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Abstract: Wildland firefighting is arduous work with extreme physical and nutritional demands
that often exceeds those of athletes competing in sports. The intensity and duration of job demands,
impacts the amount of calories burned, which can influence body composition. The purpose of
this study was to determine if the body composition of nine wildland firefighters working as
smokejumpers changed throughout the 2017 fire season. Subjects (n = 9) for the study ranged
in age from 24–49 (age 30.1 ± 8.3 y). Height (177 ± 18.8 cm) and weight (81.32 ± 6.39 kg) was
recorded during initial body composition testing and body fat percentage was determined pre and
post-season using Lange skinfold calipers. Outcomes were evaluated using a paired t-test. Body fat
percentage was significantly different between pre and post-season (average body fat percentage
increase = 1.31%; t = 2.31, p = 0.04, alpha = 0.05). Body weight increased slightly from pre to
post-season (average increase in body weight: 0.17 kg), although the differences were not significant
(t = 2.31, p = 0.78). Change in body fat percentage without change in body weight suggest that
monitoring of WLFF body composition and fitness may be needed help inform dietary and fitness
interventions to insure that nutritional demands of this population are sufficient to support physical
work on the fireline.

Keywords: wildland firefighters; body composition; body fat percentage; nutrition; body weight;
lean mass; fat mass

1. Introduction

Health and performance can be affected by body composition (BC) [1]. In light of this, studying
BC has received considerable research attention when examining physical performance [2–6]. Body fat
percentage (BF%) and lean body mass are of interest to coaches and athletes because of their importance
in athletic performance [1,7]. The relationship between nutrition and performance is well established
in the literature and optimal nutrition is thus widely accepted as a means to enhance performance and
recovery [8]. The intensity and duration of certain sports, impacts the number of calories burned and
research shows that sports with higher physical activity influence BC [7,9–11].

Wildland firefighters (WLFFs) are considered tactical athletes [12], a term used to describe those
in service professions that require significant physical fitness and performance [13]. While wildland
firefighting may not be considered a sport, the physical and nutritional demands of the occupational
activities [14,15] can be comparable to or exceed those of athletes [16,17]. In the Western United
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States, WLFF duties often require fighting fires in steep terrain, in high temperatures, and with
smoke-degraded air quality.

Wildland firefighting includes a wide range of line-based positions including hand crews, fuels
crews, engine crews, hotshot crews, and aviation crews such as Helitack and smoke jumpers. All agency
line-based WLFFs are required to pass a Work Capacity Test at the light, moderate, or arduous level [18].
These requirements vary depending on the position of the WLFF. The light walk test requires a 1.6 km
walk test in a 16 min period with no pack. The moderate field test requires a 3.2 km hike with a 11.3 kg
pack in 30 min. The arduous past test requires a 4.8 km hike with a 20.4 kg pack in 45 min [18].

Smokejumpers, the focus of this research, must pass the arduous pack test and in addition must
be able to do, at the minimum, seven pull-ups, 45 sit-ups, 25 push-ups, and a 2.4 km run in less than
11 min. They must be able to perform a gear pack-out with a 50 kg pack over 4.8 km in 90 min or
less [19].

Smokejumpers are WLFF who parachute from planes, often in remote areas, to combat
wildfires [20]. They are typically dispatched at the national level, including Alaska and Canada [21].
They must be in excellent physical condition and possess a high degree of emotional well-being and
mental alertness [21]. Employment for a typical fire season can be May to October [22], however,
research shows that the fire season has grown by 30 days in the last 20+ years with wildfires starting
earlier in the spring and continuing later in the fall [23]. This may increase a WLFFs commitment of
continuous physical job demands in duration and might ultimately test the physical and nutritional
components that are essential for optimal health and performance.

