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Abstract

The objective of this study is to estimate the effect of aerobic training (AT) on metabolic syndrome (MetS) outcomes. The Medline,
EMBASE, SPORTDiscus, The Cochrane Library, and PEDro databases were searched from inception to May 2017. Two indepen-
dent reviewers selected the studies and assessed their quality and data. The pooled mean differences between intervention groups
and the control group were calculated using a random-effect model. Only randomized controlled trials that compared the effect of
AT on MetS with a control group were included. Seventeen published studies were included in the meta-analysis. Systolic and dia-
stolic blood pressure were significantly reduced (—5.11 mmHg [95% confidence interval [CI] —7.36, —2.85] and —2.97 mmHg
[—4.99, —0.94], respectively), following AT. There was also a significant reduction in waist circumference (—2.18 cm [95% CI
—3.75, —0.62]) and a significant increase in high-density lipoprotein cholesterol (95% CI —3.15 mg/dL [—5.30, —1.01]). The
pooled effect showed a reduction of —7.64 mg/dL [95% CI —17.65, 2.37] in triglycerides and —1.36 mg/dL [95% CI —4.11,
1.40] in fasting glucose. This systematic review and meta-analysis provides an overview of the evidence supporting AT as an effec-
tive approach to reduce blood pressure levels and waist circumference and increase high-density lipoprotein cholesterol levels.
These changes may help to reduce the risk of stroke mortality and mortality from heart disease in people with MetS. J Am Soc
Hypertens 2018;12(8):580-588. © 2018 American Heart Association. All rights reserved.
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circumference, triglycerides and fasting glucose, and
decreased high-density lipoprotein cholesterol (HDL-c).'
The presence of MetS increases the risk of developing car-
diovascular diseases and type 2 diabetes mellitus and,
therefore, have an increased risk of death.'?

Aerobic training (AT) has been shown to be an effective
strategy to treat and prevent cardiovascular disease,” type 2
diabetes rnellitus,5 stroke,(’ and other chronic diseases.”® In
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fact, AT has been studied in people with MetS™! 0; however, the
results are not always consistent. Some studies have demon-
strated positive effects on systolic and diastolic blood pres-
sure'"'? and waist circumference,’ 113 \whereas other studies
have not found significant results.'*'” The same inconsistency
can be observed regarding metabolic parameters. Some studies
have shown positive effects on triglycerides'® and fasting
glucose,'* whereas other studies did not demonstrate signifi-
cant results on HDL-c, triglycerides, or fasting glucose.'”'*

A previous systematic review and meta-analyses have
investigated the effect of resistance training (RT) on MetS.
The authors found that RT reduces systolic blood pressure
and may help to prevent stroke mortality and mortality from
cardiovascular diseases in people with MetS.'” Regarding
AT, to the best of our knowledge, there is one meta-analysis
published recently investigating the effect of exercise training
on clinical outcomes in patients with MetS.”’ Although the
authors have performed an excellent work, some limitations
may have underestimated or overestimated the results. The
authors indicated that studies with interventions including
diet or medications would be included only if this intervention
(diet or medication) was equal across the exercise and control
groups. However, in the study from Oh et al.,”' the experi-
mental group received a multicomponent intervention (health
monitoring, counseling, health education, exercise, and diet),
whereas the control group received only an educational
booklet. Furthermore, although the authors have stated that
included studies were randomized controlled trials, one of
the studies was not randomized.>” Finally, the authors did
not evaluate the overall quality of evidence and the strength
of the recommendation of the meta-analysis results.

Thus, considering the potential benefit of AT on several
health outcomes, and the absence of a meta-analysis of ran-
domized controlled trials to evaluate the effects of AT on
MetS, the aim of this study was to summarize the available
evidence of AT on MetS in comparison with a control group
in randomized controlled trials.

Methods

The protocol for this systematic review was previously
registered in an international database of systematic re-
views in health and social care (registration number
CRD42016033862). Protocol registration provides explicit
hypotheses, methods and analysis of the systematic re-
view.” In addition, it reduces authors’ biases by publicly
documenting the planned methods.”* The preferred report-
ing items for systematic review and meta-analyses guide-
lines were followed to improve the reporting of this
systematic review and meta-analysis.”’

