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ABSTRACT

THE ROLE OF DOMESTIC ENVIRONMENT ON PHYSICAL ACTIVITIES
OF WOMEN ADULTS: COMPARISON OF SINGLE AND MULTI STOREY
HOUSES

Kocaoglu, Melis
MFA, Department of Interior Architecture and Environmental Design
Advisor: Prof. Dr. Halime Demirkan

July 2016

This study explores the role of domestic environment on home-based physical
activities (PAs) of women adults who live in single and multi storey houses. The aim
of the study is to determine the design characteristics of specific spaces (kitchen,
bathroom, corridor, staircase,garden/terrace and multi spaces) and theirelements that
affect negatively or not on the domestic PAs of women adults live in each space of
both house types and to determine the relationship between home-based PAs and PA
level of the participants. This study was conducted with 120 young and middle-aged
(19-64 years) Turkish women adults. Equal number of participants was selected from
both house types. Two sets of survey were done for both house types and the PA
level was determined using the International Physical Activity Questionnaire-Short
Form (IPAQ-S).Using the qualitative content analysis method,women were found
generally pleased with the design characteristics of spacesbut‘frontal length of main
working area’ was found to be the most negatively affecting design characteristic for
PA in kitchenin both house types. A significant difference was found in the amount
of time spent in doing housework and bathing activity in both house types. The
correlation analysis indicated that there is a low association in single storey houses
and positive moderate association in multi storey houses between frequency of
cooking and housework activities. According to multiple regression analysis, daily
duration of cooking activity is mostly related PA level of women adults in multi
storey houses. Additionally, no significant difference was found between PA levels
of women who live inboth houses types and generally moderate PA level was
reported.

Keywords: Design Characteristics, Domestic Environment, Physical Activity, Single
and Multi Storey Houses, Women



OZET

_ EV ORTAMININ YETiSKIN KADINLARIN FiZIKSEL AKTIVITELERI
UZERINDEKI ROLU: TEK VE COK KATLI EVLERIN KARSILASTIRMASI

_ Kocaoglu, Melis
I¢ Mimarlik ve Cevre Tasarimi Yiiksek Lisans Programi
Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Halime Demirkan

Temmuz 2016

Bu caligma, ev ortaminin tek ve ¢ok katl evlerde yasayan yetiskin kadinlarin evde
yapilan fiziksel aktiviteleri Gzerindeki roliini arastirmaktadir. Calismanin amaci, tek ve
¢ok katl evlerdeki belirlenen mekanlarin (mutfak, banyo,koridor, merdiven,bahce/teras,
coklu mekanlar) vetasarim 6zelliklerinin, yetiskin kadinlarin fiziksel aktiviteleri
uzerinde olumsuz etkisi olup olmadigini belirlemek ve katilimcilarin evde yapilan
fiziksel aktiviteleri ile fiziksel aktivite diizeyleri arasindaki iliskiyi aragtirmaktir.
Calisma, 120 geng ve orta yasli (19-64 yas arasi) TUrk kadinlari ile gergeklestirilmis.
Tek ve ¢ok katli evlerden esit sayida katilimc se¢ilmistir. Her ev tipi icin iki anket seti
yapilmis ve katilimeilarin fiziksel aktivite diizeyleri Uluslararasi Fiziksel Aktivite
Anketi Kisa Formu ile belirlenmistir. igerik analizi metodu sonucu kadinlarin genelde
tasarim Ozelliklerinden memnun oldugu fakat her iki ev tipinde de mutfaktaki ‘ana
calisma alaninin uzunlugu’ fiziksel aktivitelerini en gok olumsuz etkileyen tasarim
ozelligi olarak belirlenmistir. Tek ve ¢ok katli evlerin aktivite sireleri
karsilagtirmasinda, ev isi yapma ve banyo yapma aktiviteleri arasinda anlamli bir
farklilik bulunmustur. Korrelasyon analizi sonucu, yemek yapma ve ev isi yapma
sreleri arasinda, tek katli evlerde olumlu diisiik dlizey, ¢ok katli evlerde ise olumlu orta
diizey iligki belirlenmistir. Coklu regresyon testi sonucu ise ¢ok katli evlerde, yemek
yapma aktivitesi stresinin fiziksel aktivite diizeyini en ¢ok etkileyen faktor olarak
belirlenmistir. Her iki ev tipinde oturan kadinlarin fiziksel aktivite diizeyleri arasinda
onemli bir farklilik bulunmamis ve genelde orta aktiflik seviyesi belirlenmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Ev Ortami, Fiziksel Aktivite, Kadimlar, Tasarim Ozellikleri, Tek ve
Cok Katl1 Evler
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CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

By mechanization through the Industrial Revolution and the rapid development of
technology, human beings have become more inactive than past. According to the
World Health Organization (WHO) (2010), physical inactivity levels are increasing

and physical inactivity is stated as the fourth cause of death in the world.

In the whole world, approximately 1.7 billion of human beings are overweight, and
475 million are obese (Design Council, 2014). Since 1980, this overall number of
people who are overweight has more than doubled up. Moreover, in England, 68% of
men and 58% of women are overweight or obese (Design Council, 2014). Center for
Active Design (2013) estimated that if this trend continues, 86% of U.S. adults
would be obese or overweight in 2030. In Turkey, inactive lifestyle has also
gradually increased. According to the findings of Research of the Risky Factors of
the Chronic Disease, conducted by the Turkish Ministry of Health; throughout the
country, 87% of women and 77% of men do not do adequate physical activity (Tiirk

Halk Sagligi Kurumu, 2014).



According to the Design Council (2014) based on the findings of the Active by
Design Program, inadequate physical activity (PA) has consequences on the most
serious health issues such as; obesity, heart disease, stroke, type 2 diabetes, high
blood pressure and dementia. The main reasons of obesity are stated as being
inactive and having sedentary lifestyle. Sedentary behaviors (SB) (sitting or lying) of
adults affect their health negatively; however, PA has positive health consequences
(WHO, 2010; Tiirk Halk Sagligi Kurumu, 2014). Besides, having benefits on serious
health problems, it is also useful for mental health by improvement on well-being
and the quality of life (Committee on Physical Activity, Health, Transportation and

Land Use, 2005; Tiirk Halk Saglhigi Kurumu, 2014).

In recent years, universal accessibility and PA are the concepts that are current in
many communities. In 2010, The City of New York published the Active Design
Guidelines to promote active daily lifestyles, as a source for architects and urban
designer for supporting them to create healthy buildings, streets and urban spaces.
Active Living (AL) is a research area and practice that encourages more PA and less
sedentary behavior that has been functioning since mid-1990s (Ahrentzen & Tural,

2015). (Active Living (AL) = decrease SB, increase movement, increase PA).

Ahrentzen and Tural (2015) emphasized that recent research focuses mostly on AL
or PA of older adults in macro-scale environment. However, they claimed that
micro-scale environment should also be considered because most of the older adults
spend their time indoors at home. This situation is also valid for the study of PA of

women adults. Moreover, when the age groups of women are investigated, physical



inactivity level increases as the age advances, for instance, at the age range 12-14 the
inactivity measurement is 69.8%, at 15-18 is 72.5% and at 19-30 is 76.6% and above
the age of 75 is at 88.0% (Tiirk Halk Sagligi Kurumu, 2014). According to taken into
consideration of to supporting being more active; architects and designers can
support people by designing interiors of building (Design Council, 2014). There are
various built environment projects at the building, street, neighborhood and
community level (Kim, Lee & Pyke, 2014), also built environment standpoints are in
active design are; residential buildings, schools and offices (Marmot & Ucci, 2015).
However, limited research exists that analyze the domestic environment and
activities. Domestic activities represent a substantial proportion of the total activity

in women adults.

Dabrowska, Dabrowska-Galas, Naworska, Wodarska & Plinta (2015), emphasized

that the effects of PA related to daily activities (work, transportation, housework) is
little known. Moreover, limited research exists that analyze the relationship between
domestic environment and PA of women as well as the analysis and comparisons of

PA level conducted in single and multi storey houses.

Consequently, this study concentrates on the PAs of young and middle aged (19-64
years) women adults in domestic environments. As Savci, Oztiirk, Arikan, Ince &
Tokgodzoglu (2006) emphasized, the PA studies related to young age is important
since young age is the vital period in gaining the healthy behavior for preventing

risks in older age. Middle age is also significant because many middle aged women



spend most of their time at house. Furthermore, the number of stories in a house is

the categorizing feature of this study for the comparison of different house types.

1.1. Aim of the Study

The main purpose of this study is analyzing the effects of domestic environment in
enabling or preventing home-based PAs of women adults. The aim of the study is to
determine the design characteristics that reduce the domestic PA level of women
adults in each space of the single and multi storey houses. In addition, compare the
relationship between domestic PAs and PA level of young and middle age women
adults. In Turkey, there are some studies that research the PA level of Turkish
society (Geng, Sener, Karabacak & Ucok, 2011; Save et al., 2006; Oztiirk, 2005;
Vatansever, Olgiicii, Ozcan & Celik, 2015) but limited research that exists analyzes
the relationship between PA and residential area. This study may be a guide for
interior architects/ designer and house designers who are interested in AL and active

design in domestic environment.

1.2. Structure of the Thesis

This thesis consists of six chapters. The first chapter titled as the introduction gives
information about the thesis, PA, AL and their significance and the aim of the study

is emphasized with relevant studies in the research field. Correspondingly, the



historical analysis of the PA in several countries is stated. Furthermore, the home-
based physical activities that are related with the design characteristics of the specific
spaces of the domestic environment are briefly designated. Additionally, the aim of

the study and the structure of the thesis are presented.

The second chapter is about the definition and categorization of PA and its’
measurement criteria and also analysis of PA of women adults. Moreover, the home-
based physical activities are explained. Then, the domestic activities are categorized
as basic activities of daily living (BADL), instrumental activities of daily living

(IADL) and leisure activities (LAS).

The third chapter explores the domestic activity spaces (kitchen, bathroom, corridor,
staircase, garden and terrace and multi spaces) that are categorized according to the
domestic activities. In order to specify these spaces as enabling or preventing the
domestic PA of young and middle-age women, the priorities of design characteristics

for each space are determined.

In the fourth chapter, related to the aim of the study, the research questions and
hypotheses are stated. The settings, participants and the instruments used in the study

and the procedure of the research are explained in detail.



The findings of the study are statistically analyzed in the fifth chapter. Quantitative,

qualitative and analysis of home-based physical activities are evaluated.

The six chapter consist of the results of this study are discussed and compared with
the other studies conducted in PA domain and the conclusion of the study is
explained. Also, implications of the study on interior architecture/design, limitations

of the study and suggestions of further research areas are given.



CHAPTER I

PHYSICAL ACTIVITY AND HOME-BASED PHYSICAL

ACTIVITIES

2.1 Physical Activity

WHO defines PA as “any bodily movement produced by skeletal muscles that
requires energy expenditure- including activities undertaken while working,
playing, carrying out household chores, travelling, and engaging in recreational
pursuits” (WHO, 2016). It is the activity of using muscle and joint in daily life, it
increases health and respiratory level and accomplish through different level of
fatigue (Baltaci, Irmak, Kesici, Celikcan & Cakir, 2008). Activities like playing
game, housework, garden work, walking, climbing stairs, eating, bathing are the
daily life activities of supporting our life. Daily life activities are also the physical
activities as well as training and doing sport (Tiirk Halk Sagligi Kurumu, 2014).
According to WHO recommendations (WHO, 2016), adults aged 18-64 years
should do 150 minutes/week of moderate-intensity PA or at least 75 minutes/week

of vigorous PA or equal combination of moderate- and vigorous- intensity activity.



Much of the research about environment and the PA focus on community, urban
planning, transportation, neighborhood, office and school environments and the
relationship between those environment and PA has been comparatively well-
researched. Additionally, there are researches about the PAs performed by the older
women adults. “Building Research & Information has special issue (\Vol.43 No: 5)
that emphases the indoor built environment, especially home, occupational and
educational settings, where further knowledge of activity levels and the possibilities
for change are needed” (Marmot & Ucci, 2015: 561). The systematic research
review paper by Ahrentzen and Tural (2015) studied the role of the buildings and
interior-scale environmental factors of residences and residential developments
such as retirement communities, assisted living, nursing home in encouraging or
preventing older adults’ (AL) and SB. Brookfield, Fitzsimons, Scott, Mead, Starr,
Thin, Tinker & Thompson (2015) emphasized that household PAs are beneficial for
older people to increase the PA level. Steps, space within the home, location and
form of facilities, fixtures and fittings are the characteristics of the home that
prevent or enable for being active. Zimring, Joseph, Nicoll & Taepas (2005) also
focused on the role of the physical environment in AL and emphasize the urban
design, site selection and design and building design and its elements. Also, the PA
levels of university students were studied by Savci, et al. (2006) and Oztiirk (2005).
In addition, PA and quality of life between young adults was studied by Geng et al.
(2011) also Vatansever et al. (2015) study was related with the relationship among

PA and life quality between middle aged people.

PA, one part of our normal lives, has been designed out for our daily routines

(Center for Active Design, 2013). According to Horgas, Wilms & Baltes, (1998:



557); the differentiation of three types of everyday activities as “(a) basic activities
as those pertaining to personal maintenance in physical survival terms; (b)
instrumental activities as those referring to personal maintenance in cultural
survival terms; and (c) work, leisure and social activities as those reflecting agentic,
communal, and self- enriching activities.” In this study, basic activities,
instrumental activities and leisure activities of domestic environment were analyzed

in detail.

2.1.1 Basic Activities of Daily Living (BADL)

Basic Activities of Daily Living (BADL) are the activities that people encounter in
their daily routine. According to Horgas et al. (1998: 557), “western cultures,
successful living requires different daily activities and engagement in those
activities that ensure personal maintenance (e.g., eating, bathing, dressing) are
considered a basic ingredient of a successful life.” Those activities are considered

obligatory activities.

Moreover, time spent for BADL can be changed person to person because those
activities include personal care. In this study, basic daily activities of bathing and
personal hygiene activities (washing hands, brushing teeth, hair etc.) were analyzed

in detail with their weekly frequency and daily duration.



2.1.2 Instrumental Activities of Daily Living (IADL)

Many researches indicated that most women spend much of their time in their
houses (Grandjean, 1973; Zimring et al., 2005) and there is a relationship
between Activities of Daily Living (ADL), IADL and (AL). According to study

of Ahrentzen & Tural, (2015; 583):

Activities of daily living (ADL) and instrumental activities of daily living
(IADLs) used in the healthcare field encompass a number of non-sedentary
behaviors that reflect the concept of AL, and are appropriate to residential
activities e.g dressing oneself, preparing meals and clearing up, housework,

care of pets, functional mobility, and other common household tasks.

According to Zimring et al. (2005), instrumental PAs might be the outcome of

the everyday activities like; walking, housework.

Regular walking could have a positive effect on people’s health. According to
research about the environmental influences on indoor walking behaviors of
assisted living residents, indoor walking for exercise or walk to other indoor
destinations can increase PA levels of residents (Lu, Rodiek, Shepley &
Tassinary, 2015). Indoor walking is not restricted through the weather and can be

involved at any time of the day (Lu et al., 2015).

Most researches emphasized the importance of the stair using (climbing and

retreating) in indoor environment to promote PA levels of individual. (Agarwal et

10



al., 2011; Design Council, 2014; The City of New York, 2010; Wells, Ashdown,
Davies, Cowett, & Yang, 2007; Zimring et al., 2005). Stair climbing is one of the
instrumental activities (Zimring et. al., 2005). In residential area, for multi storey
houses, stair climbing could be the beneficial activity for occupants in order to

increase their PA level and their health conditions.

In this study, involving home-based activities IADL during the day time, such as
indoor walking (utilitarian walking), stair using, housework (cleaning, laundry
etc.), cooking, kitchen activities, childcare activities are called as the IADL

activities in domestic environment analyzed in detail.

2.1.3 Leisure Activities (LAS)

In the 21 century, based on rapid improvement of technology, the LAs in
domestic environment like using technological devices, using computer, playing
video games, watching TV etc., are increasing day by day. These activities could
have done through lying or sitting, so people are more inactive and there is an

increase in their SB that has negative effects on their health.

Garden and/or terrace activities are included as LAs of domestic environment but
these activities could have a positive influence on well- being and could increase
the PA level of adults. In this study, the LAs in domestic environment such as
watching TV, reading and using computer etc., were analyzed in order to
understand the amount of time spend of participants for SB when they were in

their houses.