Many factors such as body size and composition contribute to performance [24]. BF% that is
either too high or too low may have negative impacts on health and fitness [25]. Having a higher BF%
lowers the endurance of individuals, which allows fatigue to set in quicker than those with lower
BF% [1]. Therefore, many athletes and athletic teams have their BC assessed on a regular basis [26,27].
Monitoring and evaluation of WLFF BC throughout the fire season may be of interest for both the
individual and members of a team. For example, mean BC levels for a crew might be integrated into
a general overall health assessment throughout the fire season, in order to inform individuals when
nutritional requirements are insufficient and/or where deficiencies may be occurring.

Monitoring BC may also provide firefighting agencies with beneficial feedback in regard to
conditioning programs and nutritional guidelines to achieve and maintain optimal BC for WLFFs.
Additionally, with cardiac events being the leading cause of WLFF deaths [28], BC could also be a
useful tool to predict underlying health issues before a WLFF is placed in less than ideal situations.
To evaluate WLFF BC changes associated with work over the course of a fire season, a pilot study
with a United States smokejumper crew was initiated in 2017. One aim of this study was to evaluate
changes in body fat percentage and body weight immediately before and after the fire season. Due to
the reported physical job demands, long work days, lack of reported sleep and recovery between
shifts, and the reported nutritional habits that were documented from an earlier survey [29], it was
hypothesized that smokejumpers would undergo BC changes over the course of the season.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Participants

A convenience sample of United States smokejumpers was used for this study. Nine WLFFs
ranging in age from 24–49 volunteered to participate in this study after being informed of the research
project. Approval was obtained from the University of Idaho’s Institutional Review Board (project
17-131) prior to conducting research. As this was part of a larger research project, each participant was
provided a folder containing study directions and rationale, researcher’s contact information, a consent
waiver to sign prior to participation, as well as a revocation of consent form. Any participant unable to
meet all the requirements for the study (pre-season and post-season BC testing) was excluded.
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2.2. Protocol

Body composition measurements were taken pre-season (11 June 2017) and post-season
(21 September 2017) using Lange Skinfold Calipers (Beta Technologies, Cambridge, MD). Lange
Skinfold Calipers are factory calibrated to ±1 mm with no further calibration needed. Body weights
were recorded at the same time on a weighing scale with a precision of 0.01 kg (Salter Brecknell
PS1000, Fairmont, MN, USA) that was calibrated each time and height was recorded using a standard
stadiometer. BC equations obtain body fat percentage by first determining body density. The Jackson
and Pollock body density equation [30] and the Siri equation [31] were chosen as they are the best
fit for this athletic male population. The Jackson and Pollock three-site skinfold testing was utilized
(triceps, abdomen, and thigh) to measure body density (Equation (1)) [30]. Body density was then
factored into the Siri equation (Equation (2)) [31] to provide BF% for each participant. The Siri body
density to body fat equation is a two-compartment model that only measures fat mass and fat free
mass [30]. Lean body mass was calculated by subtracting body fat weight from total body weight.

Jackson and Pollock 3 Site Skinfold Body Density Equation =

(Male) =1.10938-(0.0008267 × (sum of three skin folds) + (0.0000016 ×
(sum of three skinfolds2)) − (0.0002574 × age in years)

(1)

Siri Body Density to Body Fat Equation:

% = (4.95/Body Density) − 4.5 (2)

Skinfolds were measured in a rotational manner to allow testing sites to regain normal texture
and thickness before testing the site again. This was repeated until a total of three caliper readings per
site were collected. Measurements started with the triceps and were followed by the abdomen and
thigh, respectively. All measurements were taken on the right side of the body, which was marked
on the skin for consistency and adherence for site specific guidelines. All repeated measurements
were required to be within 2 mm of each other or re-measured [32]. Skinfold calipers have a ±3.5%
error largely due to participant’s hydration status, whether or not their body is inflamed (i.e., after
a workout or other physical activity), and the researcher’s level of experience completing skinfold
testing [32].

