIT Beta B 4L ;
& a=Ca,, 0, 5 0,) NTGENIIMSH, R 0,>0;
T 9oy ek % .

Dirichlet LA 74 B $05E SC :

R O V) S
a)—WHyf _Hill"(a[)zl:_[lyi ()
ROPHFSHFREE AN, c RROHEE
Z ¥ a.
% T Dirichlet 43 £ 11 5 573 U408 % B4 39 HE ()
FObRHE 2 o (y) T 52 B A3 1 7 B4 4% F 4 1 4 Hh k34
B EGE %

lmr,(y;

yi=1,2,---,D (10

,i=1,2,-,D ap

123 FDJF %

FD 73 A7 42 g I\ 22 AN J 37 55 B 9] i 5 Bl AL AR & 5 T
U6, 4 5 i A U FR BE AL A B — N L 0 Dy B AL = B
BeD 4t (D> 1) IEAH R BEAL AL &, 5 Jo 4 D 4 IEAH SCRE AL

AL — A B . BE D TC R B y= (v, )
eS” /It A FD 43 4ii , FD 43 4ii 0] % {F 2 A~ Dirichlet 43 4 1
PR R & , 38 i % Dirichlet 581 2 804k , B8 @ ¥ ) & 45
Wy NS A b & R O S8 i AT G =1,2,--+,D)
R T 2 A, #5212 AN [RELRS FE 2 50H R
i) Dirichlet Ji& & 7> 47 , B FD 43 477 , H % & 55 20 (Mligliorati
et al.,2017a; Ongaro et al.,2013) Jy:
fiolys 05 ps 1) =
r{{(32 )+ ] o]
Hilr(a")
= prfm,(y, (1,») (12>
Ny ~fiosasp;t). ADH, FEa=C(a,,a,, ",
a ) NTERSHE L a,>0. MFTH o, <1 K, FD 91 %
JERECNUIE, 4 a, = | I, FD 43 A5 % 15 & 508 W
B, M BT A a,>1 B, FD 4 Aii % RN (o - 1)
(30 .) - D] s Cunimodality ) 15 p=(p, -+
Do) IHRR S, i 2 0= i<1,2?:lpi:1:r>0,rﬁﬁj<,%i
53 AR 3 (mode) [ R 88 i N TS B B £ s a, = a+
te,, e, RN i B A1 Ah, HA A B EUE A 0 A
o TN k4.
FD ISR R £h -

lFD((y; a; p; T): ZpifDir(y’ (1,) (13

KA FEHFERE LR 2D, c RRDHTES
B oop.t. (HTERFD ARG S5 HBRL, 75 45 11 K AL
SR BRI R D — A Bl R Ok 1) /R A B, FD O LR R
N

IOg[ZFD,(J’Q a; p; T)j|: 2 ijilog[pifmr(y’ ai)] (14)

Jj=1i

KAD A m=Cmy,my, -+, my) R R E S, BUE
OB, M A IINAE S i A IR AR IR, m =
LSRN0 n NFEARR ;j=1,2,,n;i=1,2,+,D. H&
P55 8RS LA (12) . FD 230 F8 1 £ 1 45 3 (multi-
modality) , i 5 5 3&E 1 o, p, J5 > L 39 0 o (1R AT BLIE )
kIR (k<D) .

BT FD 43 A0 vF 55 B0 % oy 1 38 8 E G Ak
HE 72 oy, AT 308 104 0008 25 B 43 1 4 v i 3 R
HGEELR

o; t p;t .
Ely,|]=———"—F——i=1,2,---,D (15)
(y!) (th:lah)Jr . l
o(y)=
‘w‘“‘E(y")[l *E(y.)] szi(l D)

(S a)rert (S0 e(S0 ) e ]

i=1,2,--,D (16>
49
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124  RAOB%AET E oA RE T
R 3R VAR S, %A LB & (Di Brisco et al.