11



2.2 Measurements Criteria of Physical Activity Level

The PA level can be measured through subjective methods (observation, physical
activity questionnaires, etc.,) and objective methods (using monitoring devices;
accelerometer, pedometer etc.,). There are studies that use more different PA
questionnaires. Also, there are many studies that use monitoring devices like;
accelerometer- (a monitoring device that measures the intensity of an activity) or
pedometer- (a monitoring device that counts steps and measures distance)
(Committee on Physical Activity, Health, Transportation and Land Use, 2005).
All these classify PAs according to the level of intensity in the groups such as;

low/light intensity, moderate intensity and vigorous intensity.

International Physical Activity Questionnaire (IPAQ) is one of the questionnaires
that assess the PA level of adults. The reliability and validity of this questionnaire
in Turkey was tested by the Oztiirk (2005). The IPAQ- S is used for only young
and middle aged adults (age range of 15-69) and consists of seven questions
integrated with PAs of daily life. The questions are interested in time, duration
(in minutes) and frequency (days) of sitting, walking, moderate- intensity and
vigorous intensity activities while individual spend last 7 days. There are four
everyday domains in questions, these are; leisure time activities, domestic and
gardening (yard) activities, work-related activities and transport-related activities.
Lastly, there are three levels of PA that categorize populations; low, moderate

and high.
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2.3 Physical Activities of Women Adults

Many research findings indicated that women are more inactive than men (Geng, et
al., 2011; Saver et al., 2006; Oztiirk, 2005; Vatansever et al., 2015). For instance,
according to the study of Savci et al. (2006) and Oztiirk (2005) which are related
with the PA level of university students’, male student’s PA level is significantly
higher than female students. According to Vatansever et al.’s (2015) study, middle
aged male participants’ PA level is statistically higher than women participants’.
Lastly, Geng et al. (2011) study also found that there is a statistically significant
difference between PA level of young men and women participants’ and men

participants’ PA level is higher than women.

Certainly both outdoor and indoor designs of the house affect the level of activity
of women. However, domestic environment is so vital for women because most
women spend much time in their houses with doing the IADLSs like; housework
(cooking/cleaning/ laundry, etc.). Most older women adults spend between 80%
and 90% of their time indoors at home (Ahrentzen & Tural, 2015). So, indoor
environment should be taken into account accordingly for making women being
more active. Therefore, the house design and environment are so vital for women
as well as their PAs. Women could be more physically active through doing
domestic activities since there is considerable energy consumption in domestic
activities. According to Grandjean (1973: 15), “domestic energy consumption is
thus comparable with a moderately hard occupation outside the home, particularly
heavy calls upon energy being made when making beds, scrubbing and washing

floors, cleaning windows, ironing and going up and down stairs”. Also, Grandjean
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(1973) stated that many researchers agreed that housewife’s working hour is very
long starting from morning (7 a.m.) to evening (9 p.m.) hours. Women in working
outside spend much less time than working in the house however; their total
working hours per week is much more than a housewife (Grandjean, 1973).
Therefore, they need a professional person or a helper as a close relative (their
daughter or, mother/mother in law) for the household and childcare activities (if
they have little child/children). According to the Committee on Physical Activity,
Health, Transportation and Land Use (2005), PA associated with housework (time
spent housework and other moderate-level activities) is on the decline because of
changes like increasing women in labor force and technology improvements in the
houses. Furthermore, systematic review of Mackay, Schofield & Oliver (2011)
emphasized that women with young children (aged 1-5 years) are not so active

than women who have no children.

In the study of Dabrowska, et al. (2015), the PA level of 400 healthy midlife
menopausal Polish women in various domains were analyzed. The study by
Dabrowska et al. (2015) found that - based on the result of IPAQ long form (IPAQ-
L), PA (in four different domains; work/active transportation/domestic and
garden/leisure time) level of most 400 midlife women is moderate PA level. The
study also specified that in domestic and gardening domains; the PA level of
women was found overly moderate (n=173, 51.48%), and the high level (n=78,
23.21%) was less than other levels (low=85, 25.3%). According to results of
Dabrowska et al.’s (2015) study, there was a correlation between the PA level-
domestic and gardening domain (low/moderate/ vigorous) and body mass index

(BMI)- (normal body mass/overweight/obese) of the midlife women. Also, this
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study supports the idea of women could be active not only in their leisure time but
also in everyday activities such as commuting to work, housework and gardening.
Another study related to PAs among women was conducted by Brownson, Eyler,
King, Brown, Shyu & Sallis (2000), they analyzed the PA patterns and the
correlations among different PAs (no leisure, regular activity, vigorous activity,
occupational activity, housework and composite) and socio-demographic and

behavioral intentions of 40 years and older U.S. women.

This chapter defined and emphasized the importance of PA and active design in
individual’s life with indicating previous studies. Additionally, domestic
environment’s significance on women’s PA was indicated. The domestic activities
in daily life were explained in BADL, IADL and LAs. Also, measurements criteria
of PA level were explained. In the next chapter, the design characteristics of
specific domestic spaces as (kitchen, bathroom, corridor, staircase, garden/terrace
and multi spaces) and their elements will be analyzed with respect to enabling or

preventing PAs of women adults.
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CHAPTER Il

DOMESTIC ACTIVITY SPACES AND DESIGN
CHARACTERISTICS OF EACH SPACE AND THEIR

ELEMENTS

Enabling the house to encourage active building between women adults is also
essential. Residential type is another crucial part of the enabler PA. Another spatial
structure of contributing AL is dwelling size; larger homes required with taking more
steps per day and it means more steps including exercise as represents AL
(Ahrentzen & Tural, 2015). Also, when analyzing the characteristics of two types of
the residential building in detail; size, number and type of room should be
determined and measured. Moreover, PA spaces like corridors (variety of corridors,
length of corridors, corridor design, location and proximity of rooms), bathroom,
kitchen etc., should be analyzed as the floor plan characteristics of the houses
(Bjornsdottir, Arnadottir & Halldorsdottir, 2011). In this study, kitchen, bathroom,
corridor, staircase, garden and terrace and multi spaces were analyzed in detail with
their design recommendations according to determine negatively affecting design

characteristics of each spaces.
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3.1 Kitchen

Many women spend much of their daily time in kitchen and they encounter several
accessibility problems in their kitchen utilization. This situation affects their kitchen
activities negatively and anticipates them from kitchen. So, a kitchen should be well
designed while taking into consideration issues such as comfort, accessibility of the
users as well easily adjustment of domestic appliances, storage and cabinets. In
addition, adequate spaces should be provided for all types of kitchen activities. Also,
Joyce & Swift (1988) emphasized that as priorities in kitchen design, layout of
kitchen should need to be decided accordingly the basic work triangle. The work
triangle was explained as “the key to any efficiently designed kitchen is its ‘work
triangle’. This is the logical inter-relationship of the cook’s three main aids: the
cooker, the refrigerator and the sink” (Joyce & Swift, 1988: 14) (see Figure 1).
Moreover, location of cabinets and storage is other important design characteristics
for enhancing PA in kitchen. According to Maguire, Peace, Nicolle, Marshall, Sims,
Percival & Lawton (2014) study about older people’s ergonomic problems in
kitchen, it is recommended that storage space should be at an appropriate height and

also adjustable wall cupboards and open storage items are suitable.

In the literature, it is recommended that kitchen design should be considered with the
spatial and storage requirements accordingly with the relevant activities (Demirkan
& Kutlusoy, 1998; Grandjean, 1973). The findings of Demirkan & Olguntiirk’s study
(2014) pointed out that in order to ease use of kitchen appliances; all the appliances

with applicable sizes should be fixed with a space providing for approach, reach,
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manipulation and use. The size of a kitchen is another important issue for efficient
kitchen activities. Women commonly desire a larger size of kitchen even if they have
a standard size kitchen. According to Demirkan and Kutlusoy (1998) the existing
size of the kitchen of the participants has a significant effect on the demand of a
larger kitchen. The result of their study showed that 66 out of 100 respondents
indicated that they desire to have a larger kitchen although 54 of them had a kitchen
greater than 8-meter squares that is the minimum space requirement according to
Grandjean (1973). Moreover, the kitchen layout affects user’s utilization. The basic

layout types are; one-sided, two-sided, L -shaped, U-shaped and aisle (see Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Sketch Drawings of Kitchen Layout Types (drawn by author, 2016).

Proper design of working areas is another significant issue for efficient kitchen

activities. Grandjean (1973) stated that, in the kitchen the arrangement of work
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stations from ‘left to right in the order: sink- main work surface- oven- somewhere to
put things down’ has to be provided for efficient work without needless movements.
According to scientific research, the recommendation for the frontal length of the
main working surface is minimum 80 cm and desirable is 100-120 cm. Another
design characteristic in kitchen is height of reach; according to Grandjean (1973:148)
“the most convenient height of reach- which lies between 65 and 150 cm from the
floor-extends only the lowest shelf of the upper cupboard and to the front half of the

top shelf of the lower cupboard”.

According to Demirkan & Kutlusoy’s (1998) study, there is no significant effect of
age on the performance of housewives’. Yet, they stated that further analysis
indicated that the older the housewife is, she does more kitchen activities. In this
study, kitchen floor area, frontal length of main working area, height of reach,
cupboard space, location of cabinets and storage, location of sink, location of
domestic appliances, layout of kitchen are the design characteristics that are analyzed

if they affected negatively or not on the PAs of women adults.

3.2 Bathroom

The bathroom is one of the significant space of the house because of involve relaxing
and some PAs of daily living like of washing, brushing teeth, performing ablution
etc. So, the functional efficiency of bathroom is vital for those activities. The
location of a bathroom is a significant issue that affects the bathroom activities.

According to Grandjean, (1973) location of bathroom should be entered, straight
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from the corridor and provide entrance to adults’ bedroom. If bathroom is used also
for laundry activities, the floor area is a critical issue to be considered while
analyzing the activities. Therefore, if there is a laundry activity, the bathroom should
be larger than an ordinary bathroom to provide area for washing machine, direr and
storage for dirty clothes (Grandjean, 1973). The location, dimension and design of
fixtures and fittings are another significant issue for bathroom activities. For
instance, according to Brookfield et al.,’s (2015) study introduce older people’s
difficulty into activities like washing which is one of the BADL in domestic

environments

In ergonomic researches, there are basic recommendations for washbasin, bath and

toilet. For instance, Pheasant & Haslegrave (2006; 190) stated that:

The criteria are relatively simple: it should be possible to wet the hands without
water running down to forearms and bending should be minimized. Hence, a basin
rim that is at about the elbow height of a short user would be appropriate (5™ %ile

woman: 930 mm unshod).

In addition, they stated that (2006:189) “The width of the bath must at least
accommodate the maximum body breadth of a single bather (95" ile man: 580 mm).”
In this study, location, dimension and/or design of toilets, washbasin and
baths/showers that affect negatively individual’s PA in a bathroom (usually use) are

considered.
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3.3 Corridor

According to The City of New York, Active Design Guidelines (2010: 68), “the
circulation system provides opportunities for walking, the most popular type of
physical activity.” Corridor is part of the circulation system of building and has a

relationship between indoor walking.

In the literature, there is limited research about the indoor corridor and its relation to
PAs in domestic environment. Most of the researches about corridors are related to
promoting older people for indoor walking in retirement communities. To illustrate;
in the study related with the retirement communities’ circulation paths by Kerr,
Carlson, Sallis, Rosenberg, Leak, Saelens, Chapman, Frank, Cain, Conway & King
(2011), there is a negative association among number of corridors and sedentary
time, it means that number of indoor corridors increase sedentary time of older
people decrease. In this study, length and width of corridors, the location and

proximity of rooms of the corridors are analyzed in domestic environment.

3.4 Staircase

The other circulation system of building element is staircase. In literature, there are
many studies about promoting staircase using in public buildings for instance in
study of The City of New York’s (2010) Active Design Guidelines, there are several

strategies of increase staircase use. PA could be incorporated into daily activities in
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indoor of the buildings through use of design strategies that encourage stair use
(Agarwal et al., 2011, The City of New York., 2010; Zimring et al., 2005). Use of
staircase could be hinder when considering the health condition of older adults and
could restrict their everyday activities inside the house to a single floor because they
could avoid using staircase (Brookfield et al., 2015) but using of staircase provide
real benefits of their health conditions (Wells et al., 2007; Zimring et al., 2005) as
well as increase their PA level. However, locating staircase visible from the main
entrance could associate with decrease sedentary time. Therefore, stair using could
reduce if its settlement is in complicated locations (Wells et al., 2007). According to
Brookfield et al. (2015:7) “the tread, rise and number of steps; handrails, lighting and
landings; and pitch and orientation of stairs (straight, spiral etc.) provided
particularly important”. In this study, the relationship PA and some design
characteristics of staircase such as; dimension of tread and rise, number of steps,
handrails, and proximity of the building entrance, material and type were analyzed in

detail as well as amount of time for staircase using.

3.5 Garden/Terrace

Garden and terrace activity could be included as LAs of domestic environment and
could have a relationship with enhancing well-being. In literature, there are studies
that analyze the relationship between garden work and well-being of older adults.
However, there are limited studies that analyze the impact of garden/terrace work on
PA level of adults. Actually there could be positive association between garden work

and PA level because garden/terrace work requires moderate or vigorous intensity
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activities. According to findings of Dabrowska et al.’s (2015) study in different

domains, in gardening domain, 23.21% of women have a high PA level.

In this study, the association among PA and location/area/design of garden/terrace
and daily duration of garden/terrace activities (moderate intensity activities like;
irrigating, raking etc.,) were analyzed and compared for single ad multi storey

houses’ participants in detail.

3.6 Multi Spaces

Multi spaces of domestic environment included the LAs such as watching TV,
reading, using the computer etc., and IADLSs like cleaning the house. LAs in
domestic environment are generally conducted in living room. Especially in evening
time, the living room becomes the focal point for LAs and watching TV is the
dominant activity in those hours (Grandjean, 1973). In Turkey, living room is the
space that is used for entertainment of guests as well as for daily activities of the
Turkish family members (Demirkan & Kutlusoy, 1998). In today’s world, family
members play video games in living room, as well. However, other spaces like
bedroom, balcony etc., of the domestic environment could also include as the spaces

of the LAs which require SB.

In this chapter, the specific domestic activity spaces and design characteristics of

each space and their elements were determined with emphasizing some ergonomic
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recommendations. In addition, analyze the how those spaces and elements could
promote women for more AL in domestic environment. The next chapter will be
related with the aim and method of the study. The aim of the study will be explained
with research questions and hypotheses. The method will be analyzed with

participants, settings, the stages and instruments of the study.
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CHAPTER IV

METHODOLOGY

This chapter includes the aim of the study with the related research questions and
hypotheses to be tested. Also, the method of the study is explained with the
participants, selected setting and research instruments. Furthermore, the three

stages of the study are explained in detail.

4.1 Aim of the Study

This study explores the design characteristics of domestic environments

that either enable or prevent the domestic PAs of women adults. The aim of the
study is to determine the design characteristics that enhance the domestic PA of
women adults in each space of the single and multi storey houses in addition to
evaluating the relationship between home-based physical activities and PA level

of young and middle age women adults.
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4.1.1 Research Questions

1. Is there any difference in the level of physical activities of women adults in
single and multi storey houses?
2. What are the consequences of design characteristics for enabling or preventing

domestic physical activities of women adults?

4.1.2 Hypotheses

1. Designed spaces’ characteristics have a significant impact either in enabling or
preventing on the domestic physical activity level of women adults.
2. There is a difference in the level of physical activities of women adults in

single and multi storey houses.

4.2 Method of the Study

This study consisted of three main stages (see Figure 2). In the first stage, the basic
activities of daily living (BADLS), instrumental activities of daily living (IADLs) and
leisure activities (LAS) of young and middle aged women in single and multi storey
houses were identified. The second stage consisted of two steps; firstly, the domestic
spaces (according to domestic PAs) that enable or prevent PA were categorized.
Secondly, the design characteristics of spaces (according to domestic spaces and
PAs) were categorized. In third stage, design characteristics of spaces that enable or
prevent PAs of women adults were analyzed and the design characteristics related to

each activity in each space to enhance PA level of women adults were specified.
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Each activity in the related space was analyzed in terms of its weekly frequency
(days) and daily duration (in minutes). In addition, the PA level of the participants

was determined.

Step | of Stage 11

Categorization of

Stage | Stage 11 Spaces in specific
PA groups
Identify the Domestic Categorization of
PAs (BADLs, IADLs, Spaces & Design
LAs) Characteristics Step 11 of Stage I1

Categorization of
Design
Characteristics

Stage 111
Analyses
Step | of Stage I11 Step 11 of Stage 111 Step 111 of Stage I11
Analysis of design Analysis activities in Analysis PA level
characteristics germi_of frequency and of participants.
uration.