Search Strategy

The MEDLINE, EMBASE, SPORTDiscus, The Cochrane
Library, and PEDro databases were searched from their

inception until May 2017, to identify randomized controlled
trials addressing AT as an exercise treatment for MetS. The
search strategy used a combination of terms related to AT,
MetS, and randomized controlled trial (Supplementary
Data 1). The reference lists of the included studies were
checked to find potential studies that could also be used in
this review. We included only studies published in English.

Study Selection

Only randomized controlled trials that compared AT with
a control group were included in this review. Studies that
used diet intervention were included if this intervention
was equal for all groups in the study. Trials were eligible
if they included participants with MetS and assessed its com-
ponents: fasting plasma glucose, triglycerides, HDL-c, blood
pressure, and waist circumference. All types of supervised
AT, irrespective of intensity, frequency, or duration, were
eligible for inclusion. Two independent researchers (I.R.L.
and B.C.T.-L.) applied the study selection criteria. Disagree-
ments were resolved by consensus. If necessary, a third
researcher (H.L.M.) was consulted.

Data Extraction

Extracted data included baseline and final values of
means, standard deviation, and sample sizes of blood pres-
sure, waist circumference, triglycerides, HDL-c, and fast-
ing glucose. If final values were not available, change
scores were used. When necessary, authors were contacted
to provide detailed information. As standard deviation
values are not always reported by researchers, where neces-
sary, these data were imputed or calculated using methods
recommended in the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic
Reviews of Interventions.”* Blood pressure values were ex-
pressed in millimeter of mercury; waist circumference in
centimeters; and triglycerides, HDL-c, and fasting glucose
in milligrams per deciliter. If necessary, data were con-
verted to these units of measurement.

Risk of Bias Assessment and Overall Quality

The PEDro scale was used to evaluate the risk of bias of
individual studies.”®?’ Two reviewers (LR.L. and S.N.L))
independently assessed the risk of bias of individual studies
using the PEDro scale. If trials were already listed on the PE-
Dro database (http://www.pedro.org.au/), these scores would
be adopted. As participant blinding and therapist blinding are
not possible in training interventions, a PEDro score of 6 or
greater was considered of “high quality”, studies with a
score of 4 or 5 were considered of “moderate quality,”
and those with a score of 3 or less were deemed of “poor
quality.”'***> Any disagreements in the scoring of trials
were resolved consensually. The PEDro scale is a valid mea-
sure of the methodological quality of clinical trials and is
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based on the Delphi list developed by Verhagen et al.’'
Methodological quality was not an inclusion criterion.

The GRADE approach was used by two independent re-
viewers (I.LR.L. and S.N.L.) to evaluate the overall quality
of evidence and the strength of the recommendation,’gz‘3 3
as advocated by the Cochrane Handbook.” It is a system-
atic and explicit approach that allows judgments to be made
about strength of evidence and is an effective method for
linking evidence quality and clinical recommendations.
The overall quality of evidence was initially regarded as
“high” but was downgraded by one level for each of the
four factors encountered: limitations in the design (>25%
of participants from studies with low-quality methods—PE-
Dro score < 6 points); inconsistency of results (I2 > 50%);
imprecision (<400 participants in total for each outcome);
and publication bias (assessed with a funnel plot and quan-
tified using the Egger test). If the Egger test result were sta-
tistically significant (2-tailed P > .100) for at least one
result, we would downgrade the quality of evidence of all
meta-analyses conducted in this review by one level.”* Indi-
rectness was not considered for this review because of the
presence of a specific population, relevant outcome mea-
sures, and direct comparisons.

The following factors were used to define the quality of
evidence: high quality—further research is unlikely to
change our confidence in the estimate of effect; moderate
quality—further research is likely to have an important
impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and
might change the estimate; low quality—further research
is likely to have an important impact on our confidence
in the estimate of effect and is likely to change the estimate;
and very low quality—we are uncertain about the estimate.