2017 ; Migliorati et al., 2017a; Ng et al., 2011 ; Ongaro et al.,
2013) (K Do

R1 IWHRSBBEFERREARESR

Table 1

The Advantages, Disadvantages and Differences of Three Compositional Data Methods

7 ik . B8

e

ilr T R R 5 R Y S A TR 5
REFEHAE R F Ik R A

R T AR S 2 55 8] 55 SEAR K 0GR,

RHRT RSy — S WA E R TN; WA E R RS MR AT ST SOt S
M T AR BRI A RE—, KA

48 MRS R A B HB 80 B B A

Dirichlet -7 5% Beta 5% /£ % L% Lehde ) T A
Aok 189 $ AR %

2T A ] R A TR AR KPR R A2

RIBFUERRE; FEHERRE—;
AR 25 R AL
Dirichlet i 2 & # R E AT o — B
BA S A B s
Y iE A MEEL 55
FD RN E AT RS —BE;  MAEHMTAHR

5 B AR
AR EAIEABY AL

FD %7 5% % A~ Dirichlet 2 6 4 FR %4~

125 BB EFW BRI

1 AIC #E )] ( Akaike information criterion , AIC) Al BIC
M| (Bayesian information criterion , BIC) 3 1/} ilr . Dirichlet
FVED 3 P )5 v 48 G 8 43 B e AR BOR  AIC A BIC i)
Foh 3 0 B A T A R R AT

AIC = -2 log (likelihood ) + 2k a7

BIC = -2 log (likelihood ) + log(n)k (18)

KA A W, likelihood ALK B KL s k N5 F A
Hoon AFEARE.
1.3 T =y p A

£ PubMed F1 11 [F A1 M £ 2% 2015 4F 1 I —2020 4F
10 H (#9 24 b3l BAT Dy I (AR G 0F 9, 08 SRR 2 OGS 1] Dy
“24 hour” “physical activity” “compositional data” , H' 3 &
RORBE W R S ARG B AT NIE B 7924 hAT N7 o B
W7o B 2SR R A 5 K 24 h AT g I B AR O BF 7
SCHR 86 R (FEL 85 KR, P IC 1R, WG 2018 4ELART 32 55
2019 4E 27 5, 2020 4 26 7 . Mok, 85 T 58K il 75
1 24 W AT VS Bl S BOE AN A R AR B, AT T NS & 2R
FREL RIISEW o AT FE 7R, — R 24 h IR 2% £~ , MVPA
LPA . SB 8 SLP 5 £ 145 & 5 # (Curtis et al., 2020 . fA /i
Z (Pelclova et al., 2020) . fl§ ili & % (Oviedo-Caro et al.,
2020 4 JIE JRE 48 b O R AR XURSE VT 43 (Lee et al., 2020
Swindell et al., 2020) . «0» fifi i& B 4 (Oviedo-Caro et al.,
20200 A Az A J5 AH 9% 1) AE 3 5T i R TG ( Curtis et al., 2020,
i MVPA B 8] & 42 4 HoAth 47 9 (LPA L SB 5k SLP) , Kt 34 i
FIEL e i o AR o A A SRS o A1 o il 3 IO 1 DA % fe i AH
KM ARG R . BhAh, B0 MVPA AT B 2 £ A B
(i B2 15 21 04 3% (Rodriguez-Gomez et al., 2020) . % —J5
T, SB 5 AR A IR A7 7E 1E DG HE , 44 SB B[] 43 i 45 MVPA
o SLP 1] 22 fi@ $H8 JE K (Del Pozo Cruz et al., 2020) . SB

