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Abstract: The aim of this study was to investigate differences in the physical (locomotor activities) and
physiological (Banister’s training impulse) in-season training load between starters and substitutes in
a well-trained junior soccer team. Physical performance variables from the Polar Team Pro system
were collected and analyzed from a sample of junior soccer players (N = 18; age = 15.7 ± 0.5 years;
stature, 177.9 ± 4.6 cm; body mass, 67.1 ± 5.5 kg). The study analyzed a total of 10 matches and
38 training sessions during the 2018 season with linear mixed models. The players from the starting
line-ups demonstrated significantly higher average weekly physical load compared to the non-starters
with respect to all variables: distance (total, running, high-speed running, and sprint) [F (1, 573) ≥ 66,
p < 0.001, eta = 0.10], number of accelerations and sprints [F (1, 573) ≥ 66, p < 0.001, eta = 0.10], as well
as Banister’s training impulse (TRIMP) [F (1, 569) = 10, p < 0.001, eta = 0.02]. Evidence from this
study indicates that a large amount of weekly accumulated high-speed running and sprint distances
is related to match playing time. Therefore, weekly fitness-related adaptations in running at high
speeds seem to favor the starters in a soccer team.

Keywords: soccer; training process; training load; soccer match; acceleration; sprint; high-speed
running; Banister TRIMP

1. Introduction

Understanding the physical demands of football (soccer) requires accurate and objective
quantification of the players’ match activities [1–4]. It is well established that football is characterized
by both low- (e.g., standing and walking) and high-intensity (e.g., running and sprinting) locomotor
activities [5–7]. Along with football-specific behaviors such as tackles, turns, headers, and dribbles,
these activities constitute the total physical load a player experiences during a match [8]. Recently,
attempts have been made to quantify the total physical load through internal and external load
variables, e.g., heart rate measurements, ratings of perceived exertion (RPE) and training impulse
(internal), or by measuring locomotor variables through time–motion analysis systems (external) [1,9].
The external load is important for understanding the total work completed and the physical capacities
of individual players, whereas the internal load is important for determining the physiological
training load and subsequent adaptations [10]. As both external and internal loads are important for
understanding overall training loads, a combination of both may be crucial in monitoring training [10].
The evolution of global positioning systems (GPS) now allows for valid and reliable estimates of
the external load during both training and matches for soccer players. Furthermore, many of these
systems also include heart rate measurement which allows to estimate the internal load accumulated
by individual players.

Monitoring of training in soccer is applied for optimizing practice schedules and subsequent
adaptations for increasing match performance. This monitoring allows the identification of the training
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status based upon both physiological and physical (locomotor distance and speed) variables. Moreover,
the same monitoring could also be used to reduce the risk of non-functional overreaching which may
lead to illness and injury [10]. Match play is typically associated with a higher amount of high-intensity
running compared to training [11]. Moreover, one study conducted on professional soccer players
demonstrated significant positive correlations between accumulated playing time in matches and
aspects of physical performance, including sprint performance and muscle strength [11]. Discrepancies
in both internal and external weekly accumulated load could lead to differences in important aspects of
soccer-specific fitness between individuals based on different match playing times. Anderson et al. [12]
reported that players who started a match generally covered longer running, high-speed running,
and sprinting distances than non-starting players, and this difference was largely due to differences
in accumulated playing time. Furthermore, a number of studies have shown that it seems difficult
to re-create the high-intensity running associated with match play during training sessions, and this
seems particularly true for high-speed running and sprinting [12,13]. Similarly, player accelerations
in both training and matches need further research [14], as the number of accelerations is found to
decrease throughout the match. Thus, it constitutes an important physical capacity that needs to be
included in training schedules [15,16].