Statistical Analysis

The inverse variance weighting random-effect model
was used to compute a pooled estimate of mean difference
(MD) and respective 95% confidence interval (95% CI).
The heterogeneity of results across studies was evaluated
using the I? statistic. In addition, although not planned a
priori in our protocol, we performed a stratified subgroup
analysis using the same procedures as the main analysis,
comparing high (PEDro > 6) versus low/moderate
(PEDro < 5) methodological quality, short-term
(<6 months) versus long-term (>6 months) interventions,
and continuous versus interval training interventions.
Meta-analysis was conducted on appropriate data using
RevMan (The Cochrane Collaboration; V.5.3).

Results

Systematic Review

The search strategy performed resulted in a total of
6167 publications. After the removal of duplicates, the

search strategy identified 4343 titles. Screening of titles
and abstracts identified 100 potentially eligible studies,
and 14 publications were included.”'''* 1071835740 Three
more studies were included after checking the reference
lists of included trials and after a hand search.'*'”*!
The reasons for exclusion were conference abstract, other
languages than English, no AT or control group, no eval-
uation of MetS risk factors, no population with MetS,
and not a randomized controlled trial (Figure 1). After
data extraction, all the 17 included studies provided suffi-
cient information for meta-analysis. A total of 299 men
and 196 women were included in the meta-analysis. Three
studies” ' "% included only men, two studies'**® included
only women, and 12 studies included a mixed sample of
men and women, with 42.5% (n = 17),'”> 70.6%
(n = 24)," 70.0% (n = 28),'° 16.7% (n = 6),"" 64.5%
(n = 20),”" 8.3% (n = 2),"” 36.4% (n = 8)," 40.0%
(n = 16),”® 53.6% (n = 15)," 55.0% (n = 11),”’ and
71.4% (n = 24)*" of women, respectively. Watkins
et al.*” did not report the percentage of women, so we
adopted a 50% distribution (13 men and 12 women).
The training period ranged from 6 weeks to 12 months.
Supplementary Data 2 shows the characteristics of the
included studies.

Aerobic Training on MetS Components

The results of the meta-analysis comparing the effects of
AT with a control group show that AT is significantly supe-
rior in terms of reducing systolic blood pressure (15 studies,
n = 482, I> = 35%, MD —5.11 mmHg [95% CI —7.36 to
—2.85]), diastolic blood pressure (14 studies, n = 449,
I* = 55%, MD —2.97 mmHg [95% CI —4.99 to —0.94])
(Figure 2), and waist circumference (16 studies, n = 515,
I = 31%, MD —2.09 cm [95% CI —3.91 to —0.26])
(Figure 3), and increasing HDL-c (16 studies, n = 496,
I = 57%, MD —3.15 mg/dL [95% CI —5.30 to —1.01])
(Figure 4). However, the results of pooling data show that
AT is not superior to control groups in reducing triglycer-
ides (16 studies, n = 507, I’ = 0%, MD —7.64 mg/dL
[95% CI —17.65 to 2.37]) (Figure 4) and fasting glucose
(15 studies, n = 469, I’ = 27%, MD —1.36 mg/dL [95%
CI —4.11 to 1.40]) (Figure 5).

Subgroup Analysis

Subgroup-stratified analysis was performed comparing
high (PEDro > 6) versus low/moderate (PEDro < 5) meth-
odological quality, short-term (<6 months) versus long-
term (>6 months) interventions, and continuous versus
interval training (Supplementary Data 3).

High-quality studies presented greater reduction than
low-/moderate-quality studies for systolic blood pressure
(3studies, n = 92, I’ = 17%, MD —8.68 mmHg [95%
CI —12.85 to —4.52]; P-value <.01) and diastolic blood
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Figure 1. Flow chart of included studies.
pressure (3 studies, n = 92, I* = 0% MD therapists was not possible. Assessor blinding was im-

—5.54 mmHg [95% CI —6.58 to —4.49]; P-value
<.01). Potential influences of the duration and type of
AT training, that is, short-term vs. long-term trials
and continuous vs. interval training, were not detected
as comparisons of subgroups revealed no differences
in pooled estimates.