50

5 AR T: R ALAF AL 1E KB, LPA 55 4 R AE T2 3 41 50 B,
H4 MVPA 81 LPA B[] & 4 i SB B ] 23 39 i 42 5] 4E 12 %
(Von Rosen et al., 20200 . # % 2020 £ 10 A , 1 F 1 BUAF
Fo¥s 24 h AT NG B S B AL 45 R A2 &, SR A Dirichlet
FVES N LEALFE R 524 h i8S T AZ MR R, 5
BB, 52~3 508 REM B 1 h 80 D)L E A
b, 2~3 % g R BE %L 3 h Bl K IR (1 JL#EAE 5.5 %
I 2% L H T8 2 1) SB, /> 1) MVPA 1 LPA (Chen et al.,
20200 . fE Jy iR #0580 % B4R U7 5 FD BB 7E 24 h
S 18] A5 VAL AT 993 BT 5 003 AT oK 52 3 5 3, (B 2 2
HIF 9% 1 S f51] 25 5 15 26 W) FD J7 5 (8 3R 3% 12 A 3 LE ilr F0
Dirichlet 75 % 5 ¢ filf 3K SN il 5035 U0 UE P 1 4 1) R ALE
(Migliorati et al.,2017a; Ongaro et al.,2013) . A, % H
FD A4 24 h & B AT 4 B A0 v 45 )R A8 = O E 4
L4, AR CEE T FD A 5 2R 8k 47 24 h g B 47 AR AR
S AT A 5 2 2 L P (R B AR, 1 7 R 2 IR R

1.4 R4 #IEN THAL

5 B AN 1oy B b % g A LA R, W]
SOCEEHT AL . Hod, Soa R SR EY N 1 S
A=A, 3AN T A RN 3A KA o 38 T0 A, T
FUBTAE B4 1 v Bl /s, R . B S R ) % 2
AABRIE 5 AR PAT 2, AT 20 5 oy BT E 1 1 28 s 3 &
A 1 BE B B N AR R AT I A & . i AVBLC
=MD BN ZX XY YZ,0 SRS ABLC 15
N ZA=0.4,XB=0.4,YC=0.2(F 1),

By BOE B ) ARy — S e = ] AR
AN BRI . =0 B AR R KT 2R S
J 53 B % B A) B HORE LS R KT R 4 X
B 53 B HIORR PR /N, R 2K

2% BodE oA 3 A BL B P (il MVPA-LPA-
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SB-SLP) , A] 73 il 2 ] Fe v 34> 1 e o3 i = e I .

Composition A

0.4 0.6

Composition B Composition A

0.6, 0.4

Z
Composition C

. R f T T T
Composition B 02 0.4 0.6 0.8

Composition C
E1 =xERE

Figure 1. An Example of Ternary Graph

1.5 %itss
AHE T TR 3.6.0 B4 5 B, He b, il Al Dirichlet J7
V% M % R B 4 compositions £ (Van den Boogaart et al.,

2018) , FD 77 ¥£ #H 2% R AL 24 FlexDir £ (Migliorati et al.,
2017b) .

2 SBISH
2.1 BRI RS %
AHIF 95 5249 BHE Sk 1 2005—2006 4F 25 [H i g 508

i % (National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey,
NHANES) [ 16~85 % (n=3 682) 35 [ Jii I H # 24 hi% )
178 5 35 3 % F 03 % 11 (ActiGraph AM 7164) ] &
. WEFNEER Bk 1823 A, k1859 A HAEN
(16~44 )1 859 N H4E N (45~59 %) 733 A EHEAN
(60~85 % )1 090 N\ . A5 TE CoDAHEHE T, ¥ ilr.
Dirichlet Fll FD 77 % 5 Fl -F NHANES % 4i5 , 73 #7 24 h i 3
AT 9 1] 23 AT A S FHATC A1 BIC #E B4 3 Fh 7 30 &
OB HE 3 Rl 7 VELE A BE 24 h i B AT IS 18] B2 i HE
TR B LG T VR T NS AT A T B
5] (1 243 H50 R A S5 I Cile) B8 3% bR v %2 (Dirichlet A1 FD)
& N BE 24 b3 B AT 18] B 8] 1 4 Hh i A ORI B H0E
A, IR T BB B AS: 56 (log likelihood ratio test, LLRT)
EC AR AT S I 1) 23 A B Sl R 18 22

22 %R

22,1 BFRABE24hIE AT R b B E R o A R AE

K H ilr\ Dirichlet F1 FD J5 7% 43 #1 A\ # 24 hi& 847 M
N [i) 23 A R AE (R 2~ 3K 6) .

