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The validity and reliability of fitness tests are described in the literature; however, the effects of
familiarization sessions on motor performance have not yet been studied. The aim of this study was to
analyze the effects of four familiarization sessions on physical fitness performance among adolescents.

Twenty adolescents performed sprint, agility, flexibility, explosive strength, muscular endurance, and
balance tests on four separate days with an interval of 72h.

Considering the first and the fourth sessions, there were significant differences in mean values for push-
up, curl-up, and Flamingo tests (p<0.05). Intraclass Correlation Coefficient (ICC) varied from 0.65 to 0.97,
except for the Flamingo test (0.22). The magnitude based inference revealed a likely beneficial effect
of familiarization on agility (87.8%), push-ups (91.2%), curl-ups (94.4%), and a very likely effect on the
Flamingo test (97.0%). When comparing the second and the third sessions with the first one, values of ICC
were similar or higher, while a likely beneficial effect of familiarization was found in the second session
for the Flamingo test (78.8%), and in the third session for curl-ups (91.3%), push-ups (77.1%), and the
Flamingo test (94.8%).

The familiarization procedure should be considered prior to agility, muscular endurance, and balance test
assessments.
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INTRODUCTION

Physical fitness can be defined as the ability to carry out daily tasks with vigor and
alertness, without undue fatigue (efficiently and effectively), and with ample energy to
enjoy leisure-time [1,2]. Body composition, cardiovascular fitness, flexibility, muscular
endurance, and strength can prevent the emergence of health disorders and are classified
as health-related physical fitness. Added to those already mentioned, agility, balance,
coordination, power, reaction time, and speed are considered skill-related physical fitness
factors since they are determinants to sport performance [2]. Due to these characteristics,
physical fitness tests have been widely used to assess health, motor development, talent
identification in sports, effect of physical training, and ergogenic effects among children
and adolescents [3-6].

When using physical fitness tests, it is indispensable to analyze the validity and test-retest
reliability of the tests. In general, field tests of physical fitness present acceptable validity
and reliability and can be used among young people [7-11]. Another methodological
aspect that should be considered is the effect of a familiarization procedure [4], which
is the amount of learning sessions that stabilize performance in a test. A familiarization
procedure with the practice of a movement enables acquisition of a new motor skill
through the following phases: learning, consolidation, and retention [12-14]. Changes in
performance through practice involve repetition and are task dependent; they can occur
minutes after the first session for simple tasks or require more time for complex tasks
[12-14]. The absence of improvement in performance across repetitions indicates the
retention phase of the motor skill, which remains for long periods [12,13]. With regard to
physical fitness, the retention phase suggests that improvements in performance cannot
be attributed to learning, but to other aspects, such as a training effect.

The literature describes that among children (10.8 years), three (for agility), four (for
vertical jump), and six familiarization sessions (for long jump) are required [15]. Another
study demonstrated a significant increase in motor performance in vertical jump, push-
ups, curl-ups, running speed, and agility in the second session of familiarization among
children (5.89 years) compared to the first one [16]. This evidence indicates relevant
information, since a lack of information regarding the familiarization procedure of physical
fitness tests is common in experimental studies [5,17-25]. The absence of a familiarization
process can result in methodological bias since it prevents knowledge as to whether part
of the intervention effect can be attributed to familiarization in the retest. Some studies
have described from two to three familiarization sessions [26,27] that the sample were
familiarized with physical fitness test performance [28,29], that participants performed
practice attempts without information on the number of attempts [30], or that participants
were taught the proper technique [31]. Furthermore, the familiarization procedure has
been reported for the intervention (resistance exercise) and one-repetition maximum
testing but not for motor tests [18].

To our knowledge, only two studies have been conducted aimed at analyzing the effect of
physical fitness familiarization sessions in children [15, 16], and this information needs
to be better understood regarding adolescents [4]. Due to differences related to physical,
cognitive, and motor development, as well as previous motor experience, the results from
children samples cannot be generalized to adolescents. Thus, the aim of this study was
to analyze the effects of four familiarization sessions on physical fitness performance
of adolescents. The results of the present study will improve knowledge regarding the
familiarization process among adolescents and, if necessary, will guide teachers and
researchers to adopt this procedure in physical fitness assessments.
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MATERIAL AND METHODS

SAMPLE AND ETHICAL ASPECTS

Twenty adolescents (10 boys and 10 girls) participated voluntarily in the current study. The
adolescents were enrolled in the Federal Institute of Education, Science and Technology
of Sao Paulo, Brazil. The inclusion criteria were: aged between 15 and 17 years old; not
having performed any of the physical tests analyzed in this study; not being enrolled in any
training regimen as commonly performed by athletes; not presenting any health problem
that prevented participation in any procedure of the study. The exclusion criteria were
any change in prior or between test session behaviors, such as the use of a stimulant
substance, vigorous exercise, and sleep deprivation. Furthermore, any health disorder
such as muscular injury, acute pain, diarrhea, fever, malaise, or another reported symptom
that could affect physical performance was considered.