Figure 2. The Stages of the Study

After the categorization of the stages, it is important to analyze in detail of stage |1
that consists of 2 steps. Firstly, Step consists of the categorization of design spaces

according to the domestic activities’ (see Figure 3).
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Step | of Stage Il

Categorization of
spaces in specific
PA groups

Figure 3. Step | of Stage Il

BADLs

e Bathing (Bathroom)

o Personal Hygiene (Bathroom)
IADLs
Indoor walking (Corridor)
Climbing stairs (Staircase)
Housework

e Cooking (Kitchen)

e Kitchen activities (Kitchen)

e Cleaning (Multi spaces)
Childcare activities

e Feeding (Kitchen)

e Bathing (Bathroom)

LAs
e Watching TV
e Reading (Multi spaces)
e Using the computer
o Garden/terrace activities (Garden/terrace)

Kitchen
Bathroom
Corridor
Staircase
Garden/Terrace
Multi Spaces

Step Il is related with the categorization of design characteristics of the spaces and

its elements. These were categorized after the classification of spaces. Also, the

domestic activities of women were considered while determining (See Figure 4).
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Stage 11 Step 1I:

Frontal length of
main working area
Height of reach
Cupboard space
Location of
cabinets and
storage

Location of sink
Location of
domestic
appliances
Layout

Dimension of tread and rise

Number of steps
Handrails

Location,
dimension, design
of toilets
Location,
dimension, design
of washbasin
Location,
dimension, design
of baths/shower

Proximity of the building entrance

Material
Type

Figure 4. Step 11 of Stage 11

4.2.1 Settings of the Study

garden or terrace.

29

Length of
corridors
Width of
corridors
Location of
corridors
Proximity of
rooms

Design Characteristics of Spaces and Elements

Location
Area
Design

In this study, there are two types of houses; single (n=60) and multi storey (n=60).
The location of the houses was not concerned because the study focused on only

indoor environmental features and immediate surroundings of the houses included

Single storey houses are generally in apartment flat or in site. The total floor area

of houses is 60 m? to 330 m?, type of house is categorized from two bedrooms to



five bedrooms, the corridors number include none to three, layout of kitchen is
observed as one sided, two sided, L and U shaped and few houses detected that

have a garden.

Multi storey houses are either in an apartment flat or villa. The total floor area m?
range is 100 m? to 520 m?. Type of multi storey is observed as 2-storey, 3-storey, 4
storey with having three bedrooms to six bedrooms. Corridors are analyzed with
numbers as one corridor to three corridors, layout of kitchen is observed as one
sided, two sided, L-shaped and U-shaped and the type of staircase is straight, L
and U shaped, curved and spiral and lastly, having garden and/or terrace and

having both garden and terrace is observed in multi storey houses.

4.2.2 Participants

The study was conducted with 120 young and middle-aged (19-64 years)

Turkish women adults who were not using any assisting devices. Equal number
of participants was selected from single or multi storey houses. Cluster sampling
method was used for choosing the participants. “Cluster sampling is a probability
sampling procedure in which elements of the population are randomly selected

in naturally occurring groupings (clusters)” (Daniel, 2012:151). (The Following

section presents demographics of participants in detail.)
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4.2.3 Instruments of the Study

Two sets of survey were prepared for both single and multi storey houses. There
were additional items and questions in ‘Multi Storey House Type Survey’. The
questionnaire was first established in English and translated into Turkish and
complete Turkish version of the survey was then back translated into English.
The instruments of the study consisted of; the observation sheet, the semi
structured interview, the questionnaire and the International Physical Activity
Questionnaire -Short Form (IPAQ-S)- Turkish translation (see Appendix A and

B).

Firstly, the observation sheet includes two sections; first section consists of
questions related to the personal information of the participants; age, education
level, marital status, employment status, having a young- child at age range 1-5
or not. Second section is related with the physical features of single or multi
storey domestic environment such as; total floor area of house, type of house,
number of corridors, type of staircase, total floor area of kitchen and bathroom,

layout of kitchen, having garden/terrace or not (see Appendix A and B).

Secondly, the semi-structured interview comprehends 15 questions based on the
home-based activity spaces; kitchen, bathroom, corridor, multi spaces, staircase
(if it is multi storey house type), garden and/or terrace and their design

characteristics if they are affected negatively or not on domestic PAs of women

adults. In this study qualitative content analysis technique, which is “one of the

31



numerous research methods used to analyze text data” (Hsieh & Shannon, 2005:
1278), was used. Responds and comments of participants in the semi-structured
interview were categorized. The comments of participants on design
characteristics of spaces’ ergonomic features are affected negatively their PA or
not were analyzed manually. And the highest count of comments was

determined.

Thirdly, the questionnaire was designed to find out the amount of time
participants spent while being physically active in doing the basic activities of
daily living (BADLs- bathing, eating, personal hygiene etc.,), instrumental
activities of daily living (IADLs- cooking, housework, childcare activities if
having a young-child or children at aged 1-5 and leisure activities (LAs-
watching TV, using computer etc.) in the last 7 days in their house. The
questionnaire has two sections; first part includes four questions about the time
participants spent doing general activities such as; housework, childcare or LAs
in last 7 days inside their house. Second section, includes ten questions about the
time participant spent while doing domestic activities in spaces such as kitchen,
bathroom, circulation areas (corridor and staircase) and garden/terrace. The
questionnaire was prepared accordingly to the IPAQ questioning format (see

Appendix A and B).

Lastly, The International Physical Activity Questionnaire (IPAQ) - Short Form
(IPAQ-S): version August 2002 (IPAQ, www. ipaq.ki.se) Turkish translation
(see Appendix A) was used. According to IPAQ Research Committee (2005),

the aim of the IPAQ questionnaires is contributing researchers to common
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instruments because they provide universal and comparable data on health-
related PA. The reason for using the IPAQ in this study was to categorize the PA
levels and sitting time (sedentary behavior) of women adults. Six questions were
asked to the participants about the amount of time they spend being physically
active and last question is about the time spent sitting within the last 7 days. (see

Appendix A and B).

The IPAQ Research Committee (2005) indicated that the data collected could be
reported as a continuous score. Also, the IPAQ-S items arranged to deliver
separate scores for walking, moderate-intensity activity and vigorous intensity
activity. The IPAQ Scoring Protocol Short Forms (The IPAQ Research
Committee, 2005:13) stated that these activities calculate with the specific MET
levels; “(walking=3.3 METs, moderate intensity= 4.0 METs, vigorous intensity=
8.0 METs, expressed as MET-in per week: MET level x minutes of activity/day x
days per week)”. “Metabolic Equivalent of Task (MET): A unit used to estimate
the metabolic cost (oxygen consumption) of physical activity” (Committee on
Physical Activity, Health, Transportation and Land Use, 2005). The total score
involves summation of the duration (in minutes) and frequency (days) of those
activities. Yet, the sitting time question does not include in this calculation, it
needs to be calculated separately. Assessment of the all activities requires that each
activity include at least ten minutes at a time. There are three levels of PA
categorization these are; low, moderate and high, and those categories include

several requirements (IPAQ Research Committee, 2005).
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CHAPTER V

FINDINGS

In this chapter, the findings related to demographic characteristics of the participants
and the physical features of the houses are presented. Then, a qualitative analysis of
the negatively affecting design characteristics of spaces and their elements is
conducted. Frequency and duration of domestic activities namely as BADL, IADL,
and LAs in each space are analyzed. Then, the low, moderate and high activity levels
of participants are calculated. Also, the sitting times are found and compared for each
participant live in different house types. In the second section, PA level of
participants are analyzed. Then the correlation analysis of among the specific PAs
and PA level and correlation of the PAs and design characteristics in each space are
analyzed. In the last section, a comparison of PA distribution in single and multi
storey houses is done. Lastly, the comparison of PA levels of participants in two

types of houses tested.

Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (IBM Corp. SPSS 19 version) was used to
analyze the data and graphics were produced by Microsoft Word, version 2016. The

statistical methods included descriptive statistics, the two-sample t-test, regression
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and correlation analyses. Besides, the qualitative content analysis technique is used

to categorize and analyze the semi-structured interviews and participants’ comments.

5.1 Quantitative Analysis

5.1.1 Demographic Characteristics

The young and middle aged women adult were classified between the age range of
19-64 years that were titled by the Department of International Economic and Social
Affairs (1982). The mean age of women adults in this study was 38.73. Also, the
mean age of participants from single storey house was 37.75 and for multi storey
was; 39.71. The highest count was obtained for university graduates (single storey
house participants; n=33, 55.0%, multi storey participants; n=37, 61.7%), the
following highest amount were found for high school graduates (single storey house
participants; n=12, 20%, multi storey house participants; n=10, 16.7%), and not
employed participants were seen (single storey house participants; n=41, 68.3%,

multi storey house participants; n=42, 70.0%) (see Table 1).
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of Participants (n=120)

Single Storey Houses (n=60) Multi Storey Houses (n=60)

Characteristics Frequency  Percentage Frequency Percentage
Age (years)

19-24 19 31.7 11 18.3

25-44 21 35.0 22 36.7

45-64 20 333 27 45.0
Marital Status

Single 30 50.0 27 45.0

Married 30 50.0 33 55.0
Education Level

Primary School 6 10.0 4 6.7

Middle School 1 1.7 1 1.7

High School 12 20.0 10 16.7

University 33 55.0 37 61.7

Master Degree 7 11.7 7 11.7

Doctoral Degree 1 1.7 1 1.7
Employment Status

Yes 19 31.7 18 30.0

No 41 68.3 42 70.0
Having Young Child/Children

Yes 10 16.6 4 6.6

No 50 83.3 56 93.3

5.1.2 Physical Features of the Houses

The total floor area of single storey houses’ is commonly between 100-199 m?
(n=43, 71.7%) with three-bedroom houses (n=34, 56.7%) and having one corridor
(n=38, 63.3%) are seen mostly. The floor area of the kitchen is typically greater than

15 m? (n=34, 56.7%) and the bathroom is greater than 5m? (n=57, 95.5%). One sided
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kitchen layout is generally seen (n=30, 50%) and only seven single storey houses

have a garden (11.7%) (see Table 2).

In multi storey houses, total floor area is frequently between 200-299 m? (n=23,
38.3%), two-storey houses are mostly seen (n=40, 66.7%) with five bedrooms (n=23,
38.3%), and generally having one corridor at each storey (1* floor; n=35, 58.3%, 2"
floor; n=33, 55.0%, 3" floor; n=8, 13.3%), connected with a curved shaped staircase
(n=17, 28.3%). The floor area of kitchen is typically greater than 15 m? (n=39,
65.0%) and the bathroom is greater than 5 m? (n=55, 91.7%). L-shaped (n=16,
26.7%) and one sided (n=15, 25%) kitchen layouts are mostly preferred. Many of the
two-storey houses have a garden (n=26, 43.3%) some have a terrace (n=11, 18.3) and

22 multi storey houses have both garden and terrace (36.7%) (see Table 3).
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Table 2. Physical Features of Single Storey Houses (n=60)

Frequency  Percentage

Total floor area (m?)

60-99 10 16.7
100-199 43 71.7
200-299 6 10
300-330 1 1.7
Types of house
Two bedroom 6 10.0
Three bedroom 34 56.7
Four bedroom 19 31.7
Five bedroom 1 1.7
Number of corridors
No corridor 2 3.3
One corridor 38 63.3
Two corridors 19 31.7
Three corridors 1 1.7

Kitchen (x= area in m?)

x <10 7 11.7
10<x<15 19 31.7
15<x 34 56.7
Bathroom (x= area in m?)
X<5 3 5.0
5<x 57 95.5
Layout of kitchen
One sided 30 50.0
Two sided 13 21.7
L-shaped 14 23.3
U-shaped 3 5.0
Having a garden
Yes 7 11.7
No 53 88.3
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Table 3. Physical Features of Multi Storey Houses (n=60)

Frequency  Percentage

Total floor area (m?)

100-199 20 33.3
200-299 23 38.3
300-399 7 11.7
400-520 10 16.7
Type of Multi Storey
Two-storey 40 66.7
Three-storey 17 28.3
Four storey 3 5.0
Types of house
Three bedroom 13 21.7
Four bedroom 13 21.7
Five bedroom 24 40
Six or more bedroom 10 16.7

Number of corridors (1* floor)

No corridor 21 35.0
One corridor 35 58.3
Two corridors 3 5.0
Three corridors 1 1.7

Number of corridors (2" floor)

No corridor 25 41.7
One corridor 33 55.0
Two corridors 2 33

Number of corridors (3" floor)

No corridor 12 20.0
One corridor 8 13.3
Two corridors 1 1.7
Missing 39 35.0
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Table 3. (cont’d), Physical Features of Multi Storey Houses (n=60)

Frequency  Percentage

Kitchen (x=area in m?%)

x<10 9 15.0
10<x<15 12 20.0
15<x 39 65.0
Bathroom (x=area in m?)
X<5 5 8.3
5<x 55 91.7
Layout of kitchen
One sided 15 25.0
Two sided 11 18.3
L-shaped 16 26.7
U-shaped 11 18.3
Type of staircase
Straight 11 18.3
L-shaped 9 15.0
U-shaped 11 18.3
Curved 17 28.3
Spiral 12 20.0
Having a garden /terrace
Garden 26 43.3
Terrace 11 18.3
Both Garden 22 36.7

and Terrace

5.1.3 Home-Based Activity-Duration Analysis

In order to analyze if there is a significant difference or not in the amount of time
spent for each domestic activity in single and multi storey houses, the two-sample

independent t-test was done. Based on the result of t-test, there is no significant
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difference in the amount of time spent for many of the activities conducted in single
and multi storey houses. Thus, significant difference was found in the amount of time
spent in doing housework (min. /day) as IADL and bathing activity as BADL in

single and multi storey houses (see Appendix C, Table 16).

Consequently, there is a significant difference in the one of the IADLSs called
‘housework (min. /day)’ duration in two types of houses at the alpha value is 0.05
level (p=0.032, t= 2.718, df=92). The mean difference of time spent for doing
housework is 42.720 min. between the two types of houses. In single storey houses,
51 participants out of 60 responded this question (M=167.25 min.) others chose ‘No
housework activity’. In multi storey houses, 43 participants responded (M=124.53
min.), 17 participants chose ‘No housework activity’ (see Table 4 and Appendix C,

Table 16).

Secondly, there is a significant difference in one of the BADL called ‘bathing

(week/day)’ duration in two types of houses at alpha value 0.05 level (p=0.000,

t=-3.816, df=118). All participants (n=120) answered that question, the mean time
spent for bathing activity is -1.217 min. higher in multi storey houses (see Table 4

and Appendix C, Table 17).

Although, the mean time for the activities called ‘indoor walking in corridors’,
leisure time activities’ and ‘childcare activities’ are seeming to have differences as

seen in Table 4, there was no statistically difference when two-sample independent t-
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test was done. Participants who live in multi storey houses spent more time for
indoor walking in corridors than the ones who live in single storey houses (single
storey (M= 4.17 min.), multi storey (M= 7.17min.). Single storey house participants’
spent more time in leisure activities (M=201.83 min. /day) than multi storey house
participants (M=176.50 min. /day). Lastly, there is a distinction in time spent for
childcare activities in two type of houses, where single storey house participants
spend more time than multi storey house participants (M=45.00 min./day, M=15

min/day) (see Table 4).

Lastly, in this study, lack of PA culture among women adults was observed.
Especially, middle-aged women adults realized how they were inactive in their home
while answering the questions related with the activity weekly frequency and daily

duration.
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Table 4. Home-Based Physical Activity-Frequency Analysis

= NA Not Applicable

Main Category Activity Mean Value Mean Value (Multi
(Single Storey Storey Houses)
Houses)

Bathing (days per 4.47 5.68

(BADLs)  Week)
Personal Hygiene 43.00 52.08
(min./day)
Cooking (days per 4.60 3.97
week)
Cooking
(min./day) %:35 5920
Klt_chen Activities 90.83 80.18
(min./day)
Housework (days 200 2.17
per week)

IADLs

( ) Housework 167.95 12453
(min./day)
Childcare
Activities 45.00 15.00
(min./day)
Indoor Walking in
Corridors 4.17 7.17
(min./day)
Sta_lrcase Using NA= 36.00
(min./day)
Watching TV,
Reading, Using 201.83 176.50
computer etc.
(min./day)
Garden Activities

(LAs) (min./day) 3000 10

Terrace Activities NA= 13.45
(min./day)
Garden and
Terrace Activities NA- 36.00
(min./day)
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5.2 Qualitative Analysis of the Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of

Spaces and Their Elements

According to qualitative content analysis, generally responses were as “not affected
PA negatively” so that women were pleased with the design characteristics of spaces
and thought that specified design characteristics do not affect their PA negatively.
However, even if the few responses, some design characteristics were found as

negatively affected on PA.

