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Abstract

Objective: To understand the current situation and correlation between the length of single phys-
ical activity and cognitive function in elderly diabetic patients in China. Methods: Based on data
from the 2018 China Health and retirement longitudinal study, covering 150 counties in 28 prov-
inces (autonomous regions and municipalities directly under the central government), Pearson
correlation analysis and multiple linear regression were used to analyze 815 elderly diabetic pa-
tients in China. Results: The differences in the length of single physical activity and cognitive
scores of elderly diabetic patients by gender, age, education, and marital status were statistically
significant (P < 0.05); the length of physical activity and cognitive scores of elderly diabetic pa-
tients were positively correlated; the indicators that had significant effects on cognitive function
were education, length of physical activity, and age in order (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The length of
single physical activity in elderly diabetic patients was closely related to cognitive function.
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1. 5|15

REH-LRAE AN OSSR SR 8k 2020 48 11 HRESER >60 £ AR 2612, BAL
ti b 18.70% [17]0 ARHE E K TAEZE 2019 4F R AT G THEE Bon, FREZ e Bm AN 1.8 14[2],
BWRN, EZMEARIERTRENCDRERE . B PR RGN O MBS 18 M E
A e P 5005 1) SR R BN 1993 4E11) 16.98% [ 42 2003 411 12.33%, M5 X _ETHE 2018 411 34.29%
fRoiadhs, oo B R AR IR 1 ST R L1 64.1% [3]. R4E Yang [4]25243 (8% JR % (Diabetes Mellitus,
DML T 25 i A A AR S, B R B 5 N D4R R IEMI G, ik 2020 SRR E AR 20 R B 5L
B OEIE 2.6 14[5], ARYE 30%1Z R R B o5 Eeit 5 6], BRIEZERE R B E SR IL 7813 AKX,

[ Bof it 2 A FR FE RN A, 2R AW N D R B i SR 1) SR E B A 23 F4R O oA R I A 3 AR 7]
M, HASCHRFRI RN, BB PRI B R AN Th RE RRehs 0 AURS: A TE AHEIR 1.25~1.91 fi%5[7], RAEFTIRR
3B (Alzheimer Disease, AD)HIJXS Y 2.14 48], 28T HEARE R AEYIGTT R —, 72
B PRI 2 R B P (5 R S AT, RN S 90 2 4E 2 BRI PRI S AT HIIS B T TS BB H:
SRFRRAINFIVE 343 B TS W ENVP 0 B R 2 TH R [(26.75 £ 4.21) 53 vs (24.54 = 4.32)47([9], 182hxt T3
ZE NN T BB AT B A B I R I RO 10], HH 20 PRIE D EnFT b R 72 4 it o AELILAT FRDAE JR s DA 1
FIHE LT LA LA [F) 28 HY 32 Bl 6ot i R S DA N R 52 I [ 117, LA AS [R)38 30 T 34 v bl ks s 38 DA
TEBUT R N F[12], 1 FCBOAS R R 0E s K 1 R D e Ko m Bob, RISz RFEAR, 2
O I ER T . AWK T EM# RS 772 1B B5 ] & (China Health and Retirement Longitudinal Study,
CHARLS) 2018 F#i#li, FEASKIRE G AR, HA BRI, DEREEFNE IR B & BRI 1iE s
XS N T RE A A FH B 25 AR G, DR 32 A B PROs £ AT N T REAZ 2 T T 7 28 BT A A 5
PEALHR AR .
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2. BRERE
2.1. FERIKRIR

B R T FH AL ORI SO A T b 4 bR S AL 2R R A OB AT I CHARLS2018
SEA B A A R . AR S T e 50 AR 450 MEX R, LA T 1.22 P KEEF R 21095
HZViFE[13]. PINARE: O Fi > 60 FIHIRIKEE: @ WIHELRFZHEREGHZINK > 105
i, fERARdE: © BATEERMMESRE . @ BAMEMNGESEGE © BARRMMESREE
PRI . @ JyiEb CHARLS A H Ao SCRRE 2 f #IIR S B R W REAAEE IR 22, BB &1 /N B
LR EHERR: ® REAERKE . RPN SHBRIRAERTRE, 5ENATFRRIEARE N 815 #il. 52V
FARIIIEBT K CHARLS [W%5H D Health Status and Functioning #73[f] PART 1I Lifestyle and Health
Behaviors ' DA051~DA055 &5 13545, Hizib &b 2 5345 K AR B B BT I Rl 3R, vy
SE I 18] X [R) EAT e 4%

2.2. NHIRER HNE

INFIThRE 2T RN T, A7 LR EUE B EE /1. CHARLS i 18] 2 % #1R 7 & % (Mini-mental
State Examination, MMSE) ™ SCRRON 52 15 # BEAT INFIDh BE PPl . MMSE F3R52 Hi Folstein [14]5%5% 2%
T 1975 4wl p, ZERILA 11 T, e 7B ARIRHCIZEe 70 B AR A E [ ge /. BT
WE VPERR AR IR ERE T, BRI N 30 4y, HHPARIRZHERER SRR H > 17
i NP =20 48 K UL R > 24 3 E INAIDIREIEE .