Before data collection, the adolescents were invited to participate in the study, and the
aims, procedures, risks, and benefits were presented. Those who agreed to participate
in the study signed informed written assent, and their parents' signed informed written
consent, both containing the objectives, procedures, risks, and benefits of the study, as
well as the researchers' contact details. The study was approved by the Ethics Committee
for Research involving human beings of the Federal Institute of Education, Science and
Technology of Sdo Paulo, Brazil, process 3.193.081. The guidelines of Resolution No
466/2012 of the Brazilian National Health Council were followed.

PROCEDURES

All procedures were performed in a sports court at the school where the participants
were enrolled. Nine physical fitness tests were carried out: 10 and 20m sprints (speed),
T-drill (agility), sit and reach (flexibility), long and sextuple jumps (explosive strength),
90° push-ups (upper limb endurance), curl-ups (abdominal endurance), and Flamingo
(balance). On the first day, information regarding the procedures of each test was provided,
and all tests were performed by an instructor with experience in fitness evaluation. This
procedure was adopted for participants to visualize the execution of the tests. Each test
was performed four times by the participants, with intervals of at least 72h between days
of evaluation and only one test per day was performed. Another test was performed only
when all familiarization days of the previous test had ended. All participants were advised
to maintain their regular daily activities, not to change diet or sleep patterns, and not
to perform any vigorous physical effort or to consume stimulant substances during data
collection. Furthermore, any behavior or health related changes that could influence
test performance were required to be reported to researchers. It was also recommended
that participants wear the same shoes during the familiarization sessions, except for
the flexibility and balance tests, which were performed without shoes. Prior to each test
assessment, the participants performed the same structured warm-up that consisted of 10
minutes of light running and dynamic exercises, described previously [32]. A pilot study
with five participants with similar characteristics to the sample, but not included in this
study, was conducted to analyze the participants' acceptance and motivation to perform
the study procedures, adjust the specified instruction for each test, and adjust the time
required to perform the tests.

Speed
Speed was assessed using 10 and 20m sprint times. The participants positioned themselves
at the starting line and after a visual signal ran to the finish line at 10 or 20 meters. The
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time was recorded using a stopwatch (HS-70W-1DF, Casio, Shibuya, Japan) with a precision
of tenths of a second. The better of two attempts was recorded. The reliability of these
tests is high among young people as described elsewhere [33] as well as the validity of
the manual time measurement [10].

Agility

The modified T-test was used to assess agility according to procedures described by Sassi
et al. [34]. From the standing initial position (A), the participant sprinted 5m forward (B),
2.5m from the right side run (C), 5m from the left side run (D), 2.5m from the right side
run (B), and ran 5m backward (A). Each point (A, B, C and D) was demarked with cones
and the participant was required to touch the cones with their hands. The better of two
attempts was recorded.

Flexibility

Flexibility was assessed using the sit and reach test proposed by Wells and Dillon [35].
The test requires a sturdy box measuring 30.5 x 30.5 x 30.5 cm with an extension of 23
cm. The participant sits down in front of the box with the knees below the box extension,
with both legs extended and the soles of both feet supported on the side of the box below
the extension. With the arms extended forward and the hands placed down on the upper
surface of the extension scale, the participant inclines the trunk and reaches as far as
possible along the graduated tape, remaining for one second. The better of two attempts
was recorded.

Explosive strength

Two tests were adopted to evaluate explosive strength, long jump and sextuple long jump.
For both tests, a measuring tape was used on the ground. The participants positioned
themselves with feet together at the starting line. To perform the long jump, it was
necessary to perform a countermovement jump, and the distance was measured from the
starting line until the back of the landing heel. The procedures of the sextuple jump were
similar to the long jump; however, the participant was required to perform six unilateral
jumps, alternating the legs, and landing as far as possible from the starting line. The
better of two attempts was recorded. The reliability of the tests is high, with an intraclass
coefficient correlation of 0.90 [33].

Muscular endurance

The curl-up and 90° push-up tests were used to evaluate muscular endurance, adopting
the procedures described by Welk et al. [36]. Push-up: The participant remained in a prone
position on the mat, with hands placed slightly wider than the shoulders, fingers stretched
out, legs straight apart, and tip of the toes touching the ground. The participants were
required to push-up and flex the elbows until 90° maintaining legs and back straight,
performing as many repetitions as possible. Curl-up: The participant started in a supine
position on the mat, with knees at an angle of 140°, feet on the ground, legs slightly apart,
arms parallel to the trunk, with palms down on the mat. At the fingertips, a 12 cm wide
measuring tape was inserted under the legs. The movement consisted of slow curl-ups,
sliding fingers across the measuring tape until fingers reach the other side and returning
to the initial position until the head touched the mat. The participants performed as
many repetitions as possible. An electronic device was used to control the velocity of the
repetition of one push-up or curl-up in each three seconds.