According to the results of the descriptive statistics the frontal length of the main
working area in the kitchen affects PA level of the participants negatively in single
(18 out of 49 responses) and multi storey (18 out of 51 responses) houses. The
women explained that the main working area is important for many kitchen activities
for efficient work with an ease of use. The location of sink was the less negatively
effecting design characteristics for PA (n=2, 3.3% for single storey houses) and no
participants comment that question as negatively affecting their PA in multi storey
houses. Participants generally were pleased with the location of sink/s in their
kitchen and though it was not effective in their PA (see Figure 5 and Appendix C,

Table 18).
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Figure 5. Graph Showing Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of Kitchen

In bathroom, participants generally were pleased with their bathroom design
characteristics (see Figure 6 and Appendix C, Table 19). Nevertheless, in single
storey houses, 7 (8.3%) out of 46 responses live in single storey houses were
affected very negatively by the height and width of shower/bath and general design
characteristic of shower/bath. In the multi storey houses, location of shower/bath and
toilet were the two very negatively affecting design characteristics for PA (n=10, 16,
7%) In multi storey houses, 10 (16, 7%) out of 49 women thought that the location of
shower/bath is negatively affecting design characteristics for their PA level (see
Figure 6 and Appendix C, Table 19). Also, there was a question in order to identify
an issue that causes limitation in bathroom activities. In single storey houses, they
stated that ‘the area of bathroom is narrow’ (n=8, %13.3) and the floor surface of

bathroom is slippery (n=1, 1.7%), in multi storey houses, participants stated that ‘the
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area of bathroom is very narrow’ (n=15, 25%) and ‘there is a threshold at bathroom

door’ (n=1, 1.7%).

10
9
8
7
6
5
4
3
2
1
O - el -
locatio height design locatio height design locatio height design
n of & of n of of of n of & of
toilet width toilet washb washb washb shower width shower
of asin asin asin  /bath of /bath
toilet shower
/bath
m Single Storey Houses 5 4 4 0 5 2 6 7 7
Multi Storey Houses 10 2 3 5 2 2 10 5

Frequency (each n=60) m Single Storey Houses Multi Storey Houses

Figure 6. Graph Showing Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of Bathroom

The design characteristics of the corridor, length and width of corridor are the design
features that affect PA level negatively in single storey (9 out of 50 responses) and
multi storey (11 out of 47 responses) houses (see Figure 7 and Appendix C, Table
20). Also, they stated that ‘corridors are very narrow’ (n=4, 6.7%) and ‘there are
some goods on the floor in corridors’ (n=4, 6.7%) that influence their PA negatively.
In multi storey houses only one participants said that ‘there is an illumination

problem in the corridor’ (n=1, 1.7%) (see Figure 7 and Appendix C, Table 20).
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Figure 7. Graph Showing Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of
Corridor

In garden, there are no competent answers for single storey houses because only 7
participants had a garden. In single storey houses, 2 out of 7 participants said that
‘the area and design of garden’ affect PA negatively. In multi storey houses, 9 out of
26 participants (have a garden) answered the questions about garden. They found
that, location of garden (n=5, 8.3%) affects their PA negatively (see Figure 8 and

Appendix C, Table 21).
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Figure 8. Graph Showing Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of Garden

In multi storey houses, staircase design has a significant influence on PAs of women
adults. In this study, the curved shaped (n=17, 28.3%) staircase is the most frequently
seen type, then it is followed by the spiral shaped staircase (n=12, 20%). According
to the answers of the participants in semi-structured interviews, ‘dimension of tread
and rise’ of the staircase mainly has influence on PA negatively (n=19, 31.7%).
Secondly, according to 18 participants (30%) material of staircase has an influence
on PA negatively (see Figure 9). Among 18 participants, 11 stated that ‘wood surface
is slippery and makes sound’; and 4 participants though that ‘marble is slippery.’
Thirdly, type of a staircase (n=12, 20%) has a negative effect on PA. Six participants
who have a spiral type of staircase said that, ‘spiral type of staircase is dangerous,

has a risk of falling’.
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Figure 9. Graph Showing Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of Staircase
(n=60)

To summarize, in kitchen the number of participants who think that frontal length of
main working area affects their PA negatively are equal in both house types (n=18
for each, see Figure 5). In single storey houses, the shower/bath’s height & bathroom
design are problematic. For the multi storey houses, location of toilet & shower/bath
are problematic. Length of corridor is a common design characteristic for both type
of houses that affect PA negatively (n=9, single storey, n=11 multi storey). Also, 9
participants in single storey houses thought that width of a corridor affects their PA
negatively. In single storey houses area of garden (n=2) and for multi storey houses,
location of garden (n=5) affects PA negatively. Lastly, in multi storey houses
‘dimension of tread and rise’ was found to influence PA negatively (n=19, 31.7%)

(see Figure 10).
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5.3 Analysis of the PA level of Participants and Sitting time

5.3.1 Analysis of the PA level of Participants

PA level of participants were analyzed by the IPAQ Scoring Protocol Short Forms

(IPAQ Research Committee, 2005). According to IPAQ Scoring results; among 120
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participants, moderate PA level (57, 47.5%) were frequently seen in both house types
(single storey; n=30, 50%, multi storey; n= 27, 45%) (see Figure 11). Participants
were not highly active because, among 120 participants only 15 (12.5%) stated that

they have high level of PA with low level was measured in 48 participants (40%).

30
25
20
15
10
5
5
8.3%
0
low moderate high
PA Level
m Single Storey Houses (n=60) Multi storey houses (n=60)

Figure 11. Differences between PA levels of participants (each n=60)

5.3.2 Analysis of Sitting Time

According to IPAQ Research Committee (2005), the IPAQ sitting question is an
added indicator variable of time spent in sedentary activity and not involved as part
of any summary score of PA level. Data on sitting should be described as median

values and interquartile ranges.
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All participants responded to this question; however 30 out of 120 women answered
sitting time question as ‘Don’t Know/Not sure’; 10 participants from the single
storey house and 20 participants from multi storey houses. Those 30 responses were
reported as missing value of the data. Sitting time in median value (Md=240 min.) of
single storey houses is greater than multi storey houses (Md=270 min.). It means
that, sitting time (sedentary behavior) of women adults living in multi storey houses
is greater than women living in single storey houses. Both values are in the second

quartile (See Appendix C, Table 21-22).

5.4 Correlation Analysis of among the Home-Based Physical Activities and PA

level

In this study, the daily duration and weekly frequency of activities correlated with
the PA level of participants to see if some activities were more heavily correlated any
of others. There is one ordinal scale (PA level as; low/moderate/high) and multi
interval/ratio scale (activities in min./days, days/week) variables. Therefore,
Spearman’s rank-order correlation coefficient (also known as Spearman’s rho), is
used in order to describe an association among the variables (Argyrous, 2011).
According to Argyrous (2011), the frequently accepted rule for classifying the
associations; where A=0 means there is no association between variables, 0< A<0.2 is
very weak, negligible relationship, 0.2< 2<0.4 means weak, low association, 0.4<
1<0.7 is moderate association, 0.7< A<0.9 strong, high, marked association, 0.9<
A<1.0 is very high strong relationship and lastly if A=1.0, there is a perfect

association between variables. Also, if the beginning of the number value is greater
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than 0 (>0) it implies that there is a positive association among variables. However,

if the beginning of the number is lower than 0 (<0), it identifies that there is a
negative association between variables and also if the value is equal to 0, (=0) it
means that there is no association among variables (Argyrous, 2011). Positive
correlation shows that, amount of time or day spend in one activity type increase, the
time spend or day for other activity increase also. Negative correlation shows that,
when amount of time or day spend in one activity type increase, the time spent or day

for other activity decrease.

5.4.1 Correlations among Single Storey Houses’ Activities and PA level

In single storey houses, there is a positive weak, low association between cooking
(days/week) and housework (days/week) (rho=.348, p=0.006) at 0.01 alpha level.
Secondly, there is a negative weak association between garden activities (min. /day)
and PA level of participants (rho=-.342, p=.008). Kitchen activities (min. /day) and
cooking (days/week) have positive weak association (rho=.311, p=.016) at alpha
value is 0.05 level. Though, there is a negative weak, weak association among
walking in corridors (min./day) and housework (days/week) (rho=.271, p=.036)
alpha value at the 0.05 level. Lastly, there is a positive weak association among
kitchen activities (min./day) and housework (days/week) (rho=.271, p=.038) alpha

value at 0.05 level (see Table 5).
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Table 5. Correlations among Single Storey House Activities’ and PA level

Activity  Among Activities Spearman’s rho p N (60)
Category

Cooking (days/week) * .348** 0.006 60

Housework (days/week)

Kitchen Activities (min./day) * 311* .016 59
LADL Cooking (days/week)
Kitchen Activities (min./day) * 271* .038 59
Housework (day/week)
Walking in Corridors (min./day) 271* .036 60
* Housework (days/week)
LAs Garden activities (min./day) -.342** .008 60

*PA level

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed)

5.4.2 Correlations among Multi Storey Houses’ Activities and PA level

In multi storey houses, based on the results of the Spearman’s rho correlation, there
is a positive moderate association between cooking days per week and housework
days per week (rho=.538, p=0.000) at 0.01 alpha level (Range 0.4-0.7). Similarly,
there is a positive moderate association among kitchen activities (min./day) and
cooking (min./day) (rho=.445, p=.001). Also, there is a positive moderate correlation
among cooking days per week and housework minutes/day (rho=.436, p=0.003) at
0.01 alpha level (2-tailed). Additionally, the association among leisure time activities

(min./day) and childcare activities (min./day) is negative and weak (rho=-.296,

54



p=.022) at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). Lastly, there is a positive and weak association

among using staircase (min./day) and kitchen activities (min./day) (rho=.337,

p=.013) at the 0.05 level (2-tailed) and there is also positive and weak correlation

between using staircase (min./day) and PA level of participants (rho=.296, p=.024)

at alpha value 0.05 level (see Table 6).

Table 6. Correlations among Multi Storey Houses Activities and PA level

Activity  Among Activities Spearman’s rho p N (60)
Category
Cooking (days/week) * .538** .000 60
Housework (days/week)
Kitchen Activities (min./day) * A445** .001 54
Cooking (min./day)
Cooking (days/week) * A36** .003 45
IADL .
Housework (min./day)
Using staircase (min./day) 337* .013 54
*Kitchen Activities (min./day)
Using staircase (min./day) * PA .296* .024 58
level
L As Leisure time activities (min./day) -.296* .022 60

*Childcare activities (min./day)

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed)
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5.5 Correlation of the Home-Based Physical Activities and Design

Characteristics in Each Space

5.5.1 In Kitchen

Correlation analysis was conducted among physical activities, design characteristics
and features of a kitchen (see table 7). In single storey houses, according to the result
of Spearman’s rho, there is a positive strong association among- location of cabinets
and storage and height of reach (rho=.869, p=.000) at alpha value 0.01 level (2-
tailed). In multi storey houses, there is strong association among location of
appliances and location of cabinets & storage (rho=.805, p=.000) and also among
location of cabinet’s storage and height of reach (rho=.802, p=.000) at alpha value

0.01 level (2-tailed) (See Table 7).

In single storey houses, location of cabinets and storage and frontal length of main
working area has moderate association (rho=.629, p=.000) as the correlation among
location of appliances and height of reach (rho=.620, p=.000) and location of
appliances and location of cabinets and storage (rho=.620, p=.000) are equal and
have a moderate association at alpha value 0.01 level (2-tailed). In multi storey
houses, layout of kitchen (affected negatively) and frontal length of main working
area (rho=.666, p=.000) correlation has a moderate association at alpha value 0.01

level (2-tailed) (see table 7).
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5.5.2 Bathroom

In single storey houses, strong correlations are observed between shower/bath’s
design characteristics (see Table 8). To illustrate, there is a strong relationship among
design of shower/bath and dimensions of shower/bath (rho=.883, p=.000) at alpha
value 0.01 level. Moreover, dimensions of shower/bath and location of shower/bath
has a strong association (rho= .855, p=.000) and design of washbasin also have a
strong association with dimensions of washbasin (rho=.806, p=.000) at alpha value
0.01 level. The other strong relationship is among design of toilet and dimensions of

toilet (rho=.724, p=.000) at alpha value 0.01 level.

In multi storey houses the strong correlations are differing from the single storey
houses. The location of shower/bath and location of toilet has very strong
relationship (rho=.931, p=.000) at alpha value .001 level. However, other
relationships are either moderate or negligible. There is a moderate association
between dimensions of washbasin and location of washbasin (rho=.699, p=.000) and
design of washbasin and dimensions of washbasin has also moderate association
(rho=.699, p=.000) at alpha value .001 level. Likewise, location of washbasin and

toilet has moderate association (rho=.694, p=.000) at alpha value .001 level.
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5.5.3 In Corridor

Corridor plays an important role in PA in indoor domestic environments, because it
includes the most popular PA called walking. In single storey houses, proximity of
rooms and location of corridor have a strong association (rho=.856, p=.000) at alpha
value 0.01 level. Width of corridor and length of corridor (rho=.607, p=.000) have a
moderate association at alpha value 0.01 level. Additionally, location of corridor and
width of corridor’s relationship has a low association at alpha value 0.05 level (rtho=
331, p=.032). Lastly, there is a negative low relationship among number of corridors

and PA level of participants (rho=-.278, p=.032) (see Table 9).

In multi storey houses, width of corridor and length of corridor (rho=.822, p=.000)
third floor and second floor (rho=.802, p=.000) and third floor and first floor
(rho=.738, p=.000) have strong associations at alpha value 0.01 level. Furthermore,
there is a moderate association between proximity of rooms and location of corridor
(rho=.640, p=.000), and between proximity of rooms of the corridor and width of the

corridor (rho=.537, p=.000) at alpha value 0.01 level (see Table 9).
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5.5.4 In Garden

In single storey houses, regular use of garden and garden activities (min/day) has a
positive, very strong correlation at alpha 0.01 level (rho=.932, p =.000). There is a
very strong relationship between having garden or not and garden activities
(rh0=.916, p=.000) and there is a negative low association among garden activities
(min/day) and PA level of participants (rho=-.342, p=.008) at alpha value 0.01 level

(see Table 10).

More participants who live in multi storey houses that have a garden than

participants living in single storey houses. There is a strong relationship between area
of garden and location of garden (rho=.882, p=.000) at alpha value 0.01 level.
Moreover, there is a moderate association among design of garden and area of
garden (rho=.481, p=.001) and between design of garden and location of garden
(rho=.424, p=.006) at alpha value 0.01 level. Lastly, there is a low association among
garden activities (min/day) and PA level of participants (rho=.329, p=.024) at alpha

value 0.05 level.
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5.5.5 0On Terrace

In multi storey houses, there are moderate associations between all significant
correlations: as among design of terrace and area of terrace (rho=.689, p=.001)
design of terrace and location of terrace (rho=.669, p=.001) and, terrace activities
(min/day) and PA level of women adults (rho=.516, p=.004) at alpha value 0.01
level. Moreover, there is a moderate association between area of terrace and location

of terrace (rho=.461, p=.035) at alpha value 0.05 level (see Table 11).

Table 11. Correlations among Terrace Variables in Multi Storey Houses

Correlations between variables Spearman’s rho p N (60)
Design of terrace*Area of terrace .689** .001 21
Design of terrace*Location of terrace .669** .001 21
Terrace activities (min./day) * PA level 516** .004 29
Area of terrace * Location of terrace 461* .035 21

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed)
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5.5.6 At Staircase

In multi storey houses, there is a moderate association among types of staircase and
dimension of tread and rise at alpha value 0.01 level (rho=.434, p=.0029). Besides,
there is also a low association among handrails and dimension of the tread and rise
(rho=.343, p=.028) at alpha value 0.05 level. Also, there is a low association among
using staircase activity (min./day) and the dimension of the tread and rise (rho=.333,
p=.017) and PA level and using staircase (min./day) (rho=.296, p=.024) at alpha

value 0.05 level (see Table 12).

Table 12. Correlations among Staircase Variables in Multi Storey Houses

Correlations between variables Spearman’s rho p N (60)
Types of staircase*Dimension of tread and A34** .002 50
rise

Handrails * Dimension of the tread and .343* .028 41
rise

Using staircase (min./day) * Dimension of .333* .017 51

tread and rise

PA level * Using staircase (min./day) .296* .024 58

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed)
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5.6 Comparison of PA distribution in Houses

5.6.1 Explanation of PA Related to Partial Correlation Percentages in Houses

The association between domestic activities and PA level for both house types were
investigated by using stepwise multiple regression models. Moreover, the partial
correlation was considered to give precise measures of the respective influence of the
independent variables (activities) on the dependent variable (PA level of
participants). In this study, how much activities frequency is related with the PA

level was analyzed (Argyrous, 2011).