Impellizzeri and colleagues showed in a 2005 review that in Italian professional soccer players,
one match in a week including five training sessions represents on average 25% of the total weekly
internal training load (RPE-training load) [17]. The dominant role of the match in the weekly cycle
with respect to both internal and external training loads seems to suggest that longer individual
match playing time might favor those players (i.e., the starters) in improvement and maintenance
of physical capacities relevant for soccer performance. As a consequence, starters and non-starters
might demonstrate different physiological adaptations across time. For junior players, the adaptations
across time would perhaps be more important given that matches are an important part of their
soccer-specific practice. In addition, within these age groups, small differences in training load per
week could amount to considerable differences across the complete training process from junior to
senior level. However, most previous comparisons between starters and non-starters were made at the
senior and elite levels. These soccer clubs have a second team where non-starters have considerable
match opportunities, as well as resources to “take care” of the non-starters. Therefore, this study
aimed to investigate differences between starters and non-starters in a club with only one U16 (15- and
16-year-old) boys team. Thus, the principal aim of this study was to investigate differences in physical
(total distance, running distance, high-intensity running distance, numbers and distance of sprints,
and numbers of acceleration) and physiological (Banister’s training impulse) in-season training load
between starters and non-starters in a well-trained junior soccer team.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Subjects

The data for this study were collected from male junior soccer players from all outfield positions
competing in the Norwegian junior league (N = 18; age = 15.7 ± 0.5 years; stature = 177.9 ± 4.6 cm;
body mass = 67.1 ± 5.5 kg). Physical performance variables from a total of 10 matches and 38 training
sessions during the 2018 season were collected and analyzed. The selected team is among the
best-ranked junior soccer teams in the region. Players’ mean Yo-Yo intermittent recovery 1-test
distance was 1580 ± 494.5 m, and average 20 m sprint time was 3.05 ± 0.1 s. Following an explanation
of the procedures, all participants and parents gave verbal informed consent to participate in the study.
The study was conducted according to the Declaration of Helsinki (2013).

2.2. Measurement

To monitor and evaluate the training load in junior soccer players, a Polar Team Pro tracking
system based on GPS technology was applied to assess match and training loads of junior soccer
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players across 10 weeks. Players’ movements were measured by a sensor located on the chest,
which continuously monitored the players’ heart rate, total distance, distance in different speed
zones, and accelerations (https://www.polar.com/en/b2b_products/team_sports/team_pro). Speed,
distance, and acceleration variables were registered at 10 Hz, whereas heart rate was sampled
at 1 Hz. The following locomotor categories were selected for this investigation: running (from
11.0 to 14.9 km·h−1), High-Speed Running (HSR) (from 15.0 to 18.9 km·h−1), and sprinting
(≥19.00 km· h−1). These speed zones were the default settings customized for soccer by the producer
(https://www.polar.com/en/b2b_products/team_sports/team_pro). This HSR zone is classified
as high-intensity running in other investigations, whereas the sprint zone is classified as very
high-intensity running for elite male soccer players [4]. Acceleration was measured as the number
of accelerations ≥ 2.0 m·s−2 [14]. After training and matches, the data were stored in a cloud-based
server database for further off-line processing.

2.3. Procedures

Monitoring of the junior soccer players was done in-season during the months of August,
September, and October. In total, this study tracked 10 weeks of training with one match (on Sundays)
a week. Based on the players’ game-playing time in the match each week, players were divided
into two separate groups: (1) Starters (Inclusion criteria: Played 60–80 min of 80 total min) and (2)
Non-starters (Inclusion criteria: played 0–30 min of 80 total min). For the purposes of the current
study, the training sessions included for analysis consisted of all the “on-pitch” training sessions each
player was scheduled to undertake. The training load from strength training was not quantified in
this study but it was similar between starters and non-starters (one training a week). The subjects
had team practice 4 days a week (Tuesday–Friday). The data collection for the matches was carried
out at both home and away grounds and at the club’s outdoor training pitch for the training sessions.
The Banister’s training impulse (TRIMP) was calculated as described in Equation (1):

Training duration × ∆HR × 0.64e1.92x (1)

where ∆HR equals (HRexercise − HRrest)/(HRmax − HRrest), e is the Naperian logarithm having a value
of 2.712, x equals ∆HR, and 1.92 is a constant for males [18]. The values for Banister’s TRIMP were
expressed as arbitrary units (AU).