Postural balance

Postural balance was assessed using the Flamingo test [37]. An apparatus 3cm wide, 5
cm high, and 50cm long was used to conduct the test. The participant was positioned with
one foot under the apparatus, holding the opposite leg flexed close to body, with eyes open

www.balticsportscience.com 50



Baltic Journal of Health and Physical Activity 2020; 12 (4): 47-57
Journal of Gdansk University of Physical Education and Sport
e-ISSN 2080-9999

and head in an anatomical position. The participant was required to remain in the same
position for one minute and each fall (touch on the ground or being unable to hold the
leg) of the apparatus was counted as one point, and time was stopped. Before starting,
the participants chose their preferred leg to perform the test.

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

Descriptive statistics were performed using mean, standard deviation, confidence interval
of 95% (CI95%), and interquartile range, when appropriate. The intraclass correlation
coefficient and the CI95% were used to analyze the reliability of measures, and the

following classification was adopted: values less than 0.5 indicate poor reliability, values
between 0.5 and 0.75 moderate reliability, values between 0.75 and 0.9 good reliability, and
values greater than 0.90 excellent reliability [38]. Student's T-test for independent samples
was performed to compare physical fitness between participants who practice sports and
those who do not practice sports. The comparison of physical fitness between the four
days of familiarization was performed using Analysis of Variance for Repeated Measures.
The Greenhouse-Geisser correction was adopted when appropriate, and Bonferroni Post-
hoc was used when a significant difference (P<0.05) was detected. Mean and percentage
differences between days 1 and 4 were also calculated. The effect sizes between the first
and fourth days of familiarization were calculated according to Cohen s procedures (Mean
post - mean pre/mean standard deviation) and interpreted using the following thresholds:
<0.2, trivial; 0.2-0.6, small; 0.6-1.2, moderate; 1.2-2.0, large; 2.0-4.0, very large; and >4.0,
nearly perfect [39]. Finally, a magnitude-based inference was conducted between days of
familiarization according to procedures proposed by Batterham and Hopkins [40], using
a specific spreadsheet. The smallest worthwhile change was determined by multiplying
standard deviation of pre-values by 0.3 (small effect). The probability of finding differences
in the variables tested was estimated, with qualitative thresholds as follows: <1%, almost
certainly not; 1-5%, very unlikely; 5-25%, unlikely; 25-75%, possible; 75-95%, likely;
95-99%, very likely; >99%, almost certain [41]. All analyses were conducted using the
statistical software package IBM SPSS 21 (SPSS Inc. Chicago, IL) and Microsoft Office

Excel for Windows® software (Washington, United States).

RESULTS

The sample was composed of 20 adolescents (10 boys and 10 girls) with a mean age of
15.46 £0.61 yrs, height 1.68 +£0.08 m, and weight 62.09 £15.23 kg. The participants
presented habitual moderate to vigorous physical activity of 281.67 +281.93 minutes/
week, and six participants were considered physically active according to the WHO
guideline (60 minutes of moderate to vigorous physical activity daily). Furthermore, all
participants reported participating in physical education classes twice a week, and eight
adolescents were informal sport practitioners (infrequent practice). No differences were
found between adolescents who practice sports and those who did not practice sports in
any of the analyzed fitness tests (P>0.05).

The performance in fitness tests on each day of familiarization is described in Table 1.
There were no significant differences between the four days of tests for 10 and 20m sprints,
agility, flexibility, long jump, or sextuple jump. However, significantly higher performances
were observed in the push-ups, curl-ups, and the Flamingo test on the third and fourth
days of familiarization compared to the first one (P<0.05). For the push-up test, the fourth
day was also different compared to the second one (P<0.05).
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Table 1. Comparison of performance in fitness tests on the four days of familiarization
|

Variables Day 1 Day 2 Day 3 Day 4
10m sprint (s) 2.09 (0.18) 2.05(0.15) 2.07 (0.16) 2.03(0.15)
20m sprint (s) 3.56 (0.29) 3.57 (0.29) 3.45 (0.84) 3.55(0.32)

Agility (s) 6.85 (0.35) 6.72 (0.21) 6.81 (0.37) 6.62 (0.42)
Flexibility (cm) 30.97 (8.69) 31.07 (9.08) 30.52 (8.73) 31.32 (8.53)
Long jump (m) 1.69 (0.37) 1.71 (0.42) 1.70 (0.40) 1.69 (0.41)
Push-up (rep) 14.50 (9.21) 16.25 (12.48) 18.60 (12.32)* 19.05 (12.61)*t
Curl-up (rep) 26.70 (7.21) 27.25(7.11) 30.50 (7.52)* 31.10 (7.45)*
Balance (att) 5.85 (3.43) 4.45 (3.37) 3.55(2.37)* 2.95 (2.35)*

Sextuple jump (m) 12.08 (1.44) 12.24 (1.53) 12.21 (1.61) 12.19 (1.46)

Values expressed as mean (standard deviation). * P<0.05 versus day 1; t+ P<0.05 versus day 2. s = seconds; m = meters; rep = repetitions;
= att = attempts.