Methodological Quality

All included trials had random allocation and provided
points and estimates of variability. The concealed alloca-
tion was performed only in one study.'’ Owing to the
nature of the interventions, blinding of participants and

plemented in two of included studies.'>*” In addition,
seven studies'”'*'*!7*7 had adequate follow-up,
and two studies included an intention-to-treat anal-
ysis. Three studies'>'’*” were considered “high qual-
ity,” thirteen studies” ! 13716:18:35.3841 were considered
“moderate quality,” and one study’~ was considered
“poor quality.”” Complete details are reported in

Supplementary Data 2.

12,35

36

Overall Quality of Evidence

On the basis of the GRADE system (Supplementary
Data 2), pooled data of all meta-analyses were
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A Aerobic training Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean [mmHg] SD [mmHg] Total Mean [mmHg] SD[mmHg] Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI [mmHg] IV, Random, 95% CI [mmHg]
Anderssen 2007 130 11.2 34 128.3 15.2 26 7.6% 1.70[-5.25, 8.65] I
Balducci 2010 1348 1.9 20 1423 45 20 217% -7.50 [-9.64,-5.36] -
Damirchi 2014 1256 5.21 11 129.8 1054 10 7.2% -4.20 [111.42,3.02) —
Irving 2009 123.08 11.78 24 130 949 10 B7% -6.92 [[14.46, 0.62) —
Kang 2016 125.8 14.4 12 1303 98 11 43% -4.50 [-14.50, 5.50] —
Landaeta-Diaz 2013 124.42 15.43 20 126.07 167 20 45% -1.65 [-11.30, 8.00] =
Lima 2012 122.69 19.83 21 116.2 1243 23 44% 6.49-3.41,16.39] T
Sari-Sarraf 2015 126.09 12 11 142.09 241 1 1.9% -16.00 [-31.91,-0.09]
Silva 2012 130 16.36 20 146 13 11 3.9% -16.00 [-26.51,-5.49] —
Soares 2014 122.4 32 15 127 29 18 21.9% -4.60[-6.70,-2.50] -+
Stensvold 2010 1342 12 11 1421 241 10 1.7% -7.90 [-24.43, 8.63) —
Straznicky 2010 121 13.42 20 124 17.89 20 4.4% -3.00[-12.80, 6.80] I
Tjonna 2008 1291 16.76 19 141 15 3  3.0% -11.90 [-24.26, 0.46]
Verrusio 2016 127 18.89 10 130 1333 10 23% -3.00 [117.33,11.33] —
Watkins 2003 133 1 14 138 13 11 4.6% -5.00 [-14.60, 4.60] — 1
Total (95% CI) 262 220 100.0% -5.11 [-7.36, -2.85] *
Heterogeneity: Tau’f 4.90; Chi*=21.70,df=14 (P=0.08); F=35% o 35 3 3 a0
Test for overall effect: Z= 4.44 (P < 0.00001) Aerobic training  Control

B Aerobic training Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean [mmHg] SD [mmHg] Total Mean [mmHg] SD[mmHg] Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI [mmHg] IV, Random, 95% CI [mmHg]
Anderssen 2007 86.5 8.4 34 86.4 101 26 8.5% 0.10[-4.70, 4.90] 1
Balducci 2010 80 15 20 855 19 20 154% -5.50 [-6.56,-4.44] -
Damirchi 2014 81.87 5.44 11 8214 74 10 7.2% -0.27 [-5.87,5.33] —
Irving 2009 76.62 9.08 24 77 632 10 7.6% -0.38[-5.72, 4.96] -
Kang 2016 789 6.8 12 79.7 2% 11 9.6% -0.80 [-4.97,3.37] S
Landaeta-Diaz 2013 73.31 10.28 20 80 979 20 6.4% -6.69-12.91,-0.47) ]
Lima 2012 80.94 10.65 21 77.73 7.01 23 7.5% 3.21[-2.17,8.59) T
Sari-Sarraf 2015 79.54 5.5 1 89.72 136 11 41% -10.18 [-18.85,-1.51] —
Silva 2012 84 137 20 92 711 52% -8.00[-15.29,-0.71] =
Stensvold 2010 a5 55 1" 89.5 136 10 3.8% -4.50 [13.53, 4.53] ]
Straznicky 2010 72 8.94 20 73 894 20 73% -1.00 [-6.54, 4.54] i
Tjonna 2008 86.05 12.06 19 96 12 9  35% -9.95(-19.48,-0.42) E—
Verrusio 2016 815 10.55 10 825 424 10 55% -1.00 [-8.05, 6.05) —r
Watkins 2003 89 5 14 93 711 83% -4.00(-8.90, 0.90) ==
Total (95% Cl) 247 202 100.0% -2.97 [-4.99, -0.94] ¢

ity: = - Chi*= = = E= t + + d

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 6.63; Chi*= 29.12, df=13 (P = 0.006); F= 55% 50 5 ) 25 50