5.6.1.1 In Single Storey Houses

In single storey houses; F-statistics for the model has a significance level of 0.043 at
alpha value is 0.05 (p values < .05). The predictors (constant) are childcare activities
(min/day) (p=-0.290, p= 0.043). It means that childcare activities (min. /day) are
significantly related to PA level of participants (see Appendix C, Table 24).
Moreover, according to partial correlation analysis; one of the LAs, the garden
activities (in min.) (partial correlation= -.256, 6%, tolerance=.988) is most related

with the PA level of the participants (see Table 13 and Appendix C, Table 24).
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Table 13. Multiple Regression Analysis in Single Storey Houses

Activity  Model Partial correlation  Tolerance  Percentage
Category
Housework 198 999 3.9%
(days/week)
Kitchen activities 118 .990 1.3%
(min./day)
IADL
Indoor Walking in 124 .966 1.5%
corridors
(min./day)
BADL Bathing 152 .994 2.3%
(day/week)
LAs Garden Activities -.259 .988 6%

(min./day)

5.6.1.2 In Multi Storey Houses

According to the result of the multiple regression analysis, in multi storey houses; F-

statistics for the model has a significance level of 0.008 at alpha value is 0.05 (p

values < .05). The predictors (constant) is terrace activities (min/day) (B=0.778, p=

0.008, 0=0.05). Besides, the result of partial correlation analysis indicated that, the

most related activity on PA level is cooking (days/week), it is effective as 24%

(partial correlation=-0.497, tolerance= 0.947) and another related activity is

housework (days/week) with 21% influence (see Table 14 and Appendix C, Table

25).
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Table 14. Multiple Regression Analysis Values in Multi Storey Houses

Activity Model Partial correlation  Tolerance Percentage
Category
Cooking -.497 947 24%
(days/week)
Housework 459 .984 21%
IADL (days/week)
Cooking -.338 931 11%
(min./day)
Bathing
BADL (days/week) -.289 .844 8%
Garden activities -.376 233 14%
(min./day)
Garden and -.445 192 19%
Terrace activities
LAS (min./day)
Leisure Time -.194 .966 3%
Activities
(min./day)

5.6.2 Comparison of PA Levels of Participants in Single and Multi Storey

Houses

In this study, an inference is made depending on two variables that are PA level of
participants (dependent variable), types of houses (independent variable). The
physical activity level was valued as 1-low, 2-moderate, and 3-high. The two
samples were being compared in terms of the level of PA. The two-sample t-test was
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used to investigate whether there was a significant difference or not concerning the
mean PA level of participants living at two different house types (see Table 15 and

Appendix C, Table 26).

Table 15. Descriptive statistics for the samples

Descriptive statistics  Single Storey House Multi Storey Houses

PA level (n=60) PA level (n=60)
Mean 1.68 1.78
Standard deviation .651 715

The mean value for PA levels in multi storey houses is greater than single storey
houses. Yet, according to result of the t-test, the null hypotheses is not rejected at
0.05 significance level because the p values < .05 were considered statistically
significant (t=-0.801, p=0.425, a=0.05). Therefore, the PA level of participants who
live in single storey houses is not different than participants who live in multi storey

houses at alpha level is 0.05 significant level.
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CHAPTER VI

DISCUSSION AND CONLUSION

6.1. Discussion

It was assumed that designed space characteristics have a significant impact on the
domestic PA level of women adults. This was analyzed by the qualitative content
analysis method and was found that women adults are generally pleased with the
design characteristics of specific spaces and think that the spaces are not negatively
affecting their PA level. However, according to the responses, some design
characteristics of specific spaces affect women’s PA negatively. The frontal length
of main working area in kitchen is the most negatively affecting design
characteristics in both house types (see Figure 5). According to the participants’
comments, the frontal length of main working area is important for cooking and
other kitchen activities. Turkish females desire to have longer frontal length of
main work for an ease of use (Demirkan & Kutlusoy, 1998). Related to bathroom,
location of shower/bath and toilet were found as the two very negatively affecting
design characteristics in the multi storey houses (see Figure 6). Related to corridors,
length of corridor was to be found the most commonly negatively affecting design
character in both house types (see Figure 7). Consequently, the few responses could

explain the low frequency of utilitarian indoor walking among participants. There
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while responding to this question that the corridors could be used for indoor
recreational walking whenever they desire even when the weather condition is not
suitable for outdoor walking. In multi storey houses, related to garden and terrace
area, area and location of garden and the dimension of tread and rise were found to
be the most negatively affecting design characteristics on PA levels of women

adults.

According to the results of two-sample independent t-test, there was statistically
significant difference in time spent in doing housework (min. /day) and bathing
(day/week) in both type of houses. According to the findings of Brownson et al.’s
(2000) study, there was a considerable variation in time spent at housework activity.
In this study, it was also found that there was a difference in time spent in doing
housework in two house types. The reason for this result could be explained by
analyzing the responses of ‘No housework activity’, since, the number of responses
as ‘No housework activity’ in multi storey houses are more than single storey houses.
According to the rapid development of technology in domestic environments and
increase in the number of employed women are the reasons for the decrease in the
time spent for housework activity (Committee on Physical Activity, Health,
Transportation and Land Use, 2005). It is emphasized that technology affects by
diminishing our energy expenditure and the aim of the innovations is to make our life
easier (Wells et al., 2007). Since, employed women spend much of their time in work
rather than home (Grandjean, 1973) they generally need parental or professional
guidance for doing housework. Although in this study, the number of unemployed
women (83 out of 120) were greater than employed women (37 out of 120), the PA

level of women adults were not high. So, there could be other reasons that affect their
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housework activity as the income level, the unemployed women with high income
level would use professional guidance for doing housework, as well. Moreover,
having little child/children could be the reason for not having high level of PA.
According to Mackay et al.’s (2011) systematic review, current evidence showed that
women with young children are less active than women without children. They could
be taking care of a child and have not enough time for doing housework because of
the childcare activities. Moreover, there could be a reason in low activity levels of
the participants of multi storey houses as the influence of the number of staircases;
they could not wish to do housework for avoiding staircase use. Moreover, the
difference in the total floor area of single and multi storey houses could be a reason

in need of a helper for doing the housework.

The finding of the stepwise multiple regression model indicated that, in single storey
houses, the percentages are less than multi storey houses. The higher value is from
housework (as 3.9%). However, in multi storey houses, duration of cooking
(day/week) (as 24%) and housework (min./day) (as 21%) activities are mostly related
with the PA level of women adults. Moreover according to findings of correlation
analysis, in single storey houses, there is a statistically positive low association
between those activities (See Table 5). In multi storey houses, there is a statistically
positive moderate association between cooking days per week and housework days
per week (See Table 6). The reason could be the load of those activities on PA of
women adults, since women spend much of their times in kitchen while cooking and
also doing homework they allocate a great amount of time to these activities
(Grandjean, 1973). When they do housework they could cook as well. In single

storey houses, comparing daily time spent for housework activity (167.25 min. /day)
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and cooking (95.35 min. /day), it is observed that women spend more time for
housework activity. In multi storey houses, the time spent for housework (124.53
min. /day) is also higher than cooking activity (89.26 min. /day). However, the
number of day in a week allocated to cooking is higher in both house types (See

Table 4).

There is a strong association between location of cabinets and storage and height of
reach for single storey house’s kitchen (See Table 7). In multi storey houses, there is
a strong association among location of appliances and location of cabinets and
storage (See Table 7). It could be concluded that, in Kitchen activities the location of

appliances and cabinets have significant effect on PA level.

The strong correlations were found between shower/bath’s design characteristics.
Besides, in multi storey houses, location of shower/bath and location of toilet has a
very strong relationship (See Table 8). The reason for this result could be described
by the content analysis results where the design characteristics of shower/bath were
found to be the most negatively affecting design characteristics on the PA level of

women.

In single storey houses, proximity of rooms and location of corridor have a strong
association (See Table 9). In multi storey houses, width of corridor and length of
corridor has a strong association (See Table 9). This result indicates that among
design characteristics, the corridors are effective on the PA levels of women. In multi

storey houses, there is a moderate association among types of staircase and
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dimension of tread and rise (See Table 12). The reason could be explained the

staircase type determines the difference in dimension of the tread and rise.

Moreover, it was hypothesized that there is a difference in the level of physical
activities of women adults who live in single and multi storey houses. It was found
that there is no statistically significant difference between PA (the activities at
work/house/yard/to get from place to place/leisure time/exercise or sport) level of
women adults living at single and multi storey houses (t=-0.801, p=0.425, 0=0.05).
However, according to the findings of this study using IPAQ Scoring Protocol
(IPAQ Research Committee, 2005) and based on mean differences; PA levels of
participants who live in multi storey houses is slightly greater than single storey
houses’ where low=1, moderated=2, high=3 (M=1.78 > M=1.68) (See Table 15).
Furthermore, the result of each type of houses indicated that amount of low and
moderate PA level are approximately same but moderate PA level is slightly greater
than low PA level (single storey; low=25, moderate=30, high=>5), (multi storey;
low=23, moderate=27, high=10) (See Figure 11). The PA level analysis indicated
that, 120 participants were not highly active because, only 15 (12.5%) stated that
they have high level of PA and the low level value is 48 (40%), and commonly
moderate level of PA were seen as 57 (47.5%). The relevant study by Dabrowska et
al. (2015) also found that based on the result of IPAQ-L- PA (in four different
domains; work/active transportation/domestic and garden/Ileisure time) level of most
400 midlife women was moderate PA level. The study (Dabrowska et al., 2015) also
specified that in domestic and gardening domain; the PA level of women was found
overly moderate (n=173, 51.48%), and the high level (n=78, 23.21%) was less than

the other level (low=85, 25.3%).
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6.2 Conclusion

In this thesis, the role of domestic environments that enable or prevent home-based
physical activities of women adults that live in single and multi storey houses were
studied. Additionally, the design characteristics of each space (kitchen, bathroom,
corridor, staircase, garden/terrace and multi spaces) that has an effect on the
domestic physical activities of women adults were determined in two type of houses.
Furthermore, the association between home-based physical activities and PA level of
participants were analyzed. The reason for the comparison of two house types is to
explore the relationship of the physical activities and the different design
characteristics of specific spaces that prevent or enable the PAs of women in

domestic environments.

The communal domestic activities that women encounter were grouped under
subtitles as BADLSs, IADLs and LAs in order to explore the duration and frequency
of each activity group in the related activity space in both house types. According to
the result of statistical analysis, time spent in doing housework (min. /day) and
bathing (day/week) in both type of houses has a significant difference. Also, the
highly correlation between cooking and housework was found in both house types. In
addition, the correlation between activities, design characteristics and PA level in

each individual space were done.

The spaces were identified according to the PAs of domestic environment. Then the

design characteristics of each space and their elements were analyzed with respect to

75



the PA spaces (kitchen, bathroom, corridor, staircase, garden/terrace and multi
spaces) and equipment (shower/bath, washbasin, sink, toilet, etc.,). Using qualitative
content analysis method, the negatively affecting design characteristics of each space
and their elements were determined. Furthermore, the comparison PA level
distribution in single and multi storey houses was done and it was found that cooking
activity frequency is mostly related with the PA level of multi storey houses’

participants.

PA level was measured and tested by IPAQ-S and it was found that there is no
statistically significant difference in PA levels of women adults that live in single and
multi storey houses. The PA levels of women adults were found to be commonly
moderate. In two house types, it was explored that participants are not so active in

their life.

The lack of physical activity culture was found among women adults. They mainly
realized how they could be active in domestic environment while answering the

survey questions.

6.3 Implications of the Study on Interior Architecture/Design

This study claimed the designed characteristics of spaces have a significant impact
either in enabling or preventing on the domestic PA level of women adults. In

addition, it explored the design characteristics of domestic environment that could
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mostly affect the PA level of women adults. Although each country has its own
building regulations and standards, interior architects/designer should promote
women to be physically active in their domestic environment their designs since
well-designed houses increase domestic PA level of the users. Designers should
consider active design with universal design principles and accessibility issues.
Afacan & Demirkan (2010: 335) emphasized that “Designers must consider a set of
criteria for maximizing the overall performance of a universal design solution for

diverse user needs, capabilities and expectations”.

In addition, interior architects and designers should design their client’s house while
taking into consideration of their domestic activity frequency, by deeply interviewing
them before starting to design. Determining the duration and frequency of the
domestic activities could provide easiness and efficiency for the clients in use of

space.

Besides, the number of stories in a house could be an effective factor in
increasing/decreasing the domestic PA level of women adults since all house types
have different design characteristics. In this study, through the comparison of single
and multi storey houses, effectiveness of number of stories on PA level of women

adults were determined.

According to result of this study, in order to enhance PA level of women adults in
domestic environment, designing domestic environment while considering the design

characteristics that affect women’s PA positively is recommended. Also, the
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correlation of the design characteristics with others is identified with their

duration/frequency in each domestic space.

6.4 Limitations of the Study and Future Research Areas

Since there are limited studies in literature exploring the effects of domestic indoor
environment and garden/terrace spaces on PAs of women adults. Consequently, the

comparisons of results of this study are limited.

In further study, the influence of income level on women’s PA in domestic
environment could be studied in analysis of housework in different house types.
Also, the houses located in different settlement (urban/rural areas) type could be
chosen and compared. Size of houses could be changed and house types could be
diminished. Lastly, the size of participants could be increased and age range could

also be changed according to life span, so older women adults could be added.

The findings of this study may be a guide for interior designers, architects, designer
who interested in activity-friendly house design to increase the domestic PA level for

enhancement the life quality of adults
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Bilkent Universitesi i¢ Mimarlik ve Cevre Tasarimi

EV ORTAMININ YETiSKIN KADINLARIN FiZIKSEL AKTIVITELERI
UZERINDEKI ROLU: TEK VE COK KATLI EVLERIN
KARSILASTIRMASI

Anketi

Saymn katilimei,

Bu anket Bilkent Universitesi, I¢ Mimarlik ve Cevre Tasarimi béliimii yiiksek
lisans programi igerisinde yapilan bir arastirmanin parcasidir. Vermis
oldugunuz bilgiler hi¢ bir yabanci kurum veya kurulus ile paylasilmayacak olup
sadece ‘Ev OrtamminY etiskin Kadinlarm Fiziksel Aktiviteleri Uzerindeki
Rolii: Tek ve Cok Katli Evlerin Karsilastirmasi” adli yiiksek lisans tezinde

bilimsel veri olarak kullamlacaktir.
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TEK KATLI EV TiPi ANKET SETI

BOLUM.1 GOZLEM KAGIDI

BOLUM, 1.1 KiSiSEL BiLGILER
Yas: Tarih:
Cahisma durumu: Evet [ | Hayir[_]

Egitim Seviyesi:

Medeni Durum: Bekar [ Evli [_]

Kiigiik (1-5 yas arasi1) cocuk/cocuklara sahip misiniz? Evet 1 Hayir ]

BOLUM. 1.2 TEK KATLI EV TiPi OZELLIKLERI

Bu bdldm, evinizin fiziksel dzellikleri ile ilgilidir. Litfen dofgru kutucuga isaret koyunuz ve
bosluklan doldurunuz.

1. Toplam alan —— m?

. Odasayisi 2+1 L1 341 OO as1[] s#10 1

. Koridor Sayisi; Koridoryok[ ] 1 O 21 3™
. Mutfak alam
. Mutfak Plami ; Tek Tarafli [ Iki Tarafli (I Lsekli [_JuUSekli ] ada [

ot

2

m? ve banyo (genellikle kullamilan) alam m

(=1 I s I < I ]

. Bahceye sahip misiniz?  Evet [ Hayir []

86



BOLUM. 2 YARI YAPILANDIRILMIS GORUSME

Bu baldm evinizin belirli aktivite bdlimleri ve bu béldmlerin sizin fiziksel aktivitenize stkisi ile
ilgilidir. Litfen sorulan, kendi evinizi diisinerek cevaplayiniz.

A, MUTFAK

Mutfaginizdaki cahisma alaminiz sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz etkiliyor mu? (ana galisma alam
vzunlugu, dolaplara erisim yiksekligi, dolaplann alani, delaplann ve saklama alanimin yeri,
lavabonun yeri, mutfak aletlerinin yeri vb.)

Mutfaginizin sekli (tek y&nld/ cift yonld, L sekli/ U seklif Ada) sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz
etkiliyor mu? Eger etkiliyor ise nasil?

B. BANYO

Klozetin, lavabonun, kivetin/dus kabinin yeri, Slglleri ya da tasanmi sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi
olumsuz etkiliyor mu? Eger etkiliyor ise nasil?

Banyonuzda fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz etkileyen herhangi bir engel/engeller var midir?