Table 2 describes the results of the intraclass correlation coefficient, the absolute and
relative differences of the fourth day compared to the first day of familiarization, and
the effect sizes of the differences. According to the cut-offs adopted in the present study,
the Flamingo test presented poor reliability, while 10m sprint, curl-ups, and agility tests
presented moderate reliability. Good reliability was found for long jump, push-ups, and
20m sprint tests, while the flexibility and sextuple jump presented excellent reliability.
Higher relative differences were found for push-ups, curl-ups, and the Flamingo test while
lower values were described for 20m sprint, long jump, and sextuple jump. The tests that
presented higher magnitudes of effect sizes were agility, push-ups and curl-ups (trivial),
and general balance (small).

Results of the intraclass correlation coefficient between sessions one and two and one
and three were, respectively: 10m sprint (0.76 and 0.75), 20m sprint (0.91 and 0.70),
agility (0.66 and 0.73), flexibility (0.99 and 0.97), long jump (0.98 and 0.99), push-up (0.93
and 0.88), curl-up (0.90 and 0.81), balance (0.78 and 0.54), and sextuple jump (0.95 and
0.93); data not shown in tables.

Table 2. Intraclass correlation coefficient, relative and absolute differences, and effect sizes considering the first
and the fourth days of familiarization

Variables ICC (CI95%) Relative difference % Absolute difference Effect size
(IR) mean (CI195%)

10m sprint (s) 0.73 (0.32-0.89) -2.21(-2.53/6.47) -0.06 (-0.13/0.01) 0.37
20m sprint (s) 0.80 (0.51-0.92) 0.02 (-3.90/5.96) -0.008 (-0.12/0.11) 0.02
Agility (s) 0.75 (0.51-0.89) -1.84 (-7.91/0.85) -0.23 (-0.44/-0.03) 0.57
Flexibility (cm) 0.97 (0.03-0.98) 3.63(-2.53/6.47) 0.35(-0.65/1.35) 0.04
Long jump (m) 0.84 (0.66-0.93) 0.29 (-6.79/7.59) -0.005 (-0.11/0.10) 0.02
Push-up (rep) 0.79 (0.51-0.90) 25.83 (15.70/50.00) 4.55 (1.59/7.50) 0.41
Curl-up (rep) 0.65 (0.31-0.84) 11.32 (3.81/25.46) 4.40 (2.20/6.59) 0.56
Balance (att) 0.22 (0.23-0.59) -59.60 (-95.83/-28.75) -2.90 (-4.28/-1.51) 0.84
Sextuple jump (m) 0.92 (0.81-0.97) -0.44 (-2.04/2.30) 0.11 (-0.16/0.38) 0.07

ICC = Intraclass correlation coefficient; CI95% = 95% confidence interval; % = Difference expressed in percentages; IR = Percentiles 25
and 75 of interquartile range; s = seconds; m = meters; rep = repetitions; = att = attempts.

Table 3 presents the results of magnitude-based inferences for each studied test,
considering the mean differences between days of familiarization. The analysis of the
smallest worthwhile change revealed a possible beneficial effect of the familiarization
process for 10m sprint and a likely beneficial effect for agility, push-up, and curl-up tests.
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The balance test presented a very likely probability of having a beneficial effect of the
familiarization process, while for 20m sprint, flexibility, long jump, and sextuple jump the
effect was classified as very likely negligible.

Furthermore, the results for the second and third sessions compared to the first one
showed a likely beneficial effect of familiarization in the second session for the Flamingo
test (78.8%), and the third session for curl-ups (91.3%), push-ups (77.1%), and the Flamingo
test (94.8%); data not presented in tables.

Table 3. Magnitude-based inferences of each test studied considering the smallest worthwhile change between
first and fourth days of familiarization

Variables Beneficial or Substantially Negligible or Trivial Harmful or Substantially
Beneficial Harmful
10m sprint (s) 56.8 43.0 0.2
20m sprint (s) 0 100 0
Agility (s) 87.8 12.0 0.2
Flexibility (cm) 0 100 0
Long jump (m) 0.2 99.7 0.1
Push-up (rep) 91.2 8.8
Curl-up (rep) 94.4 5.6
Balance (att) 97.0 3.0
Sextuple jump (m) 18.5 74.6 6.9

Magnitude-based inferences according to procedures described by Batterham and Hopkins [37].

DISCUSSION

The main findings were that the familiarization procedure resulted in increased performance
in modified the T-drill, push-ups, curl-ups, and the Flamingo test, while no effects were
found for 10 and 20m sprint, sit-and -reach, long jump, and sextuple jump tests.

The results of the present study partially corroborate the information available in the
literature. Among children, it was found that at least three familiarization sessions are
necessary for polygon backward and polygon with turn, four sessions for vertical jump,
and six for long jump. The only test for which performance did not differ compared to the
initial session was the toe touch [15], as occurred in the present study for the sit-and-
reach test. In another study aimed at investigating the familiarization effect on motor
tests of preschool children, significant differences were described in the second session
of measurement compared to the first in countermovement jump, push-ups, curl-ups,
running speed, and agility, while no differences were found for squat jump or sit-and-
reach tests [16].