The best use of skinfold thickness data is as raw values, where they act as reliable indices of
regional fat mass and can be converted into standard deviation score (SDS) formatted for longitudinal
evaluations [32]. Lange skinfold calipers are a “precision instrument” specifically designed for simple
and accurate measurements of subcutaneous fat [33]. Unlike other methods of BC measurements (i.e.,
Dual energy X-ray absorptiometry (DXA) or hydrostatic weighing), skinfold caliper measurements can
be conducted in the field at a reduced cost requiring less time, equipment, and manpower to provide
estimations of BC [1]. Lange skinfold calipers are widely used by medical and physical health care
professionals and allows for efficient and practical measurements for valid testing [30] and well trained
testers can provide estimations of BC within the acceptable range of ±3.5% BF [1]. The popularity of
skin-fold assessment is derived from its quickness and portability as the procedure usually takes less
than 10 min and can be performed in most settings [1].

2.3. Statistical Analyses

The outcomes are described as means and standard deviation (mean ± standard deviation)
(Table 1). A paired t-test was performed to evaluate the change in mean pre-season and post-season
weight and BF% among the WLFFs 2017 fire season. Normal distribution probabilities from the t-tests
were appropriate. An alpha level of p < 0.05 was used for all statistical tests.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics for participants.

Dependent Variables Mean Std. Deviation Range

Age (years) 30.1 8.28 24–49
Height (cm) 177 10.83 152.4–190.5
Pre Weight (kg) 81.32 6.39 69.85–89.36
Post Weight (kg) 81.50 6.98 69.85–91.17
Change Pre- Post weight (kg) 0.17 * 6.36 −3.4–2.9
Pre BF% 7.63 1.89 4.83–11.11
Post BF% 8.94 2.90 5.25–14.29
Change Pre- Post% 1.31 ** 1.64 −1.5–3.18

Note: * non-significant at p = 0.78 with set alpha level of 0.05 (2-tailed); ** significant at p = 0.04 with set alpha level
of 0.05 (2-tailed)

3. Results

3.1. Body Fat

The study consisted of nine WLFF smokejumpers from the same base. Descriptive statistics from
the participants are summarized in Table 1. All subjects were Caucasian males, healthy, and eligible
for the job of wildland firefighting, thus making them eligible for the study. The average age was
30.1 years, average height was 177.0 cm, and average pre-season body weights were 81.32 kg while
BF% was 7.63% (Table 1). Post-season body weights increased slightly to 81.5 kg while BF% increased
to 8.94% (Table 1).

BF% calculated using the Jackson and Pollock and Siri equations differed pre-season and
post-season (average increase BF%: 1.31%), which was a significant increase (t = 2.31, p = 0.04)
(Table 1).

The mean pre-season BF% was 7.63 ± 1.89 and the mean post-season BF% was 8.94 ± 2.90
(Table 1). When fat mass (anything that is not muscle, bone, or ligaments) was compared between
pre-season to post season, seven out of the nine smokejumpers gained body fat (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Pre and post season fat mass. Each set of paired bars represents an individual smokejumper.

3.2. Body Weight

There was no significant change in body weight pre and post-season (Table 1) (t = 2.31, p = 0.78).
The mean pre-season body weight was 81.32 ± 6.39 kg and the mean post-season body weight was



Fire 2018, 1, 48 5 of 8

81.50 ± 6.98 kg (Table 1). When body weight was observed pre-season and post-season, 44.4% (SJ1,
SJ2, SJ3, &SJ7) did not have a significant change in bodyweight, 33.3% (SJ4, SJ6, & SJ8) gained weight,
and only 22.2% (SJ5 & SJ9) lost body weight (Figure 2). Participants SJ1 and SJ5 had a decrease in BF%
(Figure 1) and slightly fluctuating body weights (Figure 2).Fire 2018, 1, x FOR PEER REVIEW  5 of 9 
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Figure 2. Pre and post season weight (kg). Each set of paired bars represents and individual smokejumper.

4. Discussion

Research on changes in body composition of smokejumpers throughout the fire season is limited.
Understanding BC changes can provide firefighting agencies with beneficial feedback in regard to
conditioning and nutritional guidelines given BC can determine performance [24]. It was anticipated
that smokejumpers would undergo BC changes during the season due to the arduous and physical
demands of the job. The data indicates 78% of participants underwent what could be construed as
an unfavorable BC change—meaning body weight remained constant or increased while body fat
increased—indicating a loss of lean mass.