2.4. Statistical Analyses

Kolmogorov–Smirnov tests, histograms, and Q-Q plots were applied to confirm normality
assumptions of the variables. The potential differences in physical load variables between
matches/training and starters/non-starters were examined with linear mixed models, given that the
current dataset violated the assumption of independence across measures (>1 datapoint for each player).
In the analysis, match/training and starter/nonstarter were designated as fixed factors. In all pairwise
comparisons, the alpha was Bonferroni-corrected, and the partial eta squared (η2p) was applied as a
measure of effect size, where 0.01 < η2p < 0.06 constitutes a small effect, 0.06 < η2p < 0.14 constitutes
a medium effect, and η2p < 0.14 constitutes a large effect [19]. Statistical analysis was conducted in
PASW statistics 25.0 (IBM, New York, NY, USA), with p < 0.05 as a statistical significance criterion.

3. Results

3.1. Match versus Training

Across the entire sample, all physical load parameters were significantly (and substantially)
higher in matches compared to training: total, running, high-speed, sprint distances [F (1, 573) ≥ 209,
p < 0.001, eta ≥ 0.29], as well as number of sprints [F (1, 573) = 232, p < 0.001, eta = 0.27]. For these
variables, one match included the same load as 1.6 times the training, 2.1 times the training, 2.4 times
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the training, and 3.4 times the training for total, running, high-speed, and sprint distances, respectively.
In addition, the match load in number of sprints was similar to 2.3 times the training load. Significant,
but smaller differences between matches and training were found in the number of accelerations
[F (1, 573) = 4.64, p = 0.032, eta = 0.01] and Banister’s TRIMP [F (1, 573) = 25, p < 0.001, eta = 0.04].
For these variables, one match included the same load as 1.15 times the training and 1.3 times the
training for acceleration and Banister’s TRIMP, respectively.

3.2. Starters versus Non-Starters: Total Physical Performance, Match, and Training

As evident from Figure 1, the players from the starting line-ups demonstrated significantly
higher average physical load compared to the non-starters in all variables: distances (total, running,
high-speed running, and sprint) [F (1, 573) ≥ 66, p < 0.001, eta = 0.10], number of accelerations and
sprints [F (1, 573) ≥ 66, p < 0.001, eta = 0.10], as well as Banister’s TRIMP [F (1, 569) = 10, p = 0.002,
eta = 0.02].
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Figure 1. Weekly mean ± SD per session distance of high-speed running (A) and sprinting (B) for
starters (black bars) and non-starters (grey bars) in match (mean match), in combined training session
and match (total), and per training session in a week (training).Weekly mean ± SD per session number
of accelerations (≥ 2.0 m·s−2) (C) and Banister’s training impulse (TRIMP) (D) for starters (black bars)
and non-starters (grey bars) in match (mean match), in combined training session and match (total),
and per training session in a week (training). * = higher in starters vs. nonstarters (p < 0.001), # = higher
in nonstarters vs. starters (p < 0.001), ¥ = higher in match vs. training (p < 0.001).

As could be expected from the difference in accumulated match exposure, all physical load
parameters from matches were significantly lower in the non-starters compared to the starters: total,
running, high-speed running, and sprint distances [F (1, 108) ≥55, p < 0.001, eta ≥ 0.34], number
of accelerations and sprints [F (1, 108) ≥ 39, p < 0.001, eta ≥ 0.26], as well as Banister’s TRIMP
[F (1, 108) = 667, p < 0.001, eta = 0.86].

In the training data, the distance-related measures (total, running, high-speed running, and sprint)
were all significantly higher in starters versus non-starters [F (1, 463) ≥ 15, p < 0.001, eta ≥ 0.03].
A similar pattern was found for number of sprints and accelerations [F (1, 463) ≥ 26, p < 0.001,
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eta ≥ 0.05]. However, training-related Banister TRIMP scores were statistically higher among
non-starters compared to starters [F (1, 459) = 23, p < 0.001, eta = 0.05].

4. Discussion

The aim of the current study was to investigate differences in physical and physiological in-season
training load between starters and non-starters in a junior soccer team. Our main findings were that
the in-season physical training load was higher for starters than non-starters both in training and in
matches. Training-related Banister’s TRIMP were higher among non-starters compared to starters.
Further evidence from this study indicates that a large amount of weekly accumulated high-speed
running and sprint distances was related to match playing time. Therefore, the weekly fitness-related
adaptations in running at high speeds seem to favor the starters in a soccer team.