The comparison of the results of the present study with those that investigated samples
of children is difficult due to differences attributed to human development. No effect of
familiarization was expected among adolescents due to their better motor experiences,
competence, and, consequently, higher stage of motor development; however, an increase
in performance was found after familiarization sessions for some of the analyzed tests. In
fact, adolescents have a better profile of the above-described characteristics compared to
children, and some of the motor tasks assessed by the tests are specific, although there is
probably a transference of motor skills. For example, even though none of the participants
had previously performed any of the tests proposed in this study, the movements required
to perform the sit-and-reach test are commonly performed during physical education
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classes in stretching exercises, while 10 and 20m sprints are required during a variety
of sports game. The same occurs for long and sextuple jumps, which are movements
commonly performed in athletic contents during classes [42]. On the other hand, the
movements required for the execution of push-ups, curl-ups, and the Flamingo test are
specific and are not regularly included in the routine of physical education classes, which
could explain the positive effect of familiarization sessions.

The reliability of fitness performance was analyzed using intraclass correlation coefficients,

which ranged from 0.65 to 0.97, except for the Flamingo balance test that presented 0.22.
In general, the tests are considered reliable and these results are in line with previous
literature demonstrating test-retest reliability of field tests among adolescents [7, 9, 43,
44]. It is important to state that these coefficients are based on the first and fourth days of
familiarization, and coefficients based on the first and second days of familiarization were

similar or higher. These results indicate that despite presenting adequate reliability, there
is an effect of familiarization sessions that should not be disregarded. This affirmation

is supported by previous information provided by Lubans et al. [44], who suggested that
improvements in fitness performance during test-retest can be attributed to the learning
effect and, for this reason, it is necessary to include a more extensive familiarization process
to reduce the error associated with these tests. Future studies aimed at investigating
the reliability of physical fitness batteries should analyze the familiarization process, in
addition to test-retest results among adolescents to provide further information on quality
of measurements.

Unfortunately, no measure of muscle activity was performed; however, the information
from previous studies enables us to suppose the mechanisms that explain the effect of
familiarization session on some of the tests analyzed in the present study. First, motor
learning is highly influenced by practice [12-14], and the development of a new skill reflects
a new combination of muscle activations that results in improvements in performance
[45]. Furthermore, muscle activation is an important neural adaptation of physical training
that increases muscle strength over a period of days [46] and occurs due to increases
in motor unit firing rate, motor unit synchronization, and agonist-antagonist interaction
[46]. Since the participants of the study were not engaged in physical training, short-term
neural adaptations could explain the positive effect of familiarization even though some
of the tests required strength performance (push-ups and curl-ups). Another hypothesis is
that in the initial stage of learning a skill, there is unnecessary muscle activation, which
is inhibited due to increases in muscle coordination patterns after practice or feedback
[47, 48]. This can also be applied to the studied sample, as one of the inclusion criteria
was never having previously performed any of the tests.

The practical application of the present study is added information on the need to consider
an adequate familiarization process when using motor tests among non-athlete adolescents.
In experimental studies, the absence of adequate familiarization sessions can bias the
results, as it is not possible to control the effects of interventions and the possible effects
of participant familiarization when retested. According to the present results for muscular
endurance, familiarization is relevant when three or more assessments are required in a
study design, since a likely beneficial effect was found only in the third session compared
to the first. For the Flamingo test, there was a beneficial effect in the second familiarization
session, which implies that even in a design with pre-post measures, a familiarization
procedure is required. For the agility test, since a beneficial effect was found only on
the fourth day, the familiarization should be performed when the design requires four or
more assessments. However, in this case, although the effect of familiarization can be
disregarded, the results of tests could be lower compared to the situation where complete
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familiarization sessions are performed. When physical fitness tests are administered
in cross-sectional studies, the tests are administered only once so the familiarization
procedure becomes unviable due to the large sample size [4] and other procedures that
are commonly performed in this type of study. This could result in underestimation of
performance and a lower prevalence of the outcome, when the test has a cut-off as occurs
with curl-ups and push-ups [36].

The limitations of the study should be considered when generalizing the results. Four
sessions of familiarization were performed, which prevents us from knowing if there
is an effect of more days of practice on motor performance. A cardiorespiratory fitness
test was not conducted, as it imposes a maximal effort on the cardiorespiratory system
of the participants, which prevents repeated performance of the test. The sample size is
another relevant limitation, since it prevented stratification of the analysis according to
sex, age, maturational status, motor competence, training status, or the level of physical
activity. The absence of a physiological or psychological measurement does not allow us
to understand if neural mechanisms could explain the effect of familiarization sessions
on the increase in test performance or if it can be attributed to other pathways, such as
motivation resulting from learning. Future studies should consider these limitations, as well
as the gaps left by previous studies that sought to investigate the effect of familiarization
on motor performance.