Although objective or subjective nutritional data were not collected in this initial phase of the
study, one possible explanation could be that the nutritional requirements of these participants were
not being met. For example, observations in the data that participants maintained body weight,
increased fat mass, and lost lean mass from the beginning of the season to the end of the season may
suggest that inadequate protein and carbohydrate consumption is occurring during the fire season.
However, a follow-up study that includes monitoring detailed dietary intake would be needed to
evaluate this hypothesis.

One explanation for the changes in BC may be that pre-season BF% was measured immediately
after a two week refresher course when the smokejumpers were all training together on a daily basis.
This two week period includes extensive physical training and jumping and individuals are expected
to be in peak condition prior to the refresher course. Many WLFFs may also conduct pre-fire season
conditioning, especially cardiovascular training. Once fire season begins, periods of inactivity during
in between fires coupled with dietary habits can potentially lead to accumulation of body fat which
can also affect performance and fitness levels [34]. This possible occurrence could be useful to study
in future research. Additionally, objective data on diet on and off the fireline, including quantifying
time spent in different levels of exertion along with a larger sample size will help further explain
underlying trends.
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Other studies examining BC of tactical athletes provides contrasting results. Sell and Livingston [35]
found BF% of interagency hotshots (n = 20) to be 12.9% ± 2.3% at mid-season but did not elaborate
further. Their research is incomplete as a baseline of BF% was not measured prior to the fire season
and further BF% data was not collected. Cuddy et al. [36] measured WLFF (n = 16) body weight before
and after a single day shift but this information was only measured for water turnover and there was
no bodyweight difference among the groups studied. Ruby et al. [15] found that total body mass of
14 WLFFs over a five day period decreased but attributed the results to total body water loss.

The relationship between simulated job performance tasks, body fat percent, and lean body mass
on firefighters has also been reported [4]. Williford et al. [4] examined 100 individuals to determine
their body fat percent and ability to perform a simulated job task. Results showed a statistically
significant relationship between BF% and the time to perform the simulated fire line job tasks. As BF%
increased, time to perform the simulated job tasks increased. They also found a negative relationship
between lean mass and job-related performance. As the amount of muscle mass increased, the time to
perform the job tasks decreased. The study concluded that percent of body fat and lean body mass
were important predictors of job performance. Firefighters with greater fat-free weight and less fat
mass tended to perform the simulated job tasks in less time [4]. With a lengthening fire season [23],
what remains to be seen is if BC changes are significant enough to decrease job performance in the
WLFF population.

Possible limitations of this study are the participant group and limited sample size (n = 9)
which limits our ability to generalize results. Additionally, participants were from the same base,
all male, and with an occupational weight limit of 90.7 kg, both of which may have had an impact
on possible weight changes throughout the study. Having all-male study participants limits further
implications/suggestions for female WLFFs. Future research will include assessing hydration while
monitoring BC during the fire season and during the off-season (January) to track longitudinal changes
in a larger population in order to address limitations.

Another limitation of our research may be the use of skinfold calipers, which have a ±3.5% error
associated with BF% readings [32]. While skinfold calipers are widely recognized and used for field
testing [1], discrepancies exist between skinfold caliper results and the reference laboratory method of
DXA, which may provide a more accurate measure of BC [37–39]. Therefore, to ensure consistency
throughout the study, body fat caliper testing was performed by a single observer who is a trained
ACE certified trainer with prior experience. The measurements were conducted at the same time of
day and the participants were instructed to follow the same guidelines each time to ensure adequate
hydration. Although hydration status was not assessed, this may be another possible limitation in the
study and should be included in future research.

