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Abstract: Studies dealing with the effectiveness of the Fédération Internationale de Football
Association (FIFA) 11+ prevention program to improve performance outcomes in children aged <

14 years are limited. This study aimed to point out the effects of the application of short-term FIFA
11+ warm-up program on physical performance in young football players. Participants were 36
youth male football players, divided into a FIFA 11+ (n = 19; mean (SD) age: 11.15 (0.79) y) and a
control group (CG: n = 17; age: 10.87 (0.8) y) and trained for 4 weeks. Before and after the training
period, standing long jump performance, agility, repeated sprint ability, sit and reach, and “30–15”
intermittent fitness tests were assessed. A mixed ANOVA showed significant differences between the
groups in the standing long jump test (FIFA 11+: 5.6% vs. CG: −1.9%) in favor of FIFA 11+ over CG.
Additionally, the FIFA 11+ performance of the Illinois agility test was significantly better compared
to the CG performance (FIFA 11+: −1.9% vs. CG: 0.03%). The main findings of this study suggest
that just 4 weeks of implementation of the FIFA 11+ improves physical performance compared with
traditional warm-up routines in young soccer players.
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1. Introduction

Fédération Internationale de Football Association (FIFA) 11+ is a complete, simple, and easy
to implement warm-up program, comprised of 10 conditioning exercises. The application of the
FIFA 11+ program has been primarily focused on preventing and lowering incidence of injuries in
soccer players [1,2], but it also may improve physical fitness to some extent [3]. Recent meta-analysis
confirmed that FIFA 11+ can be considered as a fundamental tool to minimize the risks of participation
in football [4]. Furthermore, along with demonstrated injury prevention, improvements in physical
performance were also documented in football following FIFA 11+ program implementation [5]. The
FIFA 11+ program can enhance the lower extremity balance [6], core stability [7], knee strength [7–9],
and sprinting and jumping ability [7,10,11] in soccer players.

Zarei et al. have shown superior results of 7.5% in vertical jump height, 2.6% in Illinois agility test
in favor of the FIFA 11+ program compared to standard warming up, and possible positive effects
have been found in 9.1 m sprint test of −3.1% [11]. In another study, Akbari et al. found positive effects
of the FIFA 11+ program on vertical jump in young football players [12]. The same study showed that
1 month after the FIFA 11+ warm up was abandoned there were no longer statistically significant
differences found. Therefore, the FIFA 11+ program should be included in practice as warming up
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during the whole season. The long-term effects of the FIFA 11+ program were confirmed by Zarei et
al. where superior results were found in favor of the FIFA 11+ program over standard warming up
in vertical jump height, Illinois agility test, and possible positive effects in 9.1 m sprint test after 30
weeks [11].

Chen et al. aimed to determine acute effects of the FIFA 11+ program on physical performance [13].
They concluded that the effects of FIFA 11+ immediately after its application slightly reduced
performance, but the performance was improved following the rest and the effects lasted 30 min after
the application of the FIFA 11+ warm-up.

Furthermore, it has been shown that young boys (mean ± SD: age 10.4 ± 1.4) improved
countermovement jump and 20 m sprint by 6% and 2%, respectively, following the 6-week-FIFA 11
warm-up program [14]. In 11-year-old boys, Pomares-Noguera et al. found that the FIFA 11+ kids
warm-up program had possibly beneficial effects (mean difference) on the standing long jump height
(3.1 cm), the performance of the Y balance test (directions: anterior (1.4 cm), posteromedial (3.5 cm), and
posterolateral (3.1 cm)) and the Illinois agility test (−0.41 s), but very likely and likely beneficial effects
on the countermovement jump height (1.8 cm), and the drop jump height (1.8 cm), respectively [15].