23. Bk

KR FHHGL Stata 16.0 HAIRE, KRB gmIGf5, 1 SPSS 26.0 BAF#EAT Seit 70, THE B
B x +5 Fon, THBUR DGR R o SRATMOIAEAR T AR, HLEE 7 Z 73 H A Kruskal-Wallis 656 LE
BAFNER] S FEEe AT ASIARI A T iE B N T =2 AR RO B 1) MMSE VR Z2 53 0 SRR
IR FVEERFAE T 208 B0 J8 5 (1 SR A TG S K 22 575 BRIRAR 5 Bl K AT MMSE $1-7 K H
Pearson AHRVEZ T KRR il 1 SIUIRZS . LIRSS KAE VA AR, MMSE 120 1F
AR EREAT Z ue tE M0 A, HARE RHIRE LR 1. P<0.05 Rn 2R A g A 3.

Table 1. Multiple linear regression variables and their assignments

=1 ZREMEEATERERE

A TkAH
el =1, &£ =2
RS 60~64 % =1, 65~69 % =2, 70~74 % =3, 75~79 % =4, >80 % =5
=] NEERNY =1, FIERL =2, /PR =3, ARYKERUE =4
gL INITA RiE =0, D4 =1
(VARCTI RS <0.5h=1, 05h2h=2, >2h=3
3. &R

3.1. AIRFMNRPOAOFESTR
AN TR B 815 4, Horb B 460 A(56.44%), Lot 355 N (43.56%); E#LL “60~64 %7
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W B 5 L i, Heit 281 N(34.48%); 22 1 2 IR PASE /N A 280E N0 B s 3Rt 459 N(56.32%);
USHRAR A CL S 687 A(84.29%). W72 2.

Table 2. Demographic information

F2. AOFER

4k 5 S T’ R
yeml % 460 56.44 56.44
%@ 355 43.56 100
60~64 281 34.48 34.48
65~69 262 32.14 66.62
S 70~74 156 19.14 85.76
75~79 76 9.33 95.09
>80 40 491 100
NEERN 459 56.32 56.32
. WL 193 23.68 80
R E 130 15.95 95.95
AR RE KL L 33 4.05 100
. EN 128 15.71 15.71
- BA 687 84.29 100
it 815 100 100

3.2. REERENDFEDDRTHANIAFTHEER S LB

FIFHBSTREA T K6, BAPKER 7 24011 Kruskal-Wallis #5620 4T ECEAS [R5 0A R 25 24008 RO
BEINRIIBEE D ZE R . RRIAFERZIX. REAZEERE. RRAKINGEIK . AFREHIR
DURNAS TR 9 22 FE W8 R 9 8 MMISE 13 0 #H T LA, ZR B A58 (P <0.05). UL 3.

Table 3. Comparison of total cognitive function scores of elderly diabetic patients with different characteristics

3 3. TRIFHEZ FHERB B EAMINEE B TR

iH T FEA MMSE 4 t/F/H P
e 5 460 23.28+4.75 -
t=4.419 0.000
4 355 21.7+5.41
R 60~64 281 23.66 +4.25
65~69 262 2335+4.19
70~74 156 23.37 +4.09 F=51.031 0.000"
75~79 76 18.62 £5.79
>80 40 14.68 £ 5.51
=233 NEEERA) 459 21.02 £ 4.99
Bl Bk 193 23.58 +5.11 .
N F = 45.960 0.000
i /R Bl 130 25.62 % 3.49
KERLLE 33 26.79 +2.30
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Continued
" <0.5h 153 18.26 + 6.44
Eggﬁ 0.5~2h 437 23.15+4.01 H = 108.74 0.000""
>2h 225 24.46 + 4.30
BSURAR YL PR 128 21.42+5.62
Y/ 687 22.81 +4.98 t=-2.84 0.005"
At 815 22.59+5.11

*P<0.05, "P<0.01.