Aerobictraining Control

Figure 2. Effects of aerobic training on systolic blood pressure (A) and diastolic blood pressure (B) in adults with MetS.

classified as low-quality evidence. All variables were
downgraded one level owing to the presence of risk
of bias (more than 25% of participants from studies
of low/moderate methodological quality) and one level
owing to the presence of publication bias (assessed
with a funnel plot and two-tailed Egger test)
(Supplementary Data 3).

Aerobic training Control

Study or Subgroup Mean [cm] SD [cm]

Total Mean [cm] SD[cm] Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI[cm]

Discussion

This systematic review provides evidence that AT is
effective in reducing systolic and diastolic blood pressure
and waist circumference, and increasing HDL-c in adults
with MetS. AT did not affect triglycerides and fasting
glucose. The quality of evidence is low for all variables.

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI [cm]

Mean Difference

Anderssen 2007 98.8 101 34 98.8 101 26
Balducci 2010 97.6 26 20 101.3 26 20
Damirchi 2014 96 9.59 11 96.28 6.96 10
Irving 2008 10409 1526 24 100.9 885 10
Kang 2016 85.1 5.2 12 85 720N
Landaeta-Diaz 2013 105.02 9.35 20 11069 1212 20
Lima 2012 97.85 6.4 21 101.29 864 23
Mora-Rodriguez 2017 105 6.7 18 107 56 16
Sari-Sarraf 2015 109.15 10.7 11 11018 9 11
Silva 2012 97.5 1.3 20 103 13 N
Soares 2014 98.7 38 15 100.96 358 18
Sonnenschein 2011 114 1039 12 108 693 12
Stensvold 2010 108.3 10.7 11 1104 9 10
Straznicky 2010 95.3 8.94 20 99.8 9.39 20
Tjonna 2008 99.91 10.58 19 112 10.2 ]
Verrusio 2016 112.3 1.5 10 1052 1405 10
Total (95% CI) 278 237

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.60; Chi*=21.87, df=15(P=0.11); F=31%
Test for overall effect: Z= 2.74 (P = 0.006)
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Figure 3. Effects of aerobic training on waist circumference in adults with MetS.
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Aerobic training Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

A Study or Subgroup Mean [mg/dL] SD[mg/dL] Total Mean [mg/dL] SD[mg/dL] Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI[mg/dL] IV, Random, 95% CI [mg/dL]
Anderssen 2007 176.25 69.97 34 207.25 100.08 26 49% -31.00 [-76.09, 14.09] -
Balducci 2010 156.6 189 20 159.3 26.6 20 49.0% -2.70[-17.00,11.60] L&
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Stensvold 2010 159.43 70.86 1" 150.57 88.57 10 21% 8.86 [-60.18,77.90] —
Straznicky 2010 124 79.22 20 11514 79.22 20 42% 8.86 [-40.24, 57.96] T
Tjonna 2008 149.45 725 19 17714 143.48 9 1.0% -27.69[-126.94, 71.56] —
Verrusio 2016 172.8 86.67 10 153.2 96.42 10 1.6% 19.60 [-60.75, 99.95) C—
Watking 2003 195 92 14 180 99 1 1.7% 15.00 [-60.80, 90.80] ]
Total (95% CI) 277 230 100.0% -7.64 [17.65, 2.37] L,
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 6.42, df=15 (P = 0.97), F= 0% t |