C. KORIDOR

Koridorlarinizin uzunlugu ve/veya genisligi ic mekan yOrdydsd yapmaniz olumsuz etkiliyor mu?
Eger etkiliyorsa nasil?
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Koridorlannizin konumu, diger mekanlara olan uzakhg ve sayisi ic mekan yiiriiyiisii yapmanizi
clumsuz etkiliyor mu? Eger etkiliyorsa nasil?

Keridorlarninizda ic mekan yiirliyisii yapmanizi olumsuz etkileyecek herhangi bir engel/engeller
var midir?

D. BAHCE

Eger bahcenizin yerlesimi, alam ve/veya tasanmi fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz etkiliyor ise |Gtfen
yorum yapiniz?

Bahgenizi sikhkla kullanir misimiz?

Bdliim 2 sorulanmiz sona erdi, liitfen simdi Baliim 3'e geciniz.
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BGLUM. 3 ANKET

Bu bé&ldm gegen son 7 gin igerisinde, genel ve evinizin mekanlannda yapmis oldugunuz
aktivitelerin zamanlar ile ilgilidir.

1. GENEL AKTIVITELER
Bu kisim gegen 7 gln igerisinde evinizin iginde yapmis oldugunuz fiziksel aktivitelerin zamanlan
ile ilgilidir.
1.a Gegen 7 gln igerisinde, ev isi (yerleri silmek, toz almak, Gtl yapmak vb.) yaparak
gecirdiginiz gin sayisi kactir?
Haftada __ giin
[ ] Evisiyapmadim — (Soru 1.¢’ ye gidin.)
1.b Bu gtinlerden birinde ev isi yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman gecirdiniz?
Giinde ____ saat ____ dakika

1.c Gegen 7 giin igerisinde, bu ginlerden birinde gocuk bakimi aktiviteleri (eger 1-5 yas
arasi cocuk sahibi iseniz) yaparak ne kadar zaman gecirdiniz?

Giinde saat dakika
[ ] Gocuk bakimu aktivitesi yapmadim.

1.d Bu glnlerdzan birinde evinizde bog zaman aktiviteleri (televizyon izlemek, kitap
okumak, bilgisayar kullanmak vb.) yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman gecirdiniz?

Giinde ____ saat —  dakika

2. MEKANLARDAKI AKTIVITELER
Bu kisim, gegen 7 glin igerisinde evinizin balimlerinden; mutfak, banyo, koridor ve bahgede
yaphginiz fiziksel aktivitelerin zamanlan ile ilgilidir.

2.a MUTFAK
2.a.1 Gegen 7 gin igerisinde, mutfaginizda yemek yaparak gegirdiginiz giin sayisi kagtir?

Haftada glin
[ ] Yemek yapmadim ——» (Soru 2.0.3'e gidin.)
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2.a.2 Gegen 7 gin igerisinde, bu ginlerden birinde yemek yaparak ne kadar zaman
gecirdiniz?

Giinde __ saat dakika

2.a.3 Gegen 7 gin igerisinde, bu glnlerden birinde mutfaktaki ev islerini (bulasik makinasi
kullanma, yemek hazirlama toplama vb.) yaparken genellikle na kadar zaman
gecirdiniz?

Giinde ____ saat dakika

2.b BANYO
2.b.1 Gegen 7 giin icerisinde, banyonuzda (genellikle kullarulan) temel ginlk

aktivitelerden ‘banyo yapma’ aktivitesini yaptiginiz gin sayisi kagtir?
Haftada glin

2.b.2 Gegen 7 giin icerisinde, bu glnlerin birinde ebeveyn banyonuzda temel ginlik
yagam aktivitzleri (2l yikama, dis firgalama vb.) yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman
gecirdiniz?

Giinde saat ___  dakika

2.c KORIDOR
2.c.1 a. Koridorlannizda faydah yiriysler yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman gegirdiniz?

Ginde ____ saat —  dakika

[ ] Koridorlarda faydah yiiriiyiisler yapmadim.

2.d BAHCE

2.d.1 Gegen 7 giin icerisinde, bu glnlerin birinde, bahgenizde orta derecade fiziksel
aktivite (sulama yapma, bahgeyi tirmiklamak vb.) yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman
gecirdiniz?

Giinde — saat ____ dakika

[ Bahgede orta dereceli fiziksel aktivite yapmadim.

Anketimiz sona ermistir, ltitfen simdi Uluslararasi Fiziksel Aktivite Anketi Kisa Formundaki
sorulara geginiz.
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BOLUM 4

ULUSLAR ARASI FIZIKSEL AKTIVITE ANKETI (KISA FORM)

Insanlarn ginlik hayatlarmin bir parcas: olarak vaptiklan fiziksel aktivite tiplerin
bulmayla ilgilenryoruz. Sorular son 7 giin icerisinde fiziksel olarak harcanan zamanla
ilgili olarak sorulacaktir Liitfen yaptigmz aktrviteleri diigiiniin:iste. evde bir yerden
bir vere giderkenbos zamanlanmizda vaptifmiz sporegrzersiz veya eglence
aktivitelen.

Son 7 giinde vaptigimz siddeth aktiviteleri diisiiniin Siddetli fiziksel aktiviteler zor
fiziksel efor yapildigmm we nefes almamm normalden cok daha fazla oldugu
aktiviteleri ifade eder Sadece herhangi bir zamanda en az 10 dakika yaptigimz bu
aktivitelen diigiiniin.

1.Gecen 7 giin icerisinde kag giin agir kaldirma. kazma. aerobik basketbol futbol veya
izl bisiklet cevirme gibi siddeth fiziksel aktivitelerden yaptiniz?

Haftada_ giin
O Siddeth fizikse] aktivite yapmadim. — ( 3.soruya gidin.)

2 Bu giinlerin birinde siddetli fiziksel aktivite yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman
harcadimz?

Giinde  saat

Giinde _ dakika

O Bilmiyorum/Emmn degilim

Gecen 7 ginde vaptifimz orta dereceli fiziksel aktiviteleri diisfiniin.Orta dereceli
aktivite orta derece fiziksel giic gerektiren ve normalden biraz sik nefes almaya

neden olan akirvitelerdir Yalmz bir seferde en az 10 dakika boyunca vaphigimz
fiziksel aktiviteler: diigiiniin.

3.Gegen 7 giin igerisinde kag giin hafif yiik tasmma, normal hizda bisiklet cevirme,
halk oyunlari, dans, bowlng veya ciftler tems oyunu gib1 orta dereceli fiziksel
aktivitelerden vaptumz?Yiiriume harig.

Haftada___ giin
OOria dereceli fiziksel aktivite yapmadim. — (5.somuva gidim.)

4 Bu giinlerin birinde orta dereceli fiziksel aktivite yaparak genellikle ne kadar
zaman harcadinz?

Giinde saat

Giinde ___ dakika
O Bilmivorum/Enun degilim

Source: IPAQ_Turkish_self-admin_short.pdf (v.1) 6 Nov 2010. Emma
Patterson. Retrieved fromwww.ipag.ki.se

https://sites.google.com/site/theipag/questionnaire_links
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Gecen 7 glinde viiriiverek gecirdiginiz zamam diigiiniin Bu igverinde evde bir verden
bir yere ulagim amaciyla veya sadece dinlenme spor,egzersiz veya hobi amaciyla
vaptifiz yiiriiyiis olabilir.

5.Gegen 7 giin.bir seferde en az 10 dakika viiridiiginiz gin sayis: kactir?

Haftada__ giin
O Yirimedim. — (7.soruya gidin.)

6 Bu ginlerden binnde viiriiverek genellikle ne kadar zaman gecirdimiz?

Giinde  saat

Giinde ___ dakika

O Bilmiyorum/Enun degihim

Son som.gegen 7 giinde hafta iginde oturarak gecirdiginiz zamanlarla ilgilidir Iste,
evde, calisuken ya da dinlenirken gegirdiginiz zamanlar dahildir Bu masamzda,
arkadagmmizi  zivaret  ederken okurken oturutken vwveva yatarak  televizyon
seyretiigimzde oturarak gecirdigimz zamanlan kapsamaktadar.

7.Gegen 7 giin icensinde. giinde oturarak ne kadar zaman harcadimz?

Giinde  saat

Giinde __ dakika
O Bilmiyorum/Enun degihim

SORULARIMIZ SONA ERMISTIR KATILIMINIZ ICIN TESEKKURLER.

Source: IPAQ_Turkish_self-admin_short.pdf (v.1) 6 Nov 2010. Emma
Patterson. Retrieved fromwww.ipag.ki.se

https://sites.google.com/site/theipag/questionnaire_links
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COK KATLI EV TiPi ANKET SETI

BOLUM.1 GOZLEM KAGIDI

BOLUM 1.1 KigiSEL BILGILER

Yas: —
Calisma Durumu? Evet ] Hayir[_]

Egitim Seviyesi

Medeni Durum: Bekar[__] Bvli [

Tarih:

Kiiciik (1-5 yas arasi) cocuk/cocuklara sahip misiniz? Evet L1 Hayr [

BOLUM 1.2 COK KATLI EV TiPi OZELLIKLERI

Bu balam, evinizin fiziksel dzellikleri ile ilgilidir. Litfen dogru kutucuga isaret koyunuz ve
bosluklan doldurunuz.

1
2.
3
4

L =L

Bahceye [ veyate

rasa [__] sahip misiniz ?

1 Hem bahgeye ham de terasa sahibim

[ Bahgeye ya da terasa sahip degilim.
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. Cok kath evin tipi; 2kath [ 3kath [ 4kath [
Toplam alan m?
LOdasayist 341 1 4410 541 1 542 [ 6+41yada dahafazla ]
. Koridor Sayisi; 1. kat: Koridoryok (11 [] 2 [] 3 []
2. kat: Koridoryok CJ1 03 21 3 [
3.kat: Koridoryok (11 (12 ] 3 [
4. kat: Koridoryok (11 Cd 2 1 3 [
. Mutfak alan m? ve banyo (genellikle kullanilan) alam ——m?

. Mutfak Plani ; Tek Tarafli [ iki Tarafli (] LSekli CJ U Sekli [ Ada [
. Merdiveninizin sekli; Diz [ ] Lsekli 1 Usekli [ kavisli 3 Sprial [



BOLUM. 2 YARI YAPILANDIRILMIS GORUSME

Bu baldm evinizin belirli aktivite bdldmleri ve bu béldmlerin sizin fiziksel aktivitenize etkisi ile
ilgilidir. Litfen sorulan, kendi evinizi disinerek cevaplayiniz.

A, MUTFAK

Mutfaginizdaki cahisma alaniniz sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz etkiliyor mu? (ana galisma alam
vzunlugu, dolaplara erigim yiksekligi, dolaplann alani, delaplann ve saklama alaninin yeri,
lavabonun yeri, mutfak aletlerinin yeri vb.)

Mutfaginizin sekli (tek yonld/ ift yonld, L sekli/ U seklif Ada) sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz
etkiliyor mu? Eger etkiliyor ise nasil?

B. BANYO

Klozetin, lavabonun, kivetin/dus kabinin yeri, 8lglleri ya da tasanmi sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi
olumsuz tkiliyor mu? Eger etkiliyor ise nasil?

Banyonuzda fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz etkileyen herhangi bir engel/engeller var midir?

C. KORIDOR

Keridorlarinizin uzunlugu vefveya genisligi ic mekan ylriydsi yapmanizi olumsuz etkiliyor mu?
Eger etkiliyorsa nasil?
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Koridarlarinizin konumu, digar mekanlara olan uzakhg ve sayisi ic mekan yiiriiyiisi yapmanizi
olumsuz etkiliyor mu? Eger etkiliyorsa nasil?

Koridorlarinizda ic mekan yiirtiyiisii yapmaniz olumsuz etkileyecek herhangi bi engel/engeller
var midir?

D. MERDIVEN

Eger merdiveninizin fiziksel tasanim dzellikleri (basamak sayisi/nht yiksekligi/korkuluklar vb.)
sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi clumsuz etkiliyor ise litfen yorum yapiniz

Merdiveninizin yerlesimi; girise yakinlig sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz etkiliyor mu? Eger
etkiliyor ise nasil?

Merdiveninizin malzemesi sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz etkiliyor mu?
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Merdiveninizin sekli (ddz, L-sekli, U-sekli, spiral vb.) sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz etkiliyor
mu?

E. BAHCE/TERAS

Eger bahcenizin/terasinizin yerlesimi, alam ve/veya tasanm sizin fiziksel aktivitenizi olumsuz
etkiliyor ise lUtfen yorum yapimz?

Bahgenizi sikhkla kullanir misimiz?

Terasimizi sikhikla kullarur risimiz?

Bahcenizi ve terasiniz sikhkla kullanir misiniz?

B5liim 2 sorularimiz sona erdi, liitfen simdi béliim 3'e geginiz.
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BOLUM. 3 ANKET

Bu balim gegen son 7 gin icerisinde, genal ve evinizin mekdnlannda yapmis oldugunuz
aktivitelerin zamanlan ile ilgilidir.

1. GENEL AKTIVITELER
Bu kisim gecen 7 gin icerisinde evinizin icinde yaprmis oldugunuz fiziksel aktivitelerin zamanlan
ile ilgilidir.
1.a Gegen 7 giin icerisinde, ev isi (yerleri silmek, toz almak, Ut yapmak vb.) yaparak
gegirdiginiz giin sayisi kactir?
Haftada ___ gilin
[ ] Evisiyapmadim —s (Soru 1.c’ye gidin.)
1.b Bu giinlerden birinde ev isi yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman gecirdiniz?
Giinde ___ saat ___  dakika

1.c Gegen 7 gln icerisinde, bu ginlerden birinde gocuk bakimi aktiviteleri (eger 1-5 yas
arasi gocuk sahibi iseniz) yaparak ne kadar zaman gecirdiniz?

Giinde —__ saat dakika
[ ] Gocuk bakim aktivitesi yapmadim

1.d Bu giinlerdan birinde evinizde bog zaman akfiviteleri (televizyon izlemek, kitap
okumak, bilgisayar kullanmak vb.) yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman gecirdiniz?

Giinde ____ saat —  dakika

2. BELIRLI MEKANLARDAKI AKTIVITELER
Bu kisim, gegen 7 giin icerisinde evinizin béldmlerinden; mutfak, banyo, koridor, merdiven ve
bahgade yaptiginiz fiziksel aktivitelerin zamanlan ile ilgilidir.

2.a MUTFAK
2.a.1 Gegen 7 gin icerisinde, mutfagimizda yemek yaparak gegirdiginiz glin sayis kagtir?

Haftada — giin
[ ] Yemekyapmadim —s (Soru 2.a.3'e gidin.)
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2.a.2 Gegen 7 gln iceresinde, bu glnlerden birinde yemek yaparak na kadar zaman
gegirdiniz?

Giinde ____ saat dakika

2.3.3 Gegen 7 gin icerisinde, bu glinlerden birinde mutfaktaki ev islerini (bulasik makinasi
kullanma, yemek hazirlama toplama vb.) yaparken genellikle ne kadar zaman
gegirdiniz?

Giinde saat dakika

2.b BANYO
2.b.1 Gegen 7 gln icerisinde, banyonuzda (genellikle kullandiginiz) temel ginlik
aktivitelerden banyo aktivitesini yapti@iniz giin sayisi kagtir?
Haftada — giin

2.b.2 Gegen 7 gln icerisinde, bu gdnlerin birinde ebeveyn banyonuzda temel glnliik
yasam aktiviteleri (el yikama, dis firgalama vb.) yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman
gegirdiniz?

Giinde saat _  dakika

2.c KORIDOR
2.c.1 Koridorlannizda faydah yaridyisler yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman gegirdiniz?

Giinde ____ saat ____ dakika
[ ] Koridorlarda faydal yiiriiyiigler yapmadim
2.d. MERDIVEN
2.d.1 Gegen 7 gin icerisinde, merdiveninizi kullanarak ne kadar zaman gecirdiniz?

Giinde saat ___  dakika

2.e BAHCE/TERAS

2.e.1 Bu ginlerin birinde, bahcenizde/terasinizda orta derecede fiziksel aktivite {sulama
yapma, bahgeyi tirmiklamak vb.) yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman gegirdiniz?

Ginde —_ saat ____ dakika

[ Bahcede/terasta orta dereceli fiziksel aktivite yapmadim.

Anketimiz sona ermistir, liitfen simdi Uluslararasi Fiziksel Aktivite Anketi Kisa Formundaki
sorulara geginiz.
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BOLUM 4

ULUSLAR ARASI FIZIKSEL AKTIVIiTE ANKETI (KISA FORM)

Insanlarm giinlitk hayatlarmin bir parcas: olarak vaptiklan fiziksel aktivite tiplerini
bulmayla ilgilentyoruz Sorular son 7 giin icensinde fiziksel olarak harcanan zamanla
ilgils olarak sorulacaktir Litfen vaptigmuz aktivitelenn ditgiiniin;iste evde bir verden
bir vere giderkenbos zamanlanmizda vaptifmiz sporegzersiz veya eglence
aktiviteleri.

