DE-PASS Training School 2, Amsterdam, 4-6 April 2022:

“State of the art in physical activity behaviour (PAB) data collection, research harmonisation, integrated
and federated data analysis across multiple cohorts and countries”

Location:

Aurora Lecture Hall

Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam
Main Building (move right from the main entrance — signs will point you to the Aurora lecture hall)
De Boelelaan 1105
1081 HV Amsterdam

Preliminary program

Monday, April 4

Workshop: Accelerometer data harmonising

13.00-13.15 Welcome & opening Eco de Geus

13.15-13.45 The need for standardization & harmonisation in Hidde van der Ploeg
physical activity assessment — learnings from
DEDIPAC

13.45-14.15 Accelerometer data harmonisation — Bj@rge Herman Hansen
International Children’s Accelerometer Database
(ICAD)

14.15-14.45 Accelerometer based population surveillance — Elin Kolle & Oda Bjgrge Kaupang
the Norwegian system

14.45-15.15 Coffee & Tea break

15.15-16.15 ONLINE keynote lecture “How data harmonization | Jakob Tarp
has adva'l:\ced physical activity and health (Chair Bjgrge Herman Hansen)
research

19.00-20.30 Dinner with participants, lecturers & workshop
staff

Tuesday, April 5

Workshop: harmonising PAB data collection and analysis across countries from a self-

report perspective

Group discussion

10.00- Introduction and aims Tessa Strain, Paul Kelly & Charlotte
10.15 Lund Rasmussen
10.15- 1. Design and aim Tessa Strain, Paul Kelly & Charlotte
10.45 2. Target population Lund Rasmussen




10.45- 3. Sampling method Tessa Strain, Paul Kelly & Charlotte
11.30 4. Recruitment Lund Rasmussen
5. Data collection and survey administration

Group Discussion
11.30- 6. Talk — Norwegian survey example Oda Bjgrge Kaupang
12.00
12.00- LUNCH
13.00
13.00- 7. Other demographic variables Tessa Strain, Paul Kelly & Charlotte
13.45 8. Measurement instrument Lund Rasmussen

Group Discussion
13.45- 9. Data processing Tessa Strain, Paul Kelly & Charlotte
14.30 10. Data analysis and reporting Lund Rasmussen

Group Discussion
14.30- Final discussion, conclusions and summary Tessa Strain, Paul Kelly & Charlotte
15.00 Lund Rasmussen
15.00- Coffee & Tea break
15.30
15.30- ONLINE keynote lecture “Research harmonisation in | Isabella Fortier (Chair Eco)
16.30 the Maelstrom project”
dinner Dinner at your own convenience (nothing

organised)

Wednesday, April 6

Workshop: Journal club discussion of papers on integrated data analysis, e.g. using
DataSHIELD or running analyses in Trusted Research Environments
10.00-10.20 Introduction and aim Tessa Strain & Paul Kelly
10.20 - 10:50 Reading timeslot
11:00-12:30 Discussion based on materials Tessa Strain, Paul Kelly &
Charlotte Lund Rasmussen
12.30-13.30 Lunch
13.30-14.30 ONLINE keynote lecture “Federated analysis: Take | Tom Bishop (Chair Paul Kelly)
the analysis to the data, not the data to the
analysis”
14.30-14.45 Closing Eco de Geus

Training school learning objectives




After attending the training school participants will be able to:

1. Understand the need for harmonizing physical activity data

2. Understand the challenges of harmonizing self-report as well as accelerometer data
3. Critique the steps of physical activity surveillance using self-report approaches

4. Consider how these may or may not relate to accelerometer surveillance and measurement
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Other recommended background reading

Aadland E, Ylvisaker E. (2015) Reliability of objectively measured sedentary time and physical activity in
adults. PLoS One. 10(7):e0133296.
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