2200 -100 0 100 200

Testfor overall effect: Z=1.50 (P=0.13) Aerobictraining Control

B Control Aerobic training Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean [mg/dL] SD [mg/dL] Total Mean [mg/dL] SD[mg/dL] Total Weight IV, Ri 95% ClI [mg/dL] IV, Random, 95% CI [mg/dL]
Anderssen 2007 406 735 26 40.6 7.35 34 101% 0.00[-3.75,3.79] e
Balducci 2010 449 2 20 47.6 1.8 20 14.0% -2.70[-3.88,-1.52) -

Damirchi 2014 3585 276 10 49.62 9.21 1M1 7.2% -13.77 [-19.48,-8.06) —

Irving 2009 456 11.07 10 48.28 11.48 24 46% -2.68 [-10.94, 5.58] — =1
Kang 2016 377 9.1 11 44.8 5.3 12 6.6% -7.10[-13.26,-0.94] —
Landaeta-Diaz 2013 46.36 10.51 20 452 10.24 20 B.3% 1.16[-5.27,7.59) o
Mora-Rodriguez 2017 33.26 696 16 36.35 9.28 18  7.5% -3.09[-8.57, 2.39] T
Sari-Sarraf 2015 3472 2436 11 35.36 15.47 11 1.4% -0.64 [-17.69,16.41] —

Silva 2012 42 7N 48.5 11.77 20 B.1% -6.50 [13.11,0.11)

Soares 2014 45.05 475 18 41.72 59 15 10.2% 3.33(-0.38,7.04] =
Sonnenschein 2011 35 693 12 39 10.39 12 57% -4.00 [11.07, 3.07] —
Stensvold 2010 49.11 2436 10 47.56 1547 1 1.3% 1.55[-16.10,19.20]

Straznicky 2010 4331 865 20 46.02 10.38 20 6.9% -2.71[-8.63,3.21] —T
Tjonna 2008 2243 9.28 9 31.83 11.03 19 5.0% -9.40 [-17.23,-1.57) —_—
Verrusio 2016 50.9 112710 529 1.7 10 35% -2.00 [-12.07, 8.07) —T
Watking 2003 36 14 N 37 11 14 35% -1.00 [-11.08, 9.08] =
Total (95% CI) 225 271 100.0% -3.15[-5.30, -1.01] -
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Figure 4. Effects of aerobic training on triglycerides (A) and HDL-c (B) in adults with MetS.

. .. 7,42—-44 : .
MetS Components Improved by Aerobic Training pressure. The blood pressure reduction found in the
present study was higher than that observed in a previous

Systolic blood pressure was reduced by 5 mmHg and dia- meta-analysis of RT.'” Reducing blood pressure can be
stolic blood pressure by 3 mmHg. These results are in associated with 40% lower risk of mortality by stroke and
accordance with previous finding regarding AT and blood 30% lower risk of mortality from heart disease.”

Aerobic training Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean [mg/dL] SD[mg/dL] Total Mean[mg/dL] SD[mg/dL] Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI[mg/dL] IV, Random, 95% CI [mg/dL]

Anderssen 2007 98.46 10.08 34 97.74 12.06 26 12.9% 0.72[-5.02, 6.46] =t

Darnirchi 2014 119.3 1604 11 119 1002 10 47% 0.30[-11.35,11.95] —

Inving 2009 108.72 1811 24 110 1486 10 45% -1.28 [13.00,10.44] —r

Kang 2016 103.2 139 12 1081 126 1" 5.3% -4.90[-15.73,5.93] T

Landagta-Diaz 2013 96.84 2012 20 101.7 1207 20 68% -4.86 [15.14,5.42] —

Lima 2012 85.27 738 21 91.66 1774 23 8% -6.39 [14.30, 1.52] —

Mora-Rodriguez 2017 113.69 34.59 18 127.21 37.84 16  1.2% -13.52 [-38.00, 10.96] -1