As evident from this study, small but significant differences in high-speed running, sprinting
distance, and number of sprints between starters and non-starters were detected in training.
These differences could be related to different factors and are in contrast to the findings by Anderson et
al., who did not find differences between starters and non-starters in these variables [12]. Match play
is typically associated with the highest amount of high-intensity running during a microcycle [12].
This will give starters a higher training load for high-intensity running weekly, which could influence
soccer-specific fitness positively in order to create a higher degree of high-speed running in both
matches and training. Thus, the high-speed running and sprinting demands seem difficult to recreate
in training, e.g., with various small- or medium-sided games. Even large-sided games during training
do not seem to fulfill the typical high-speed or sprint distance of official matches in elite soccer
players [20]. Another factor for training differences in high-speed running and sprinting is that the
starters may have higher soccer-related fitness and therefore, more substantial capacity for longer
distances at high-speeds in training. Nevertheless, in order to bridge the gap between starters and
non-starters, it seems important to pay attention to high-speed running variables in non-starters during
training. In a previous investigation on high-speed and sprinting distances in different-sided games in
training, Owen et al. found that high speed running and sprint distances were higher in large-sided
games compared to medium- and small-sided games [20]. However, the distances run by elite male
players at high speeds seemed to be lower in large-sided games than in official matches [21,22].
Although these findings were from elite male soccer players, the results from this study also suggest
a substantially smaller amount of high-speed running and sprint distance in training compared to
matches. In the current study, the sprint distances in matches for the starters were approximately
the same as the sprint distances accumulated in weekly training. Therefore, additional training of
high-speed and sprint running for non-starters might be important to consider in order to bridge the
gap between starters and non-starters for these variables.

Our data show small differences between matches and training in the number of accelerations.
For this variable, match performance was only 15% higher than the average training performance
for starters. Recent studies have investigated the importance of accelerations in soccer match play.
Akenhead et al. demonstrated that the number of accelerations is compromised following a peak
period of activity: the peak acceleration period was on average 148% of the mean, and the number
of accelerations in the following 5 min period was on average 10.4% lower than the mean [15].
Maintaining accelerations is very important for soccer performance, as up to 16% of the total player
match load is caused by accelerations and decelerations [14], and a soccer match might contain as
many as eight times more accelerations than sprints [4,23]. Nevertheless, unlike sprinting distance,
the number of accelerations seems to be a considerable part of the training sessions. Indeed,
recent findings indicate that small-sided games in training may have the same number of accelerations
(>2 m·s−2) as peak periods of official matches [24]. Despite a difference in accelerations between starters
and non-starters during training was confirmed, this difference had only a small effect. Similarly,
the difference in accelerations between matches and training had a small effect in starters. Therefore,
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it seems possible for coaches to recreate peak periods of accelerations from matches during training in
order to sufficiently stimulate adaptations.

Banister’s TRIMP was the only type of training load that was higher among non-starters compared
to starters in this study. Although the difference was small, all other external training load variables
were higher in starters compared to non-starters. Therefore, on the basis of the fact that a lower
external training load induces a higher internal training load in non-starters, one may argue for a
higher sport-specific fitness in the starters compared to the non-starters. Different small-sided games in
training are useful in order to create high internal intensity (high percent of maximal heart rate) [25,26].
Thus, the fact that starters in the current study demonstrated a slightly higher TRIMP compared to
non-starters in a weekly microcycle is related to match playing time. This in turn could cause different
long-term physiological adaptations between the groups, even if the weekly physiological training
load difference is small.