CONCLUSION

All the analyzed tests presented acceptable reliability between days. The results of both
traditional statistic inference (analysis of variance) and magnitude-based inference indicate
that at least three sessions of familiarization are required for push-ups, curl-ups, and the
Flamingo balance test. However, considering the smallest worthwhile change, performing
four familiarization sessions is suggested for the agility test, since a possible effect between
days was found. For 10 and 20m sprints, sit-and-reach, long jump, and sextuple jump,
a single day of familiarization is sufficient, since no mean differences were found and
the effect between days was considered negligible. Researchers and teachers should
consider the familiarization process to prevent bias related to the learning effect when
using physical fitness tests among adolescents.

REFERENCES

[1] Caspersen CJ, Powell KE, Christenson GM. Physical activity, exercise, and physical fitness: definitions and distinctions
for health-related research. Public Health Rep. 1985;100:126-31.

[2] Corbin CB, Lindsey R, Welk G. Concepts of physical fitness: Active lifestyles for wellness. McGraw-Hill; 2008.p.482.

[3] Gaudion SL, Doma K, Sinclair W, Banyard HG, Woods CT. Identifying the physical fitness, anthropometric and
athletic movement qualities discriminant of developmental level in elite junior Australian football: Implications for
the development of talent. J Strength Cond Res. 2017;31:1830-39. https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000001682

[4] Tomkinson GR, Carver KD, Atkinson F, et al. European normative values for physical fitness in children and
adolescents aged 9-17 years: results from 2 779 165 Eurofit performances representing 30 countries. Br J Sports
Med. 2018;52:1445-56. https://doi.org/10.1136/bjsports-2017-098253

[5] Andrade S, Lachat C, Cardon G, et al. Two years of school-based intervention program could improve the physical
fitness among Ecuadorian adolescents at health risk: subgroups analysis from a cluster-randomized trial. BMC
Pediatr. 2016;16:51. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12887-016-0588-8.

[6] Gracia-Marco L, Bel-Serrat S, Cuenca-Garcia M, et al. Amino acids intake and physical fitness among adolescents.
Amino Acids. 2017;49:1041-52. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00726-017-2393-6

[7]1 Artero EG, Espana-Romero V, Castro-Pinero ], et al. Reliability of field-based fitness tests in youth. Int J Sports Med.
2011;32:159-69. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0030-1268488

[8] Fernandez-Santos JR, Ruiz JR, Cohen DD, Gonzalez-Montesinos JL, Castro-Pifiero J. Reliability and validity of tests
to assess lower-body muscular power in children. J Strength Cond Res. 2015;29:2277-85. https://doi.org/10.1519/
JSC.0000000000000864

[9] RuizJR, Castro-Pifiero J, Espaiia-Romero V, et al. Field-based fitness assessment in young people: the ALPHA health-
related fitness test battery for children and adolescents. Br J Sports Med. 2011;45:518-24. https://doi.org/10.1136/
bjsm.2010.075341

www.balticsportscience.com 55


https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000001682
https://doi.org/10.1136/bjsports-2017-098253
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12887-016-0588-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00726-017-2393-6
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0030-1268488
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000000864
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000000864
https://doi.org/10.1136/bjsm.2010.075341
https://doi.org/10.1136/bjsm.2010.075341

Coledam DHC, de Oliveira RDC.
Physical fitness assessment among non-athlete adolescents
Balt ] Health Phys Act. 2020;12(4):47-57

[10] Vicente-Rodriguez G, Rey-Lépez JP, Ruiz JR, et al. Interrater reliability and time measurement validity of speed-agility
field tests in adolescents. J Strength Cond Res. 2011;25:2059-63. https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181e742fe

[11] Stewart PF, Turner AN, Miller SC. Reliability, factorial validity, and interrelationships of five commonly used change
of direction speed tests. Scand J Med Sci Sports. 2014;24:500-06. https://doi.org/10.1111/sms.12019

[12] Dayan E, Gohen JG. Neuroplasticity subserving motor skill learning. Neuron. 2011;72:443-54. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
neuron.2011.10.008

[13] Doyon J, Penhune V, Ungerleider LG. Distinct contribution of the cortico-striatal and cortico-cerebellar systems to
motor skill learning. Neuropsychologia. 2003;41:252-62. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0028-3932(02)00158-6

[14] Adi-Japha E, Berke R, Shaya N, Julius MS. Different post-training processes in children's and adults' motor skill
learning. PLoS One. 2019;14:e0210658. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210658

[15] Vrbik I, Spori$ G, Stefan L, Madi¢ D, Trajkovié N, Valantine I, Milanovi¢ Z. The influence of familiarization on physical
fitness test results in primary school-aged children. Pediatr Exerc Sci. 2017;29:278-84. https://doi.org/10.1123/
pes.2016-0091

[16] Mededovi¢ B, Romanov R, Zubanov V, Peri¢ D, Stupar D, Ahmetovi¢ Z. Influence of familiarization on preschool
children's motor tests results. Acta Gymnica. 2018;48:161-6. https://doi.org/10.5507/ag.2018.020