In conclusion, these results indicate that WLFFs underwent BC changes across the 2017 fire season.
It should be mentioned that changes in fat mass may be associated with other physiological changes
as the body adapts. The depth of physiological changes that WLFFs undergo longitudinally over the
course of the year is an area that merits further research due to the high number of cardiovascular
related deaths [25] that have occurred in a seemingly “physically fit” and “healthy” population.
Monitoring variables such as sleep, training, nutrition, hydration, and recovery, both on and off fire
assignments, is needed in order to determine which variable(s) are contributing factors affecting BC
changes. Such information will allow for creation of interventions for WLFFs to better maintain BC
during the fire season.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, R.H.B. and C.N.C.; data curation, R.H.B.; formal analysis, C.N.C. and
R.H.B.; funding acquisition, R.H.B.; investigation, C.N.C.; B.D.S., and R.H.B.; methodology, C.N.C., R.H.B. and
B.S.; project administration, R.H.B.; resources, R.H.B.; supervision, R.H.B.; validation, R.H.B.; visualization, C.N.C.
and R.H.B.; writing, original draft preparation, C.N.C. and R.H.B.; writing, review and editing, A.S.N. and R.F.K.,
B.D.S.

Funding: Funding was provided by the Forest, Rangeland, and Fire Sciences Department, University of Idaho,
College of Natural Resources.



Fire 2018, 1, 48 7 of 8

Acknowledgments: The authors thank the smokejumpers who volunteered to participate in this research and
Ann Abbott for statistical consultation.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References

1. Heyward, V.; Wagner, D. Applied Body Composition Assessment, 2nd ed.; Human Kinetics: Champaign, IL,
USA, 2004; p. 221.

2. Hirsch, K.R.; Smith-Ryan, A.E.; Trexler, E.T.; Roelofs, E.J. Body composition and muscle characteristics of
division I track and field athletes. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2016, 30, 1231–1238. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Clark, M.; Reed, D.B.; Crouse, S.F.; Armstrong, R.B. Pre- and post-season dietary intake, body composition,
and performance indices of NCAA division I female soccer players. Int. J. Sport Nutr. Exerc. Metab. 2003, 13,
303–319. [CrossRef]

4. Williford, H.N.; Duey, W.J.; Olson, M.S.; Blessing, D. The relationship between fire fighter physical fitness
and performance. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 1996, 28, 198. [CrossRef]

5. Williford, H.; Scharff-Olson, M. Fitness and body fat: An issue of performance. Fire Engineering, 1 August
1998. Available online: http://www.fireengineering.com/articles/print/volume-151/issue-8/features/
fitness-and-body-fat-an-issue-of-performance.html (accessed on 15 April 2018).

6. Gardner, J.W.; Kark, J.A.; Karnei, K.; Sanborn, J.S.; Gastaldo, E.; Burr, P.; Wenger, C.B. Risk factors predicting
exertional heat illness in male marine corps recruits. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 1996, 28, 939–944. [CrossRef]

7. Fleck, S. Body composition of elite American athletes. Am. J. Sports Med. 1983, 11, 398–403. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

8. ACSM and the American Dietetic Association, and the Dietitians of Canada. Joint position statement:
Nutrition and athletic performance. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2000, 32, 2130–2145.

9. Bird, S. Physique, body composition and performance. Aust. Orienteer 2008, 152, 34–35.
10. Gibson, A.L.; Mermier, C.M.; Wilmerding, M.V.; Bentzur, K.M.; McKinnon, M.M. Body fat estimation in

collegiate athletes: an update. Athl. Ther. Today 2009, 14, 13–16. [CrossRef]
11. Ramana, V.; Kumari, S.; Rao, S.; Balakrishna, N. Effect of changes in body composition profile on VO2max

and maximal work performance in athletes. J. Exerc. Physiol. Online 2004, 7, 34–39.
12. Scofield, D.; Kardouni, J. The Tactical Athlete: A Product of 21st Century Strength and Conditioning. Strength

Cond. J. 2015, 37, 2–7. [CrossRef]
13. Sefton, J.; Burkhardt, T. Introduction to the Tactical Athlete Special Issue. J. Athl. Train. 2016, 51, 845.