In conclusion, the results of the current study provide novel data on the challenge of conducting
training sessions that provide high enough training load in high-speed running and sprinting to
recreate the physical demands of matches. As a consequence of starters’ engagement in high-speed
activity in match play, it seems to be of importance that training programs are designed specifically for
non-starters in order to induce a training stimulus intense enough to create adaptations that maintain
and improve the squad’s overall soccer-specific fitness. Additional training for non-starters for the
high-speed variables seems very important, given that the sprint distance accumulated from one match
represents 3.4 times the “on-pitch” soccer trainings. Less match playing time and no additional training
in high-speed variables could thus potentially lead to reductions in the training status of non-starters
with respect to this variable. Thus, coaches should be aware of and compensate for the discrepancy in
the weekly training load for distances run at high-speeds between starters and non-starters.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, T.D. and H.L.; methodology, T.D. and H.L.; software, T.D. and H.L.;
validation, T.D. and H.L.; formal analysis, T.D. and H.L.; investigation, T.D.; resources, T.D. and H.L.; data curation,
T.D. and H.L.; writing—original draft preparation, T.D. and H.L.; writing—review and editing, T.D. and H.L.;
visualization, T.D. and H.L.; supervision, T.D. and H.L.; project administration, T.D.; funding acquisition, T.D.

Funding: No financial support was received for this project.

Acknowledgments: We thank the players for their effort throughout the period.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. No professional relationship with companies or
manufacturers of the measurement tools used in this project exists.

References

1. Rebelo, A.; Brito, J.; Seabra, A.; Oliveira, J.; Drust, B.; Krustrup, P. A new tool to measure training load in
soccer training and match play. Int. J. Sports Med. 2012, 33, 297–304. [CrossRef]

2. Johnston, R.J.; Watsford, M.L.; Pine, M.J.; Spurrs, R.W.; Murphy, A.J.; Pruyn, E.C. The validity and reliability
of 5-hz global positioning system units to measure team sport movement demands. J. Strength Cond. Res.
2012, 26, 758–765. [CrossRef]

3. Dwyer, D.B.; Gabbett, T.J. Global positioning system data analysis: Velocity ranges and a new definition of
sprinting for field sport athletes. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2012, 26, 818–824. [CrossRef]

4. Bradley, P.S.; Di Mascio, M.; Peart, D.; Olsen, P.; Sheldon, B. High-intensity activity profiles of elite soccer
players at different performance levels. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2010, 24, 2343–2351. [CrossRef]

5. Ingebrigtsen, J.; Bendiksen, M.; Randers, M.B.; Castagna, C.; Krustrup, P.; Holtermann, A. Yo-yo ir2 testing
of elite and sub-elite soccer players: Performance, heart rate response and correlations to other interval tests.
J. Sports Sci. 2012, 30, 1337–1345. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Bloomfield, J.; Polman, R.; O’Donoghue, P. Physical demands of different positions in fa premier league
soccer. J. Sports Sci. Med. 2007, 6, 63–70. [PubMed]

7. Krustrup, P.; Andersson, H.; Mohr, M.; Randers, M.B.; Jensen, J.M.; Zebis, M.; Kirkendal, D.; Bangsbo, J.
Match Activities and Fatigue Development of Elite Female Soccer Players at Different Levels of Competition; Reilly, T.,
Korkusuz, F., Eds.; Taylor & Francis Group: Abingdon-on-Thames, UK, 2009.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-0031-1297952
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e318225f161
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3182276555
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181aeb1b3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2012.711484
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22867048
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24149226


Sports 2019, 7, 70 7 of 7

8. Mallo, J.; Navarro, E. Physical load imposed on soccer players during small-sided training games. J. Sports
Med. Phys. Fit. 2008, 48, 166–171.

9. Randers, M.B.; Mujika, I.; Hewitt, A.; Santisteban, J.; Bischoff, R.; Solano, R.; Zubillaga, A.; Peltola, E.;
Krustrup, P.; Mohr, M. Application of four different football match analysis systems: A comparative study.
J. Sports Sci. 2010, 28, 171–182. [CrossRef]

