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	Tandem, 10s
	[1]
	37
	
	
	F
	             β. 92
         R2 .98
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	[1]
	20
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	F
	ICC2,1 .82

	TUG
	[2]
	12
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	P
	PCC .90-.97

	
	[3]
	10
	
	
	
	
	
	
	P
	ICC3,1 .97
	
	
	
	

	
	[4]
	60
	G
	RR 3.2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SPPB
	[5]
	150
	E
	N/A
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	G
	ICC .87

	CBM 
	[6]
	51
	
	
	F
	SCC .32-.85
	P
	α .998
	G
	ICC2,k 0.97
	G
	ICC3,k 1.00
	
	

	
	[7]
	25
	F
	PCC .21-.63
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CBM (German)
	[8]
	51
	
	
	F
	SCC .32-.85    
	G
	α .998
	G
	ICC2,k .996
	G
	ICC3,k .998
	
	

	5x STS
	[9]
	12
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	F
	ICC .89
	
	


Notes: Timed Up-and-Go (TUG), Short Physical Performance Battery (SPPB), Community Balance & Mobility scale (CBM), Five times sit-to-stand (5x STS); Quality of study (COSMIN): excellent (E), good (G), fair (F), poor (P); Cronbach’s alpha (α), beta Correlation coefficient (β), Coefficient of determination (R2), Risk Ratio (RR), Pearson Correlation Coefficient (PCC), Spearman Correlation Coefficient (SCC); Intraclass Correlation Coefficient (ICC), number (n), reference (ref), Not Applicable (N/A),
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