[CrossRef]
14. Heil, D. Estimating energy expenditure in wildland firefighters using a physical activity monitor. Appl.

Ergon. 2002, 33, 405–413. [CrossRef]
15. Ruby, B.C.; Shriver, T.C.; Zderic, T.W.; Sharkey, B.J.; Burks, C.; Tysk, S. Total energy expenditure during

arduous wildfire suppression. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2002, 34, 1048–1054. [CrossRef]
16. Ebine, N.; Rafamantanantsoa, H.H.; Nayuki, Y.; Yamanaka, K.; Tashima, K.; Ono, T.; Saitoh, S.; Jones, P.J.

Measurement of total energy expenditure in professional soccer players. J. Sports Sci. 2002, 20, 391–397.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Reilly, T.; Thomas, V. Estimated daily energy expenditures of professional football players. Ergonomics 1979,
22, 541–548. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. USDA Forest Service. Work Capacity Test. Work Capacity Testing for Wildland Firefighters; 2002. Available
online: https://www.fs.fed.us/sites/default/files/media_wysiwyg/wct_brochure_2002_0.pdf (accessed on
22 October 2018).

19. USDA Forest Service. Physical Conditioning. In Fire and Aviation Management. National Smokejumper Training
Guide; Chapter 4; 2008. Available online: https://www.fs.fed.us/fire/aviation/av_library/sj_guide/05_
physical_conditioning.pdf (accessed on 3 May 2018).

20. Helms, J. (Ed.) The Dictionary of Forestry; Society of American Foresters: Bethesda, MD, USA, 1998; p. 210.
21. Smokejumpers; USDA Forest Service. Available online: https://www.fs.fed.us/fire/people/smokejumpers/

(accessed on 22 October 2018).
22. USDA Forest Service. Great Northern Fire Crew. ND. Available online: https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/

r1/fire-aviation/?cid=fsp5_030801 (accessed on 12 November 2018).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000001203
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27100166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/ijsnem.13.3.303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00005768-199605001-01176
http://www.fireengineering.com/articles/print/volume-151/issue-8/features/fitness-and-body-fat-an-issue-of-performance.html
http://www.fireengineering.com/articles/print/volume-151/issue-8/features/fitness-and-body-fat-an-issue-of-performance.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00005768-199608000-00001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/036354658301100604
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6650717
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/att.14.3.13
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/SSC.0000000000000149
http://dx.doi.org/10.4085/1062-6050-51.12.16
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0003-6870(02)00042-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00005768-200206000-00023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/026404102317366645
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12043828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00140137908924638
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/520286
https://www.fs.fed.us/sites/default/files/media_wysiwyg/wct_brochure_2002_0.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/fire/aviation/av_library/sj_guide/05_physical_conditioning.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/fire/aviation/av_library/sj_guide/05_physical_conditioning.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/fire/people/smokejumpers/
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/r1/fire-aviation/?cid=fsp5_030801
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/r1/fire-aviation/?cid=fsp5_030801


Fire 2018, 1, 48 8 of 8

23. Klos, P.Z.; Abatzoglou, J.T.; Bean, A.; Blades, J.; Clark, M.A.; Dodd, M.; Hall, T.E.; Haruch, A.; Higuera, P.E.;
Holbrook, J.D.; et al. Indicators of climate change in Idaho: An assessment framework for coupling
biophysical change and social perceptiona. Weather. Clim. Soc. 2015, 7, 238–254. [CrossRef]

24. Boileau, R.; Horswill, C. Body composition in sports: Measurement and applications for weight loss and
gain. In Exercise and Sport Science; Garrett, W.E., Jr., Kirkendall, D.T., Eds.; Lippincontt Williams and Wilkins:
Philadelphia, PA, USA, 2000; pp. 319–338.