10. Halson, S. Monitoring training load to understand fatigue in athletes. Sports Med. 2014, 44, 139–147.
[CrossRef]

11. Silva, J.R.; Magalhães, J.F.; Ascensão, A.A.; Oliveira, E.M.; Seabra, A.F.; Rebelo, A.N. Individual match playing
time during the season affects fitness-related parameters of male professional soccer players. J. Strength
Cond. Res. 2011, 25, 2729–2739. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Anderson, L.; Orme, P.; Di Michele, R.; Close, G.L.; Milsom, J.; Morgans, R.; Drust, B.; Morton, J.P.
Quantification of seasonal-long physical load in soccer players with different starting status from the
english premier league: Implications for maintaining squad physical fitness. Int. J. Sports Physiol. Perform.
2016, 11, 1038–1046. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Morgans, R.; Di Michele, R.; Drust, B. Soccer match play as an important component of the power-training
stimulus in premier league players. Int. J. Sports Physiol. Perform. 2018, 13, 665–667. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Dalen, T.; Ingebrigtsen, J.; Ettema, G.; Hjelde, G.H.; Wisløff, U. Player load, acceleration, and deceleration
during forty-five competitive matches of elite soccer. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2016, 30, 351–359. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

15. Akenhead, R.; Hayes, P.R.; Thompson, K.G.; French, D. Diminutions of acceleration and deceleration output
during professional football match play. J. Sci. Med. Sport 2013, 16, 556–561. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Dalen, T.; Lorås, H.; Hjelde, G.H.; Kjøsnes, T.N.; Wisløff, U. Accelerations—A new approach to quantify
physical performance decline in male elite soccer? Eur. J. Sport Sci. 2019, 1–9. [CrossRef]

17. Impellizzeri, F.M.; Rampinini, E.; Marcora, S.M. Physiological assessment of aerobic training in soccer.
J. Sports Sci. 2005, 23, 583–592. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Banister, E.W. Modeling elite athletic performance. In Physiological Testing of Elite Athletes; MacDougall, J.D.,
Wenger, H.A., Green, H.J., Eds.; Human Kinetics: Champaign, IL, USA, 1991; pp. 403–424.

19. Cohen, J. Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavorial Sciences, 2nd ed.; Lawrence Erlbaum Associates: Hillsdale,
NJ, USA, 1988.

20. Owen, A.L.; Wong, D.P.; Paul, D.; Dellal, A. Physical and technical comparisons between various-sided
games within professional soccer. Int. J. Sports Med. 2014, 35, 286–292. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Gaudino, P.; Alberti, G.; Iaia, F.M. Estimated metabolic and mechanical demands during different small-sided
games in elite soccer players. Hum. Mov. Sci. 2014, 36, 123–133. [CrossRef]

22. Stevens, T.G.A.; de Ruiter, C.J.; Twisk, J.W.R.; Savelsbergh, G.J.P.; Beek, P.J. Quantification of in-season
training load relative to match load in professional dutch eredivisie football players. Sci. Med. Footb. 2017,
1, 117–125. [CrossRef]

23. Varley, M.C.; Aughey, R.J. Acceleration profiles in elite australian soccer. Int. J. Sports Med. 2013, 34, 34–39.
[CrossRef]

24. Dalen, T.; Sandmæl, S.; Stevens, T.G.A.; Hjelde, G.H.; Kjøsnes, T.N.; Wisløff, U. Differences between
acceleration and high intensity activities in small-sided games and peak periods of official matches in
elite soccer players. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2019. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Hill-Haas, S.V.; Dawson, B.; Impellizzeri, F.M.; Coutts, A.J. Physiology of small-sided games training in
football. Sports Med. 2011, 41, 199–220. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Halouani, J.; Chtourou, H.; Gabbett, T.I.M.; Chaouachi, A.; Chamari, K. Small-sided games in team sports
training: A brief review. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2014, 28, 3594–3618. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02640410903428525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40279-014-0253-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e31820da078
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21912284
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/ijspp.2015-0672
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26915393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/ijspp.2016-0412
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28422525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000001063
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26057190
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsams.2012.12.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23333009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17461391.2019.1566403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02640410400021278
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16195007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-0033-1351333
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24022576
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.humov.2014.05.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/24733938.2017.1282163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-0032-1316315
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000003081
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30741867
http://dx.doi.org/10.2165/11539740-000000000-00000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21395363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000000564
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24918302
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Subjects 
	Measurement 
	Procedures 
	Statistical Analyses 

	Results 
	Match versus Training 
	Starters versus Non-Starters: Total Physical Performance, Match, and Training 

	Discussion 
	References