[17] Diaz-Soler MA, Vaquero-Cristébal R, Espejo-Antunez L. Efecto de un protocolo de calentamiento en la distancia
alcanzada en el test sit-and-reach en alumnos adolescentes [The effect of a warm-up protocol on the sit-and-reach
test score in adolescent students]. Nutr Hosp. 2015;31:2618-23. https://doi.org/10.3305/nh.2015.31.6.8858

[18] Moraes E, Fleck S], Dias MR, Simao R. Effects on strength, power, and flexibility in adolescents of nonperiodized
vs. daily nonlinear periodized weight training. J Strength Cond Res. 2013;27:3310-21. https://doi.org/10.1519/
JSC.0b013e31828de8c3

[19] Kennedy SG, Smith JJ, Morgan PJ, et al. Implementing resistance training in secondary schools: a cluster randomized
controlled trial. Med Sci Sports Exerc. 2018;50:62-72. https://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0000000000001410

[20] Eather N, Morgan PJ, Lubans DR. Improving health-related fitness in adolescents: the CrossFit Teens™ randomised
controlled trial. ] Sports Sci. 2016;34:209-23. https://doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2015.1045925

[21] Costa AM, Gil MH, Sousa AC, Ensinas V, Espada MC, Pereira A. Effects of concurrent strength and endurance training
sequence order on physical fitness performance in adolescent students. ] Phys Educ Sport. 2016;16:1202-06. https://
doi.org/10.7752/jpes.2016.04191

[22] Larsen MN, Nielsen CM, @rntoft C, et al. Fitness Effects of 10-month frequent low-volume ball game training or interval
running for 8-10-year-old school children. Biomed Res Int. 2017;2719752. https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/2719752

[23] Aalizadeh B, Mohammadzadeh H, Khazani A, Dadras A. Effect of a trampoline exercise on the anthropometric measures
and motor performance of adolescent students. Int ] Prev Med. 2016;7:91. https://doi.org/10.4103/2008-7802.186225

[24] Mayorga-Vega D, Viciana J, Cocca A. Effects of a circuit training program on muscular and cardiovascular endurance
and their maintenance in schoolchildren. ] Hum Kinet. 2013;37:153-160. https://doi.org/10.2478/hukin-2013-0036

[25] Alberga AS, Prud’homme D, Sigal R], et al. Effects of aerobic training, resistance training, or both on cardiorespiratory
and musculoskeletal fitness in adolescents with obesity: the HEARTY trial. Appl Physiol Nutr Metab. 2015;41:255-65.
https://doi.org/10.1139/apnm-2015-0413

[26] Coledam DHC, Arruda GD, Oliveira AD. Efeitos de um programa de exercicios no desempenho de criangas nos
testes de flexibilidade e impulsdo vertical [Effects of an exercise program on children's flexibility and vertical jump
performance]. Motriz. 2012;18:515-25. https://doi.org/10.1590/S1980-65742012000300012

[27] Yanci ], Reina R, Los Arcos A, Camara J. Effects of different contextual interference training programs on straight
sprinting and agility performance of primary school students. J Sports Sci Med. 2013;12:601-7.

[28] Faigenbaum AD, Bush JA, McLoone RP, et al. Benefits of strength and skill-based training during primary school
physical education. J Strength Cond Res. 2015;29:1255-62. https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000000812

[29] 29. Hammami A, Randers MB, Kasmi S, Razgallah M, Tabka Z, Chamari K, Bouhlel E. Effects of soccer training
on health-related physical fitness measures in male adolescents. J Sport Health Sci. 2018;7:169-75. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jshs.2017.10.009

[30] Winwood PW, Buckley JJ. Short-term effects of resistance training modalities on performance measures in male
adolescents. J Strength Cond Res. 2019;33:641-50. https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000001992

[31] Faigenbaum AD, Milliken L, Moulton L, Westcott WL. Early muscular fitness adaptations in children in response to
two different resistance training regimens. Pediatr Exerc Sci. 2005;17:237-48. https://doi.org/10.1123/pes.17.3.237

[32] Coledam DHC, Paludo AC, Oliveira ARD, Dos-Santos JW. Dynamic exercise versus tag game warm up: the acute effect
on agility and vertical jump in children. ] Hum Sport Exerc. 2012;7:243-53. https://doi.org/10.4100/jhse.2012.71.03

[33] Coledam DHC, Arruda GAD, dos-Santos JW, Oliveira ARD. Relagao dos saltos vertical, horizontal e séxtuplo com
a agilidade e velocidade em criancas. [Relationship of vertical, horizontal and sextuple jumps with agility and
speed in children]. Revista Brasileira de Educagao Fisica e Esporte. 2013;27:43-53. https://doi.org/10.1590/S1807-
55092013000100005

[34] Sassi RH, Dardouri W, Yahmed MH, Gmada N, Mahfoudhi ME, Gharbi Z. Relative and absolute reliability of a modified
agility T-test and its relationship with vertical jump and straight sprint. J Strength Cond Res. 2009;23;1644-51.
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181b425d2

[35] Wells KF, Dillon EK. The sit and reach: a test of back and leg flexibility. Res Q. 1952;23:115-8. https://doi.org/10.1
080/10671188.1952.10761965

[36] Meredith MD, Welk G. Fitnessgram and Activitygram Test Administration Manual - Updated 4th Edition. Human
Kinetics; 2008, 142.