25. Crawford, K.; Fleishman, K.; Abt, J.P.; Sell, T.C.; Lovalekar, M.; Nagai, T.; Deluzio, J.; Rowe, R.S.;
McGrail, M.A.; Lephart, S.M. Less body fat improves physical and physiological performance in army
soldiers. Mil. Med. 2011, 176, 35–43. [CrossRef]

26. Ebben, W.P.; Hintz, M.J.; Simenz, C.J. Strength and conditioning practices of major league baseball strength
and conditioning coaches. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2005, 19, 538. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Simenz, C.J.; Dugan, C.A.; Ebben, W.P. Strength and conditioning practices of national basketball association
strength and conditioning coaches. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2005, 19, 495. [CrossRef]

28. Butler, C.; Marsh, S.; Domitrovich, J.; Helmcamp, J. Wildland firefighter deaths in the United States:
A comparison of existing surveillance systems. J. Occup. Environ. Hyg. 2017, 14, 258–270. [CrossRef]

29. Collins, C. Understanding Factors Contributing to Wildland Firefighter Health, Safety, and Performance:
A Pilot Study on Smokejumpers. Master’s Thesis, University of Idaho, Moscow, ID, USA, 2018.

30. Jackson, A.; Pollock, M. Generalized equations for predicting body density of men. Br. J. Nutr. 1978, 40,
497–504. [CrossRef]

31. Siri, W. Body Composition from Fluid Spaces and Density. Analysis of Methods in Techniques for Measuring
Body Composition; National Academy of Science; National Research Council: Washington, DC, USA, 1961;
pp. 223–224.

32. ACSM’s Guidelines for Exercise Testing and Prescription, 9th ed.; American College of Sports Medicine:
Indianapolis, IN, USA, 2014; p. 456.

33. Beta Technology. Lange Skinfold Caliper. 2008. Available online: http://www.quickmedical.com/downloads/
lange-skinfold-caliper-manual.pdf (accessed on 8 May 2018).

34. Sundgot-Borgen, J.; Garthe, I. Elite athletes in aesthetic and Olympic weight-class sports and the challenge
of body weight and body compositions. J. Sports Sci. 2011, 29 (Suppl. 1), S101–S114. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Sell, K.; Livingston, B. Mid-season physical fitness profile of interagency hotshot firefighters. Int. J. Wildl.
Fire 2012, 21, 773–777. [CrossRef]

36. Cuddy, J.S.; Ham, J.A.; Harger, S.G.; Slivka, D.R.; Ruby, B.C. Effects of an electrolyte additive on hydration
and drinking behavior during wildfire suppression. Wilderness Environ. Med. 2008, 19, 172–180.

37. Vasudev, S.; Mohan, A.; Mohan, D.; Farooq, S.; Raj, D.; Mohan, V. Validation of body fat measurements by
skinfolds and two bioelectrical impedance methods with DEXA—The Chennai Urban Rural Epidemiology
Study [CURES-3]. J. Assoc. Physicians India 2004, 52, 877–881. [PubMed]

38. Konings, C.J.; Kooman, J.P.; Schonck, M.; van Kreel, B.; Heidendal, G.A.; Cheriex, E.C.; van der Sande, F.M.;
Leunissen, K.M. Influence of fluid status on techniques used to assess body composition in peritoneal
dialysis patients. Perit. Dial. Int. 2003, 23, 184–190. [PubMed]

39. Beam, J.R.; Szymanski, D.J. Validity of 2 skinfold calipers in estimating percent body fat of college-aged men
and women. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2010, 24, 3448–3456. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2018 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/10.1175/WCAS-D-13-00070.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.7205/MILMED-D-10-00003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/r-15464.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16095401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/15264.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15459624.2016.1250004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1079/BJN19780152
http://www.quickmedical.com/downloads/lange-skinfold-caliper-manual.pdf
http://www.quickmedical.com/downloads/lange-skinfold-caliper-manual.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2011.565783
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21500080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/WF11071
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15906838
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12713087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181bde1fe
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20040894
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Participants 
	Protocol 
	Statistical Analyses 

	Results 
	Body Fat 
	Body Weight 

	Discussion 
	References