3.3. FEIAOEFFETH AR

KRBT LA RIER . S8 00 WS WIRGL T 2 08 R 5835 B A T TE T
I3 AT EEA A SR R AN [R) N 1 2R AE T 1R 2 AR W PO S8 FL B Ak s sh i K B 2 e, HER BA S
THR (P <0.05). W& 4.
34. BOREFERFKSIANIEITS < BRI X4

B¢ 5 A RIER AR D735 B K S IA KT VR4 2 30 3 IEAR OGP < 0.05), R IiE Sl Kk, ol
N =

Table 4. Comparison of single physical activity duration among elderly diabetic patients with different demographic charac-
teristics

4. FRIAOFHHE T2 FHERFREE LXK BETNFHCELER

el WS HRIRAS =i GRI
N R gt OO0 O TRTE T g0
<05h 153 75 78 38 115 103 30 17 3 20 23 18 57 35
05~2h 437 226 211 69 38 255 114 56 12 145 160 108 19 5
>h 225 159 66 21 204 101 49 57 18 116 79 30 0 0
P! 25.916 16.539 40.826 357.128
PiH 0.000™" 0.000™" 0.000" 0.000™

*P<0.05"P<0.01.

Table 5. Pearson correlation analysis between single physical activity hours and MMSE scores

5. BRI JIESITHES MMSE $E4y B Pearson FHE ST

T H MMSE ¥4

LNVLARTZI LIRS -
0.385 0.000

*P<0.05"P<0.01.

3.5. FHEHHKEAOFERNZFHERFEE NN R

Bkl e, 2. IR BIRETEEIN KA N B 28R, MMSE PP ARAR & T 2 T
LEPERNA TS 4 6. ARIEE 6 WA BIUARFTTIE BN K22 P 2% MMSE 177077 4 5 2 () 1 [ f2 0
R IREs KRG8 R 57 5 Pearson AHIMESHTEE R — 2 FEEXT MMSE $F2) 7 4 8 2 1) 91t
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FIEEIR s TS TR S S TN 2% MMSE PP 237 AL 520 o bR AE AL [B] VA 3R KT BAJRT, 508 =2 4 R 28
FINRIDIRER M &2 R AR VO BRI E S ik, WK 6.

Table 6. Multiple linear regression analysis of factors influencing MMSE scores

& 6. MMSE W &M E RN % Tk MBIV D4

[N PRt R AL »
B FrEi% Beta

A 29.329 2.608 11.248 0.000”
531 -0.581 0.327 -0.056 -1.777 0.076
ERE -0.180 0.031 -0.205 -5.889 0.001"
=i} 1.772 0.179 0.307 9.903 0.000”
ISWIRAS -0.079 0.440 -0.006 -0.179 0.858
& S iE s K 1.637 0.266 0.217 6.144 0.000”

R? 0.277

i R? 0.272

F F(5, 809) = 61.924, P=0.000"
A& MMSE {43 P <0.05, P <0.01.

4. it
4.1. ERFEBENEDFEIHIR

1 TIE B FRATAT HH B B 5] R I S SR R TERE R BRI B[ 15], A DA 1611 E 2 18
P 5 B i S AT B2 /0 150~300 4380 ) A 255 BE A A B AARVE 31y, B 2D 75~150 43R i) v s BE A A B
5. A RS S E KRR IR LL 0.5~2 h XN T, SR A 54%, BRE s K >2
h &R 225 N, HEANEH) 28%, ZUid IR EshR KK, TRt 8EREREABRRMER, K
WHRMNZ VI BB R /N R UL by H R &N > 2 h ABE B Lbiih 2.4:1,
ZERBKR, WS LRI T B EE %, BS5FMREN 70 7045 R — 80 RN Rk 35 s
K <0.5h HAER >75 S AE S AT B ABUN 11%. fEFER. BE K. FERN ORI 450
FFEZ N ZE T, H TR E 20 R B3 1 SLbrg gl K P22, AR GU& T B —2[18] [19].
PR PR RIT S AL X CAE 0] N2 77 TR 22 S0 PR3 58 25 4 0 B 22 I DUEAT 100, 0o 22
PRI B IR DI I AL S 5 B H TR EZ B E R TN SRR, 25
TIRE PR 1y, R P Xof 12 v RS A L B 195 58 56 1 T it