Son 7 ginde vapugmmz siddeth akirvitelen: diisiinin.Siddetls fiziksel akiwiteler zor
fiziksel efor vapuldigim we nefes almamm normalden ok daha fazla oldugu
aktivitelen: ifade eder.Sadece herhangi bir zamanda en az 10 dakika yaptigimz bu
aktivitelen diigiiniin.

1.Gecen 7 giin 1censinde kag gin agir kaldirma_kazma_aerobik basketbol futbol veya
huzls bisiklet cevirme gibi siddetls fiziksel aktivitelerden yvaptimz?

Haftada__ giin
O Siddethi fiziksel aktivite yapmadim  — ( 3 .soruya gidin )

2 Bu ginlerm binnde siddetls fiziksel aktivite yaparak genellikle ne kadar zaman
harcadimz?

Giinde ___ saat

Giinde ___ dakika

O Bilmiyorum/Enun degilim

Gecgen 7 ginde vaptiinmz orta dereceli fiziksel aktrviteler: diiginiin Orta derecel:
aktivite orta derece fiziksel giig gerektiren ve normalden biraz sik nefes almaya

neden olan aktivitelerdir Yalmz bir seferde en az 10 dakika boyunca vaptifimz
fiziksel aktiviteleri dilgiiniin.

3.Gegen 7 giin 1gensinde kag gin hafif yilk tasima, normal hizda bisiklet cevirme,
halk oyunlari, dans. bowling veva ciftler temis ovunu gibi orta dereceli fiziksel
aktivitelerden yaptumz?Yiiriime harig.

Haftada  giin
DOrta dereceli fiziksel aktivite yapmadim.  — (5 soruya gidin )

4 Bu ginlerin binnde orta dereceli fiziksel aktivite yaparak genellikle ne kadar
zaman harcadumz?

Giinde saat

Giinde  dakika
O Bilmiyorom/Enmn degilim

Source: IPAQ_Turkish_self-admin_short.pdf (v.1) 6 Nov 2010. Emma
Patterson. Retrieved fromwww.ipag.ki.se

https://sites.google.com/site/theipag/questionnaire_links
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Gecen 7 giinde yiiriiverek gecirdiginiz zamam diisiiniin Bu isyerinde evde bir yerden
bir vere ulasim amaciyla veya sadece dmlenme spor.egzersiz veva hobi amaciyla
vaptigiuz viiriiyiis olabilir,

5.Gecen 7 giin.bir seferde en az 10 dakika viiridiigiiniiz giin sayis1 kacta?

Haftada__ gin
O Yiriimedim.  — (7 soruya gidin )

6.Bu ginlerden birinde viiriiverek genellikle ne kadar zaman gecirdiniz?

Giinde ___ saat
Giinde _ dakika
O Bilmiyorum/Emin degilim

Son som.gegen 7 ginde hafta i¢inde oturarak gegirdifiniz zamanlarla ilgilidir. Iste,
evde, calisumken va da dmnlenwken gequrdiimz zamanlar daluldir Bu masamzda,
arkadasmizi  zivaret ederkenokurkenotururken vwveyva  vyatarak  televizyon
seyrettiginizde oturarak gecirdiginiz zamanlan kapsamaktadir.

7.Gegen 7 giin icensinde ginde oturarak ne kadar zaman harcadimz?

Giinde ___ saat
Giinde _ dakika
O Bilmiyorum/Emin degilim

SORULARIMIZ SONA ERMISTIR KATILIMINIZ ICIN TESEKKURLER.

Source: IPAQ_Turkish_self-admin_short.pdf (v.1) 6 Nov 2010. Emma
Patterson. Retrieved fromwww.ipag.ki.se

https://sites.google.com/site/theipag/questionnaire_links
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APPENDIX B

(ENGLISH VERSON OF THE SURVEY SETYS)
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Bilkent University

Department of Interior Architecture and Environmental Design

THE ROLE OF DOMESTIC ENVIRONMENT ON PHYSICAL
ACTIVITIES OF WOMEN ADULTS: COMPARISON OF SINGLE AND
MULTI STOREY HOUSES

Dear participant,

This questionnaire is part of graduate studies research conducted in Bilkent
University, Interior Architecture and Environmental Design Department. All
information that you have given will not be shared any third party person or
company, it is only use as scientific data in master thesis called ‘The Role of
Domestic Environment on Physical Activities of Women Adults: Comparison

of Single and Multi Storey Houses’.
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SINGLE STOREY HOUSE TYPE

SECTION.1 OBSERVATION SHEET

SECTION 1.1 PERSONAL INFORMATION

Age: Date:

Employment status: Yes [ No [

Education level

Marital Satatus: Single (] Married [

Having young child/children at age 1to 5: Yes[_| No []

SECTION 1.2 PHYSICAL FEATURES OF SINGLE STOREY HOUSE TYPE

This section is about features of your physical home environment. Please tick the appropriate
box and fill in the blanks.

1. Total areaof house _____ m?

2. Type of House; Three bedroom [ ] Four bedroom []  Five bedroom (]
2. Number of corridors; Nocorridor[_|  1[1 2] 3[ ]

3. Total floor area of kitchen m? and bathroom (usually used) — m?

4. Layout of kitchen; One-sided [ ] Two-sided [ ] Lshaped 1 U shaped 1 Aisle []

5. Do you have garden? Yes[ ] No []

SECTION. 2 SEMI-STRUCTURED INTERVIEW

This section is about the specific domestic activity spaces and its effects on your physical
activity. Please, think your own house and answer the questions.
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A. KITCHEN

Does your kitchen working area affect your physical activity negatively? (frontal length of main
waorking area, height of reach, cupboard space, location of cabinets and storage, location of sink,
location of domestic appliances etc.,)

Does the layout (one-sided/two-sided/ L shaped/ U shaped/aisle) of your kitchen affect your
physical activity negatively?

B. BATHROOM

Does the location, dimension and/or design of toilets, wash-basin, baths/showers affect your
physical activity negatively in your bathroom (usually use)? If yes, how?

Are there any obstacles affect your physical activity in your bathroom negatively?

C. CORRIDOR

Does the length and width of your corridors affect your indoor walking negatively? If yes, how?

Does the location and proximity of rooms of the corridors affect your indoor walking
negatively? If yes, how?
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Are there any obstacles affect your indoor walking in corridors negatively?

D. GARDEN
Please, comment on if the garden/terrace’s location, area or design affect your physical activity
negatively?

Do you use your garden regularly?

This is the end of the semi-structured interview. Now, please answer the questions in
questionnaire part.

SECTION. 3 QUESTIONNAIRE

This section is about the time of general physical activities and the activitias in particular spaces

you have done in the last 7 days in your house.

1. GENERAL ACTIVITIES
This section is about the physical activities you have done in the last 7 days inside your house.

1.a During the last 7 days, how many days did you do housework (cleaning, dusting,
laundry etc.,) inside your house?

— days per week
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[ ] WNohousework inside house—s  Skip to question 1.c

1.b How much time did you usually spend on one of those days doing housework inside
your homea?

hourfs ___ minutes per day

1.c During the last 7 days, how much timea did you usually spend on one of those days
doing childcare activities (if you have a young- child/children at age 1 to 5) inside your
home?

hourfs ___ minutes per day

[ Mo childcare activities inside house

1.d During the last 7 days, how much time did you usually spend on one of those days
sitting while doing leisure time activities (watching TV, using computer etc.) inside
your home?

— hour/s —— minutes per day

2. ACTIVITIES IN SPECIFIC SPACES
This section is about the physical activities you have done in kitchen, bathroom, corridors,
staircases and garden/terrace in the last 7 days.

2.a KITCHEN
2.a.1 During the last 7 days, how many days did you do moderate physical activities like
cooking in your kitchen?

— days per week

L 1 no cooking——»  Skip to question 2.a.3

2.3.2 During the last 7 days, how much time did you usually spend on cne of those day on
cooking?

— hour/s — minutes per day

2.a.3 During the last 7 days, how much time did you usually spend on one of those day in
kitchen activities; ordering after and before the eating, using dishwasher atc.?

— hourfs —— minutes per day
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2.b BATHROOM
2.b.1 During the last 7 days, on how many days did you do one of the basic activities of
daily living- bathing in your bathroom (usually use)?

days per week

2.b.2 During the last 7 days, how much time did you do basic activities of daily living as
persanal hygiene (washing your hands, brushing your teeth etc.) in your bathroom
(usually use)?

— hour/s —— minutes per day
2.c CORRIDOR
2.c.1 How much time did you usually spend one of those days for utilitarian walking in
corridors?
— hour/s —— minutes per day

] No utilitarian walking in corridors

2.d GARDEN
2.d.1 How much time did you usually spend on cne of those days doing moderate physical
activitias (irrigating, raking etc.) in the garden?

hourfs ____  minutes per day

[ No garden activity

This is the end of the questionnaire. Now, please answer the questions in ‘International
Physical Activity Questionnaire Short Form’.
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SECTION 4.

INTERNATIONAL PHYSICAL ACTIVITY QUESTIONNAIRE

We are interested in finding out about the kinds of physical activities that people do as
part of their everyday lives. The questions will ask you about the time you spent being
physically active in the last 7 days. Please answer each question even if you do not
consider yourself to be an active person. Please think about the activities you do at
work, as part of your house and yard work, to get from place to place, and in your spare
time for recreation, exercise or sport.

Think about all the vigorous activities that you did in the last 7 days. Vigorous
physical activities refer to activities that take hard physical effort and make you breathe
much harder than normal. Think only about those physical activities that you did for at
least 10 minutes at a time.

1. During the last 7 days, on how many days did you do vigorous physical
activities like heavy lifting, digging, aerobics, or fast bicycling?

days per week

|:| No vigorous physical activiies === Skip to question 3

2. How much time did you usually spend doing vigorous physical activities on one
of those days?

hours per day

minutes per day

I:I Don't know/Not sure

Think about all the moderate activities that you did in the last 7 days. Moderate
activities refer to activities that take moderate physical effort and make you breathe
somewhat harder than normal. Think only about those physical activities that you did
for at least 10 minutes at a time.

3. During the last 7 days, on how many days did you do moderate physical
activities like carrying light loads, bicycling at a regular pace, or doubles tennis?
Do not include walking.

days per week

I:' No moderate physical activities = Skip to question &

SHORT LAST ¥ DAYS SELF-ADMIMNISTERED version of the IPAQL Revised August 2002.

Source: IPAQ_English_self-admin_short.pdf (v.4) 12 Jan 2010. Emma
Patterson. Retrieved fromwww.ipag.ki.se

https://sites.google.com/site/theipag/questionnaire_links
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4. How much time did you usually spend doing moderate physical activities on one
of those days?

hours per day

minutes per day

I:I Don't know/MNot sure

Think about the time you spent walking in the last 7 days. This includes at work and at
home, walking to travel from place to place, and any other walking that you have done
solely for recreation, sport, exercise, or leisure.

5. During the last 7 days, on how many days did you walk for at least 10 minutes
at a time?

days per week

|:| No walking =g Skip to gquestion 7

6. How much time did you usually spend walking on one of those days?

hours per day

minutes per day

I:I Don't know/MNot sure

The last question is about the time you spent sitting on weekdays duning the last 7
days. Include time spent at work, at home, while deing course work and during leisure
time. This may include time spent sitting at a desk, visiting friends, reading, or sitting or
lying down to watch television.

7. During the last 7 days, how much time did you spend sitting on a week day?

hours per day

minutes per day
I:I Don't know/MNot sure

This is the end of the questionnaire, thank you for participating.

SHORT LAST 7 DAYS SELF-ADMINISTERED wersion of the IPAQ. Revised August 2002,

Source: IPAQ_English_self-admin_short.pdf (v.4) 12 Jan 2010. Emma
Patterson. Retrieved fromwww.ipag.ki.se

https://sites.google.com/site/theipag/questionnaire_links
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MULTI STOREY HOUSE TYPE SURVEY SET

SECTION.1 OBSERVATION SHEET

SECTION 1.1 PERSONAL INFORMATION

Age: Date:

Employment status: Yas 1 No []

Education level

Marital Satatus: Single [_] Married []

Having young child/children at age 1to 5: Yes 1 No [

SECTION 1.2 PHYSICAL DESIGN FEATURES OF MULTI STOREY HOUSE TYPE

This section is about features of your physical house environmeant. Please tick the appropriate
box and fill in the blanks.

1. Type of multi-storey house; 2-storey [ ] 3-storey [ ]  4-Storey [_]

2

2. Total floor area of house i

3. Type of house; Three bedroom 1 Frourbedroom [_] Five bedroom [_]
Six or more bedroom (]

4. Number of corridors; 1stfloor: NoCorridor [ 1 [ ]2 [ 3 []

2ndfloor: NoCorridor [ ] 112 [ 3 [

ard floor: NeCorridor 1 1 CJ2 1 3 [ ]

ath fleor: NocCorridor C1 1 T2 1 3 [
. Type of staircase; Straight (] L-shaped ] U-shaped [ curved [ sprial T3
. Total floor area of kitchen m? and bathroom (usuallly used) m?
. Layout of kitchen; One-sided [ ] Two-sided [ Lshapaed [_] Ushaped (] Aisle []

. Do you have garden [ ] orterrace [ ] ? No[_] Both garden and terrace ]

g = o
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A. KITCHEN

Does your kitchen working area affect your physical activity negatively? (frontal length of main
waorking area, height of reach, cupboard space, location of cabinets and storage, location of sink,
location of domestic appliances etc.,)

Does the layout (one-sided/two-sided/ L shaped/ U shaped/aisle) of your kitchen affect your
physical activity negatively?

B. BATHROOM

Does the location, dimension and/or design of toilets, wash-basin, baths/showers affect your
physical activity negatively in your bathroom (usually use)? If yes, how?

Are there any obstacles affect your physical activity in your bathroom negatively?

C. CORRIDOR

Does the length and width of your corridors affect your indoor walking negatively? If yes, how?

Does the location and proximity of rooms of the corridors affect your indoor walking
negatively? If yes, how?
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Are there any obstacles affect your indoor walking in corridors negatively?

D. STAIRCASE
Does your staircase design features’ (dimension of tread and rise /number of steps / handrails
etc.,) affect your physical activity negatively?

Does the proximity of the building entrance of your staircase affact your physical activity
negatively?

Does the material of your staircase affect your physical activity negatively? If yes, how?

Does the type of your staircase (straight/ L-shaped/U-shaped etc.,) affect your physical activity
negatively? If yes, how?

E. GARDEN/TERRACE
Does your garden/terrace’s location, area or design affect your physical activity nagatively?

Do you use your garden/terrace regularly?

Do you use your garden and terrace regularly?
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SECTION 3. QUESTIONNAIRE

This section is about the time of general physical activities and the activities in particular spaces
you have done in the last 7 days in your home.

1. GENERAL ACTIVITIES
This section is about the physical activities you have done in the last 7 days inside your house.

1.a During the last 7 days, how many days did you do housework (cleaning, laundry, etc.,)
inside your home?

— days per week
[ ] Nohouseworkinside house—s  Skip to question 1.c

1.b How much time did you usually spend on one of those days doing housework inside
your hama?

— hourfs — minutes per day

1.c During the last 7 days, how much time did you usually spend on one of those days
doing childcare activities (if you have a young- child/children at age 1 to 5) inside your
home?

hour/s — minutes per day
L1 o childcare activities inside house

1.d During the last 7 days, how much time did you usually spend on one of thosa days
sitting while doing leisure activities (watching TV, using computer, etc.) inside your
home?

— hourfs —— minutes per day

2. ACTIVITIES IN SPECIFIC SPACES
This section is about the physical activities you have done in kitchen, bathroom, corridors,
staircases and garden/terrace in the last 7 days.

2.a KITCHEN
2.a.1 During the last 7 days, how many days did you do moderate physical activities like
cooking in your kitchen?

— days per week

[ ] Nocooking— Skip to question 2.0.3
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2.a.2 During the last 7 days, how much time did you usually spend on one of those day on
cooking?

hour/s — minutes per day

2.a.3 During the last 7 days, how much time did you usually spend on one of those day in
kitchen activities; ordering after and before the eating, using dishwasher etc.?

hourfs —— minutes per day

2.b BATHROOM
2.b.1 During the last 7 days, on how many days did you do one of the basic activitias of
daily living- bathing in your bathroom (usually use)?

days per week

2.b.2 During the last 7 days, how much time did you do basic activities of daily living
persanal hygiene (washing your hands, brushing your teeth etc.) inyour bathroom
{usually use)?

hour/s — minutes per day
2.c CORRIDOR
2.c.1 How much time did you usually spend one of those days for utilitarian walking in
corridors?
hour/s —— minutes per day

[_] No utilitarian walking in corridors

2.d STAIRCASE
2.d.1 During the last 7 days, how much time did you usually spend one of those days while
using staircase?