[37] Adam CVM, Klissouras R, Ravazollo, W. Renson, and W. Tuxworth. EUROFIT: European test of Physical Fitness.
Rome: Council of Europe, Committee for the Development of Sport; 1988, p.72.

[38] Koo TK, Li MY. A guideline of selecting and reporting intraclass correlation coefficients for reliability research. J
Chiropr Med. 2016;15:155-63. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcm.2016.02.012

www.balticsportscience.com 56


https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181e742fe
https://doi.org/10.1111/sms.12019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2011.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2011.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0028-3932(02)00158-6
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210658
https://doi.org/10.1123/pes.2016-0091
https://doi.org/10.1123/pes.2016-0091
https://doi.org/10.5507/ag.2018.020
https://doi.org/10.3305/nh.2015.31.6.8858
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e31828de8c3
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e31828de8c3
https://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0000000000001410
https://doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2015.1045925
https://doi.org/10.7752/jpes.2016.04191
https://doi.org/10.7752/jpes.2016.04191
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/2719752
https://doi.org/10.4103/2008-7802.186225
https://doi.org/10.2478/hukin-2013-0036
https://doi.org/10.1139/apnm-2015-0413
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1980-65742012000300012
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000000812
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jshs.2017.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jshs.2017.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000001992
https://doi.org/10.1123/pes.17.3.237
https://doi.org/10.4100/jhse.2012.71.03
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1807-55092013000100005
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1807-55092013000100005
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181b425d2
https://doi.org/10.1080/10671188.1952.10761965
https://doi.org/10.1080/10671188.1952.10761965
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcm.2016.02.012

Baltic Journal of Health and Physical Activity 2020; 12 (4): 47-57
Journal of Gdansk University of Physical Education and Sport
e-ISSN 2080-9999

[39] Hopkins WG. Measures of reliability in sports medicine and science. Sport Med. 2000;30:1-15. https://doi.
org/10.2165/00007256-200030010-00001

[40] Batterham AM, Hopkins WG. Making meaningful inferences about magnitudes. Int J Sport Physiol Perform. 2006;1:50-
57. https://doi.org/10.1123/ijspp.1.1.50

[41] Hopkins W, Marshall S, Batterham A, Hanin J. Progressive statistics for studies in sports medicine and exercise
science. Med Sci Sports Exerc. 2009;41:3-13. https://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0b013e31818ch278

[42] Pereira J, Araujo R, Farias C, Bessa C, Mesquita I. Sport education and direct instruction units: Comparison of student
knowledge development in athletics. J Sport Sci Med. 2016;15:569-77.

[43] Ramirez-Vélez R, Rodrigues-Bezerra D, Correa-Bautista JE, Izquierdo M, Lobelo F. Reliability of health-related physical
fitness tests among Colombian children and adolescents: the FUPRECOL study. PLoS One. 2015;10:e0140875. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140875

[44] Lubans DR, Morgan P, Callister R, Plotnikoff RC, Eather N, Riley N, et al. Test-retest reliability of a battery of field-
based health-related fitness measures for adolescents. J Sport Sci. 2011;29:685-93. https://doi.org/10.1080/02640
414.2010.551215

[45] Krakauer JW, Hadjiosif AM, Xu J, Wong AL, Haith AM. Motor learning. Comprehen Physiol. 2019;9:613-63. https://
doi.org/10.1002/cphy.c170043.

[46] Gabriel DA, Kamen G, Frost G. Neural adaptations to resistive exercise. Sport Med. 2006;36:133-49. https://doi.
org/10.2165/00007256-200636020-00004

[47] Lay BS, Sparrow WA, Hughes KM, O’Dwyer NJ. Practice effects on coordination and control, metabolic energy
expenditure, and muscle activation. Hum Mov Sci. 2002;21:807-30. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-9457(02)00166-5

[48] Vieira TM, Baudry S, Botter A. Young, healthy subjects can reduce the activity of calf muscles when provided with
EMG biofeedback in upright stance. Front Physiol. 2016;7:158. https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2016.00158

Cite this article as:
Coledam DHC, de Oliveira RDC.

Assessment of physical fitness among non-athlete adolescents: Effect of familiarization sessions
Balt ] Health Phys Act. 2020;12(4):47
doi: 10.29359/BJHPA.12.4.05

www.balticsportscience.com 57


https://doi.org/10.2165/00007256-200030010-00001
https://doi.org/10.2165/00007256-200030010-00001
https://doi.org/10.1123/ijspp.1.1.50
https://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0b013e31818cb278
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140875
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140875
https://doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2010.551215
https://doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2010.551215
https://doi.org/10.1002/cphy.c170043. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/cphy.c170043. 
https://doi.org/10.2165/00007256-200636020-00004 
https://doi.org/10.2165/00007256-200636020-00004 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-9457(02)00166-5
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2016.00158 