4.2. ZERERFBBERIAATEEIR

BEIRBT N R AN ThRE S 5, HABS . B, AR RHITE IR e B0 T, I tEa A F 2
FERPREFIREIR, 2 H 3 e R AV HBRRR T . AR B AR PR S s T e v, HoaA st
Iy BB 52 20E R L I PR AN EEES 38 T R % Devore Z5[20124 & AEXT 1550 61 > 70 %5 [{J24F 2 RUHE IR
o Lt B I RIS KO 2 SRR ORI, R TR AE LG, KRR
SRR B F B ST BEA OGs ATAEE HLS2 A R AR S SRR R Lo R R AR AR T e
BRI RV B e, AR5 SR (21 A 9T — 5. ARHE FE AN N BISE M PR S IR A T Lk
233 43(Pys, Pis: 20, 26 73), i 265 611(32.5%) HBL T INFIThRERERS, IAKNThAERERS A B R a1 2=
[2214 Fett X F4E N BE KN T REFE S T 72 (18.64%), W] RE SN 52 10 8 A 1 X 1) R a P2 DA K 75
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TR IR 5o RN Z IR 55 N O3 SOINAS Z ARl PRI A8 PN T BE IR T A, BRUCR IS i B
REL R IE SN RN D RERRAST A R R o [N LR LA 0ok 2 SR AR o PRV 2 1k R W) e 8 B iz A A
DOAFIZIAGA TS, HiZi i RE R IRA R, BRI DOy T S IORAIL . BARTE. 20F
GAT IR IS ST RT3

4.3. BERERFRBE LR ENENHKS AT EEERAOEXM

Xiu F5[23]22 3 %F 2626 ZAFEwE > 55 Z AL X 2 BUBE R B F AT M ot 9, 45 SR R A H 3 AT 44
BHHIGRK < 30 min (19 2 ZURE R A FOA KN ThRERRAT R AR 2RI BT > 30 min [ 2 BURE IR B
] 1.89 f(OR = 1.89). Fink Z5[24]7ER} 1299 44 60~84 % Z4F 2 TM PRIy HE AT 58 h B R IN, iE8hih=
2 2 RO R R A H A RSN > 30 min, BUAEH EIZUA /135S >20 min (LS ENZAE 2
TR R FR NS 8 U 1.43 1% . AHFFTHI Pearson AH I 43 By 45 528 W BA VA4 13 Bhs K ATA
A5y B IEA G (r=0.385,P<0.01), 5 ERWFTLE R —8. (HRE TR RP B E TR KDL&
HRBDIREBWT T, HURRTA RN 588 AR DI 35BN 320807 N %, 2 AF 08 R i 25 5 1B AR
MAESE RGOl vl G R BB R AR, TR B 5 AR A U ARIZ B FR itk (T4 R 3RA5 2 4EBE IR
i B AR IR BT K, R EIE A FRIE A R R AT N T TS B R A ORI

4.4. ZERRFBE BRFNEHHKEREERRSINATEEARNRE

LU TCRY: FERRE . BERTMURE KT ZREE A WON[25] S8, B FRA R [26] AR BRI
<5 h [27]FF R R EE LR R B R AN D RERERG (KB A 3 . AHIT TP I 22 Jn bk Bl A 45 R 7
I BIRAR T BRI RS Y 0 AR R B R AN RN D RERERS (KR 3R . i L Rk TR A,
SN Z AR PRI BB R D RE R AL BRI SE I R 3R A2 2 REAL I, (EKE PR e A 5 14 i R AG I I DL 2
JEBES TR, (AR 2> S 56 PR 2R ARG A 2 By LR DU X A SIEBL, R by 6 A 2 2y LR Rt
A RANIE R By DU o et I R AN 25 R3EAT 5 SKIE, A DO 2 SR R B iz S it 1 4R
ANER,  [RI 6P HE PR P A8 B0 Zh BE IR AN H A T AR A X iR 3R 4t 7 25, 3 ml N 2 Al 18
PRI B B v, e 08 P (R AR R T 1 ) B A BB LS 3 3

5. g5

T SRR IE: B S AT 90 ik 52 A 4 U5t MMSE BRIE 1 2%, HERR T 28 E PR TN
YeMb, fAEE R RIRE, (WA R ) KSR OW ARERZR s S5h, AW ek
AR T, PRI TG E E SR PRI S B G s SVHIThRE I BRI R K & i, ARWETERXT 94
AN NBEIIVE ST E SRR R s BE AT 5028, X F) — AR J i sl I S SR R =6 (KA D REIR &S EAT LR
I k= — % BT HE SRR X 0 L

ZR EPTIR, BT RS SIS Z AR R B AR D REIRAS ARG, BV T 3% B
FEL I E RS PR B A RIZh BT B . BRI, BT UM S 8 SR S 3R J2 A 55 v N7 FE AL 2 47 B PR
BB BRI IE BB T O, ISR AR 35 BB B PR S LI ACRE B v BB EA ST AR R
BAES H5EIENBIRIBARNE,  BEFRARZ F0E OR B DRI BERRAG I R AR, 2D e R R
AT B FR AT ) i e B

EHEWHE

TN EEZY K 2020 EREARIEE TRRERIE, %5 SHPEZHFTLEST(2020)38 5; 5
HREEZGRAE 2021 ERF AR IR W H , dw'5: YYZKC2021008.
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