_ hour/s —— minutes per day
2.e GARDEN/TERRACE
2.e.1 How much time did you usually spend on one of those days doing moderate physical
activitias (irrigating, raking etc.) in the garden?
— hour/s —— minutes per day
1 No garden activity

2.e.2 How much time did you usually spand on one of those days doing moderate physical
activities (irrigating, raking etc.) in the terrace?

hourf/s —— minutes per day
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[ Wo terrace activity

2.e.2 How much time did you usually spend on one of those days deoing moderate physical
activities (irrigating, raking etc.) in garden and terrace?

hourfs —— minutes per day

[ Nogarden and terrace activity

This is the end of the questionnaire part. Now, please answer the guestions at ‘International
Physical Activity Questionnaire Short Form’.
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SECTION 4.

INTERNATIONAL PHYSICAL ACTIVITY QUESTIONNAIRE

We are interested in finding out about the kinds of physical activities that people do as
part of their everyday lives. The questions will ask you about the time you spent being
physically active in the last 7 days. Please answer each question even if you do not
consider yourself to be an active person. Please think about the activities you do at
work, as part of your house and yard work, to get from place to place, and in your spare
time for recreation, exercise or sport.

Think about all the vigorous activities that you did in the last 7 days. Vigorous
physical activities refer to activities that take hard physical effort and make you breathe
much harder than normal. Think only about those physical activities that you did for at
least 10 minutes at a time.

1. During the last 7 days, on how many days did you do vigorous physical
activities like heavy lifting, digging, aerobics, or fast bicycling?

days per week

I:' No vigorous physical activities == Skip to question 3

2. How much time did you usually spend doing vigorous physical activities on one
of those days?

hours per day

minutes per day

I:I Don't know/MNot sure

Think about all the moderate activities that you did in the last 7 days. Moderate
activities refer to activities that take moderate physical effort and make you breathe
somewhat harder than normal. Think only about those physical activities that you did
for at least 10 minutes at a time.

3. During the last 7 days, on how many days did you do moderate physical
activities like carrying light loads, bicycling at a regular pace, or doubles tennis?
Do not include walking.

days per week

|:| No moderate physical activiies == Skip to question 5

SHORT LAST ¥ DAYS SELF-ADMIMNISTERED version of the IPAQL Revised August 2002.

Source: IPAQ_English_self-admin_short.pdf (v.4) 12 Jan 2010. Emma
Patterson. Retrieved fromwww.ipag.ki.se

https://sites.google.com/site/theipag/questionnaire_links
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4. How much time did you usually spend doing moderate physical activities on one
of those days?

hours per day

minutes per day

I:I Don't know/MNot sure

Think about the time you spent walking in the last 7 days. This includes at work and at
home, walking to travel from place to place, and any other walking that you have done
solely for recreation, sport, exercise, or leisure.

5. During the last 7 days, on how many days did you walk for at least 10 minutes
at a time?

days per week

|:| No walking == Skip to question 7

6. How much time did you usually spend walking on one of those days?

hours per day

minutes per day

|:| Don't know/MNot sure

The last question is about the time you spent sitting on weekdays during the last 7
days. Include time spent at work, at home, while doing course work and during leisure
time. This may include time spent sitting at a desk, visiting friends, reading, or sitting or
lying down to watch television.

7. During the last 7 days, how much time did you spend sitting on a week day?

hours per day

minutes per day
I:I Don't know/MNot sure

This is the end of the questionnaire, thank you for participating.

SHORT LAST 7 DAYS SELF-ADMINISTERED wersion of the IPAQ. Revised August 2002.

Source: IPAQ_English_self-admin_short.pdf (v.4) 12 Jan 2010. Emma
Patterson. Retrieved fromwww.ipag.ki.se

https://sites.google.com/site/theipag/questionnaire_links
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APPENDIX C

STATISTICAL RESULTS
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(min./day)

Group Statistics

Table 16. T-Test Analysis for Home-Based Activity-Duration: HouseworkActivity

Std. Error
type of houses N Mean Std. Dewviation Mean
housework (min_/day) single storey 51 16725 109.715 15.363
mulfi storey 43 12453 73.069 11.143
Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for Equality of
Wariances
F Sig.
housework (min./day) Equal vanances assumed 4129 045
Equal variances not
assumed

Independent Samples Test

t-test for Equality of Means

t df Sig. (2-tailed)
housework (min_J/day)  Equal variances assumed 2178 92 032
Equal vanances not 2251 a7.587 027

assumed

Independent Samples Test

t-test for Equality of Means

Mean Std. Error
Difference Difference
housework (min/day) Equal vanances assumed 42720 19.619
Equal vanances not 42720 18.979
assumed

Independent Samples Test

t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence Interval of the

Difference
Lower Upper
housework (min/day) Equal vanances assumed 3.756 81.684
Equal vanances not 5.001 80.439
assumed

119



Table 17. T-Test Analysis for Home-Based Activity- Duration: Bathing

Activity(days per week)
Group Statistics
Std. Error

type of houses N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
bathing in a week/days single storey 60 447 1.882 243

multi storey 60 5.68 1.600 207

Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for Equality of
Vanances
F Sig.

bathing in a week/days Equal variances assumed 1.132 289

Equal variances not

assumed

Independent Samples Test

t-test for Equality of Means

t df Sig. (2-tailed)
bathing in a week/days Equal variances assumed -3.816 118 000
Equal variances not -3.816 115.018 000

assumed

Independent Samples Test

t-test for Equal'rty of Means

Mean Std. Error
Difference Difference
bathing in a week/days  Equal vanances assumed -1.217 319
Equal variances not -1.217 319
assumed

Independent Samples Test

t-test for Equality of Means

95% Confidence Interval of the

Difference
Lower Upper
bathing in a week/days  Equal variances assumed -1.848 -585
Equal vanances not -1.848 -.585
assumed
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Table 18. Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of Kitchen

Negatively Affecting Design Characteristis Single and Mult Storey Houses (eachn=60)

Space  Kitchen

Design Frontal Length of  Height of reach Location of Location of sink Location of Layout of kitchen
Characteristi main working cabinets & appliances
CslofiSpaces area storage
Type of Single Multi Single Multi Single Multi Single Multi Single Multi Single Multi-
houses Storey storey Storey Storey Storey storey Storey Storey Storey Storey Storey storey

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

Affected PA 18 30 | 1 30 13 21. 11 18. 13 21. 14 23. 2 |33 - - 6|10 3 5 9 15 15| 25
g 7 3 7 3

Not 31 51. 3 55 34 56. 35 58 32 53. 36 60 37 61. 39 65 35 58. 37 61. 45 75 42 70

Affected PA 7 3 7 3 3 7 3 7

Total 49 81. | 5 8 47 78. 46 76. 45 75 50 B3. 39 65 - - 41|68 40 66. 54 90 57 95
7 3 7 3 3 7

Missing 11 18. 9 15 13 21. 14 23. 15 25 10 16 21 |35 21 35 19 31. 20 33. 6 10 3 5
13 7 3 7 7 3

Table 19. Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of Bathroom

[ Negatively Afecting Design Characteistcs Single and Multi Storey Houses eachn=60)

Space Bathroom

Design Location of Height and Design of toilet Location of Height of Design of
T toilet width of toilet washbasin washbasin washbasin
of Spaces
Type of Single Multi Single Multi Single Multi Single Multi Single Multi Single Multi-

houses Storey storey Storey Storey Storey storey Storey Storey Storey Storey  Storey storey

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

Affected 5(83|1|16| 4 (67| 2 (33| 4 |67 |5 |83 |- |- |5 /8 |5/83| 2 /33| 2 (3.2 |33

PA o .7 3 3

Not 38 63. 4 70 38 63. 45 75 39 65 43 71. 40 66. 41 68 39 65 42 70 40 66 41 68.

Affected 3 2 3 7 7 3 7 3

PA

Total 43 71. 5 86 42 70 47 78. 43 71. 46 76. - - 46 76 46 73. 44 73. 42 70 43 71
7 2 7 3 7 7 7 3 3 7

Missing 17 28. 8 13 18 30 13 | 21. 17 28. 14 23, 20 33. 14 23 14 26. 16 26. 18 30 17 28.
3 3 7 3 3 3 53 7 7 3
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Table 19. (cont’d), Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of Bathroom

Space

Design
Chracteristics
of Spaces

Type of
houses

Affected PA

Not
Affected PA

Total

Missing

Bathroom (continue)

Location of

shower/bath
Single Multi
Storey storey

n % n %

10  16.7

46 76.7 49 817

14 233 11 183

Height and width
of shower/bath

Multi
Storey

Single
Storey

n % n %

7 11 3 83
7

39 65 40 66

7

4 76. 45 75
7

14 23. 15 25
3

Design of
shower/bath
Single Multi
Storey storey
n % n %
7 11.7 5 8.3
38 65 39 65
46 76.7 44 733
14 233 16 26.7

Table 20. Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of Corridor

Space

Design
Cahracteristi
cs of Spaces

Type of
houses

Affected PA

Not
Affected PA

Total

Missing

Corridor

Length of corridor

Multi
storey

Single
Storey

n % n %

9 15 11 18.3
41 683 36 60.0
50 833 47 783
10 16.7 13 21.7

Width of corridor

Multi
Storey

Single
Storey

n % n %

9 15 6 10
40 66.7 3 61.7
7
49 817 4 71.7
3
11 183 1 283
7

Location of Proximity of
corridor entrance
Single Multi Single | MultiStorey

Storey storey Storey
n % n % n % n %
4 6. 3 5 3 5 3 5
7
41 68 3 65 42 70 38 63.3
.3 9
45 75 4 70 45 75 41 683
2
15 25 1 30 15 25 19 31.7
8
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Table 21. .Negatively Affecting Design Characteristics of Garden

Space Garden
Design Location of garden Area of garden Design of garden
Cahracteristics of
Spaces
Type of houses Single Multi storey  Single Storey  Multi Storey Single Multi
Storey Storey storey
n % n % n % n % n % n %
Affected PA 1 1.7 5 8.3 24 3.3 4 6.7 24 3.3 24 3.3

Not Affected PA 6 10 38 63.3 5 8.3 37 61.7 5 8.3 40 66.7

11.7 43 71.7 7 11.7 41 68.3 7 11. 42 70

Total 7 . .
7

Missing 53 88.3 17 28.3 53 88.3 19 31.7 53 88. 18 30

Table 22. Sitting Time Analysis in Multi Storey Houses

Statistics

Sitting time (in min_)
N Valid 40
Missing 20
Median 270.00
Percentiles 25 180.00
50 270.00
75 360.00
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Table 23. Sitting Time Analysis in Single Storey Houses

Statistics
Sitting time (in min_)
M Walid 50
Missing 10
Median 240.00
Percentiles 25 180.00
50 240.00
75 420.00
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Table 24. Comparison PA distribution in Single Storey Houses- Regression Analysis

Variables Entered/Re mnveda

Variables Variables
Model Enterad Remaved Method
1 childcare Stepwise
activities (min. {Critena:
Iday) Probability-of-
F-to-enter == .
050,
Probability-of-
F-to-remave
== _100).
a. Dependent Variable: PA level
Maodel Summary
Adjusted R Std. Error of
Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 290° 084 065 605
a. Predictors: {Constant), childcare activities (min./day)
b
ANOVA
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 1.578 1 1578 4314 0437
Residual 17.197 47 368
Total 18.776 48
a. Predictors: (Constant), childcare activities (min./day)
b. Dependent Variable: PA level
Coefficients”
Unstandardized Coefficients
Mode! B Std. Ermror
1 (Constant) 1.739 092
childcare activities (min. -.292 141
Iday)
Coefficients”
Standardized
Coefficients
Modeal Beta t Sig
1 (Constant) 18.904 .noo
childcare activities (min. -.290 -2.077 D43
ay)

a. Dependent Vanable: PA level
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Table 24. (cont’d), Comparison PA distribution in Single Storey Houses- Regression

Analysis

Excluded ‘|."ariatrlval3b

Model Beta In t Sig.

1 housework (days per 189° 1.369 ATE
week)
housework {min_day) oo3* 024 981
Leisure time activities 0ag® 335 739
(min_fday)
cooking (days per week) 085® B25 535
cooking (min.iday) -.lI!EaEEa - 267 791
kitchen activities (min. A 14Ei 809 423
iday)
bathing (day per week) .14&1Ei 1.043 302
personal hygiene (min. 0857 601 551
Iday)
indoor walking in comidors .121a 850 400
(min_fday)
garden activities (min. -.249.!a -1.816 076
Iday)

Excluded '\.I’ariaal:rlezsIJ

Collinearity
Statistics
Partial

Model Carrelation Tolerance

1 housework (days per 198 999
week)
housework {min_day) 004 980
Leisure time activities 049 850
(min./day)
cooking (days per week) 092 970
cooking (min.day) -.039 992
kitchen activities (min. 118 990
Iday)
bathing (day per week) 152 994
personal hygiene (min. 088 996
Iday)
indoor walking in comidors 124 966
(min./day)
garden activities (min. -.259 988
Iday)

a. Predictors in the Model: (Constant), childcare acfivities (min_/day)
b. Dependent Variable: PA level
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Variables Entered/Removed®

Table 25. Comparison PA distribution in Multi Storey Houses- Regression Analysis

Variables Variables
Model Entered Removed Method
1 temrace Stepwise
activities (min. {Criteria:
iday) Probability-of-
F-to-enter <= .
050,
Probability-of-
F-to-remove
== _100).
a. Dependent Variable: PA level
Model Summary
Adjusted R Std. Error of
Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 778" 606 557 544
a. Predictors: (Constant), terrace activities (min./day)
ANOVA®
Sum of
Madel Squares af Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 3636 1 3.636 12.308 [00g
Residual 2.364 B 295
Total 6.000 9
a. Predictors: (Constant), terrace activities (min_/day)
b. Dependent Vanable: PA level
Co-eﬂicientsa
Unstandardized Coefficients
Madel Std. Ermor
1 (Constant) 1455 232
temace activities (min. 909 259
Iday)
Coefficients®
Standardized
Coefficients
Model Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 6.276 .ooo
terace activities (min. i 3508 noa
fday)

a. Dependent Variable: PA level
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Table 25. (cont’d), Comparison PA distribution in Multi Storey Houses -Regression

Analysis

Excluded ‘l."arial:rlesh

Model Beta In t Sig.

1 housework (days per 230° 1.365 214
week)
housework (min_fday) -.088° -373 .T20
Leisure time activities _1247 -524 817
(min_iday)
cooking (days per week) -321® -1.515 AT3
cooking (min./day) -..22[]a -951 373
kitchen activities (mimn. ,DSQE 249 810
fday)
bathing (days per week) —.1*31?a -.798 451
personal hygiene {min. 026 104 520
fday)
using staircase (min./day) .ﬂBSa 338 745
garden activities (min. -.489° -1.072 319
iday)
garden and terrace _g3g” -1.316 230
activities (min_day)

Excluded \l’ariablesh
Collinearity
Statistics
Partial

Model Comelation Tolerance

1 housework (days per 459 984
week)
housework (min_fday) -.140 987
Leisure time activities -194 9686
(min_iday)
cooking (days per week) -497 247
cooking (min./day) -.338 831
kitchen activities (min. 094 994
fday)
bathing (days per week) -.289 G444
personal hygiene {min. 039 909
day)
using staircase (min./day) A27 831
garden activities (min. - AT6 233
Iday)
garden and terrace - 445 192
activities (minJday)

a. Predictors in the Model: (Constant), terrace activities (min.J/day)
b. Dependent Yariable: PA level
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Table 26.Comparison of PA Levels of Participants in Single and Multi Storey

Houses: T-Test analysis

Group Statistics

Std. Error
type of houses N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
PA levels of participants single storey 60 168 651 084
multi storey 60 1.78 715 092
Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for Equality of
ariances
F Sig.
PA levels of participants ~ Equal variances assumed 244 623
Equal variances not
assumed
Independent Samples Test
t-test for Equality of Means
t df Sig. (2-tailed)
PA levels of participants ~ Equal variances assumed -.801 118 425
Equal variances not -.801 116.961 425
assumed
Independent Samples Test
t-test for Equality of Means
Mean Std. Error
Difference Difference
PA levels of participants ~ Equal variances assumed -.100 125
Equal variances not -.100 125
assumed
Independent Samples Test
t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence Interval of the
Difference
Lower Upper
PA levels of participants ~ Equal variances assumed =347 47
Equal variances not =347 47
assumed
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