Sari-Sarraf 2015 106 144 M 119.36 a4 11 11% -13.36[-39.26, 12.54) —_—

Soares 2014 951 4.7 15 90.6 4.3 18 21.4% 4.50[1.40, 7.60] s

Sonnenschein 2011 12 271 12 132 34.64 12 1.2% -20.00 [-45.10,5.10] I —

Stensvold 2010 106.2 14.4 1" 109.8 41.4 10  1.0% -3.60 [[30.63, 23.43] —_—

Straznicky 2010 90 8.05 20 91.8 8.05 20 14.9% -1.80 [-6.79,3.19] ==

Tjonna 2008 118.04 3281 19 1224 16.2 9 21% -4.36 [-22.52,13.80] =T

Verrusio 2016 104.4 10.29 10 103.2 1083 10  6.8% 1.20 [-8.06, 10.46] —_—

Watkins 2003 87 74 92 12 11 85% -5.00 [12.98, 2.98] —

Total (95% CI) 252 217 100.0% -1.36 [4.11, 1.40] ﬁ

Heterogeneity. Tau®= 6.73, Chi*=19.30, df=14 (P = 0.15), F=27% =0 Er b By 0

Test for overall effect: Z=0.97 (P =0.33) Aerobictraining Control

Figure 5. Effects of aerobic training on fasting glucose in adults with MetS.
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Therefore, promoting aerobic exercise in adults with MetS
might be more helpful in reducing blood pressure than RT
alone. We believe that a combination of aerobic and RT
may be even more effective; however, a comprehensive
study investigating the effect of combined training, AT
only, RT only, and a control group still need to be done.

Regarding waist circumference, we found a reduction of
2 cm in favor of AT. A previous meta-analysis has shown
that aerobic exercise was effective in reducing visceral
adiposity when compared to a control group.”® Also, RT
alone was not capable of reducing waist circumference in
adults with MetS.'"” When compared with RT, AT seems
to be more effective, however, without statistical signifi-
cance.’® Although the reduction found in the present study
seems small, or not clinically relevant, a small change in
visceral adiposity can significantly reduce the risk of
chronic diseases.”’ We believe that a combined interven-
tion, with aerobic and resistance components, would be
even more beneficial than any intervention alone.

We observed an increase of 3 mg/dL in HDL-c after AT
intervention. The literature regarding this outcome is
controversial. Although some studies found positive results
regarding HDL-c after aerobic exercise,”™"’ others did not
find significant results after the intervention.'’”” Although
more days of aerobic exercise was associated with higher
HDL-c in men and women,’" there is evidence that exercise
provides modest effects on HDL-c.””

It is worthy to mention the consistency found in the
meta-analyses of the present study. Such consistency may
be due to the similarity of the effect sizes. A specific pop-
ulation of similar age affected by the same disease and sub-
mitted to similar interventions probably contributed to this
lack of significant heterogeneity. However, it is important
to note that the absence of heterogeneity, as measured by
I%, does not imply homogeneity. Considering our results,
AT can be applied as part of the treatment and prevention
of MetS, reducing blood pressure and waist circumference,
and might help to improve the HDL-c profile.

Strengths and Limitations

The strengths of this systematic review are its search pro-
tocol, comprehensive search strategy, and have randomized
designs as an inclusion criterion. Inconsistency (I?) was as-
sessed to evaluate the consistency of the results. It is impor-
tant to show that the variation in findings is compatible with
chance alone. Also, the overall quality of the evidence was
assessed using the GRADE approach, which evaluates the
quality of evidence and is an effective method for linking ev-
idence quality and clinical recommendations. Another
strength is that we were able to identify nine different publi-
cations that were not included in the previous meta-analysis.
A limitation of this review is that we included only studies
published in English. Another limitation is that we did not
perform analysis stratified by sex. Twelve of the included

studies used a mixed sample of men and women, three
studies used only male, and two studies used only female.
Metabolic changes caused by menopause may influence
the results of the MetS components.™ Finally, another limi-
tation, not of this study particularly, is the low number of
participants composing this meta-analysis. Despite the
advancement of exercise science in the past few years, there
is a lack of randomized controlled trials, with appropriate
sample size, evaluating these conditions (AT and MetS).

In summary, AT is an effective intervention for reducing
blood pressure levels by approximately 5 mmHg, waist
circumference by 2 cm, and increasing HDL-c by 3 mg/
dL in adults with MetS. These results are clinically mean-
ingful because they would translate to a reduction in mor-
tality by stroke, heart disease, and other chronic diseases
if achieved at a population level. The quality of evidence
is low for all variables.
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