AW TR (R 2~3K 3D, WEFLNBEP YL 2 7E MVPA
LPA. SB #1 SLP [ I [A] 43 7] ¥ 34.32. 398.58. 590.44 .
416.66 min. TG e A& 73 VE A IE 2 4 4F W 1) 405 A B 4
BIR B, ilr 7775 0 AIC F1 BIC B/, F3& & A F 70 B
24 Wi ENAT NI T 0 Ao NBE Bk et VEAE N P
EANMZENW i g R TR, — K& N#EH T SB ]
1 L A8 35 K 5 HE IR R B IR

®2  AREMERIFZEAEE 24 hiEZHIT A B EME F 5 R HHE

Table 2  Distribution Characteristics of 24 h Movement Time-Use in Different Gender Groups

MVPA LPA SB SLP
(M£SD) (M=£SD) (M=£SD) (M=£SD) Al BIc
BARE
% 3} % /min 34.32432.78 398.58+122.37 590.44+136.40 416.66+84.83
X F /%%
ilr® 1.44 27.44 41.61 29.51 -43132.39 -43076.49
Dirichlet 2.63+2.71 27.3547.56 40.724+8.33 29.304+7.72 -37379.57 -37354.73
FD 236+2.26 27.66+8.63 40.9249.14 29.0616.74 -37983.78 -37934.09
Bk
4,358 /min 42.88+37.82 396.27+128.45 586.84+147.66 414.01+-8427
X E /%
ilr* 1.89 2727 4135 29.49 -20393.87 -20 344.29
Dirichlet 3.2243.17 27.17+7.99 40.36+8.81 29.25+8.17 -17 368.19 -17 346.16
FD 2.8842.59 27.55+9.25 40.64+9.77 28.93+7.01 -17 738.79 -17 694.72
ek
.3} %/min 25.93424.16 400.84£116.08 593.98+124.31 419.26+85.32
AT E /%
ilr* 1.11 27.56 41.83 29.50 -23011.01 -22961.26
Dirichlet 2124226 27.49+6.99 41.06£7.70 29.33+7.13 -20248.68 -20226.57
FD 1.91+1.89 27.75+7.92 4121£8.41 29.13+6.28 -20525.43 -20481.20

Era R ile R AR RE A AR SR B A Y, B X ZARE) B ilr SR SR 49 3448 TR

51
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F3  AEFEHIFFEAEE 24 hiFEshIT A RHEE R 9 R HE
Table 3  Distribution Characteristics of 24 h Movement Time-Use in Different Age Groups
MVPA LPA SB SLP
(M+SD) (M+SD) (M=*SD) (M+SD) AlC B
HEA
26,3 % /min 44.60+34.65 415.77+117.62 557.96 +124.81 421.68+81.53
AT E /%
ilr® 2.36 28.76 39.11 29.77 -21530.79 -21481.04
Dirichlet 3.39+2.83 28.60+7.07 38.45+7.62 29.56+7.14 -18592.28 -18 570.16
FD 3.12+£2.35 28.87+8.20 38.69+8.54 29.32+6.14 -18999.51 -18 955.28
b EA
%3¢ % /min 34.24+29.21 430.90+116.22 581.05+127.86 393.81£81.49
AT E/%
ilr® 1.66 29.86 40.81 27.67 -8 781.74 -8740.37
Dirichlet 2.69+2.53 29.66+7.13 40.08+7.65 27.57+6.98 —7635.29 -7 616.90
FD 2.44+2.10 29.93+38.18 40.28+8.52 27.35+6.07 =7757.25 —7720.48
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Table 4

Movement Time-Use among Different Gender and Age Groups
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Table 6  Variation Matrix of Ratio for 24 h Movement Time-Use
in Different Age Groups
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Figure 2.

Ternary Diagram of Ratio for 24 h Movement Time-Use in the Total Population by ilr Method
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