Although the main purpose of FIFA 11+ is injury prevention [1,4,11], the knowledge of training
effects elicited by these training program on physical performance can help in identifying the potential
mechanisms behind the reported reduction in injury incidence. Notwithstanding that studies have
shown positive training effects of FIFA 11+ on measures of physical performance, only some authors
have examined the exercise effects on various physical performance variables in young football
players [3,5,7].

Therefore, an evaluation of the effects of the original 11+ program on football athletes younger than
14 years of age is warranted. This study aimed to point out the effects of the application of short-term
FIFA 11+ warm-up program on physical performance in young football players. We hypothesized
that the FIFA 11+ program would show better effects on physical performance in comparison to the
traditional warm up in football.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Sample of Subjects

The sample included 36 youth male football players, aged 10–12 years, and was divided into two
groups (FIFA 11+ or control group). The FIFA 11+ group consisted of 19 football players (age: 11.15 ±
0.79 years; sports experience: 3.26 ± 1.66; body height: 148.21 ± 8.58 cm; body weight: 41.55 ± 9.36 kg)
and the control group consisted of 17 football players (age: 10.87 ± 0.8; sports experience: 3.42 ± 1.22;
body height: 150.84 ± 6.59 cm; body weight: 42.66 ± 7.2 kg). Subjects were recruited from two different
soccer teams with similar competitive schedule (one competitive game per week) and soccer drills
used during their weekly training sessions. There were four inclusion criteria: (1) subjects did not
have history of injury or musculoskeletal disorder in the past 6 months prior to the study, (2) aged
from 10 to 12 years, (3) with at least 1 year of soccer training experience, and (4) participated in soccer
training session three times per week. In addition, the exclusion criteria were as follows: missed two
consecutive training sessions and missed one testing session. The study was carried out following
the Declaration of Helsinki and the experimental treatment was approved by the Institutional review
board of Faculty of Sport and Physical Education, University of Novi Sad (Ref. No.31/2018; approved
in October, 2018). The parents provided their written consent and agreed that their children can
participate in this study.

2.2. Testing Procedures

The initial and final measurements were carried out in March 2019 and April 2019, respectively.
Subjects followed a familiarization session before testing to avoid any learning effects. Standardized
tests were conducted 48 h after hard physical training to minimize the influence of fatigue, and
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performed under similar conditions before and immediately after the 4-week period over 2 days. All
tests were administered in the same order before and after training, and recorded by the same person.
On day 1, players’ characteristics (body height and body mass), and physical performance tests were
conducted in the following order: Sit and Reach, Standing Long Jump, Sprint 20-m, Illinois Agility
Test, and Repeated Sprint Ability tests. The “30–15” Intermittent Fitness Test was performed on day
2. High intra-class correlation coefficients were obtained for the different performance tests varying
between 0.81 and 0.98.

Height was measured on the Seca 214 portable stadiometer (Hanover, MD), body mass was
measured to the nearest 0.1 kg using a digital scale (BC-554 Ironman Body Composition Monitor; Tanita,
Illinois, USA), and body mass index (BMI) was calculated (BMI = body weight (kg)/body height (m2)).

We tested physical performance using the following tests:
Sit and Reach—a standardized sit and reach box was used for the assessment of flexibility, and

the subjects were sitting with their legs stretched out in front of them and their feet flat against the
vertical front end of the box. Knees must be straight. Leaning forward at the hips, the subjects needed
to push the partition on the box as far as possible with their hands stretched out. The results were read
out and recorded with an accuracy of 0.1 cm.

Sprint 20 m—time of a 20-m sprint in a straight line was measured by means of single beam
photocell gates placed 0.3 m above the ground level (Microgate Witty, Italy). Each sprint was initiated
from an individually chosen standing position, 30 cm behind the photocell gate, which started a digital
timer. Each player performed three maximal 20 m sprints interspersed with 3 min of passive recovery,
and the fastest time achieved was retained.

Standing Long Jump—the participant stood behind the starting line and was instructed to push
off vigorously and jump as far as possible. The participant had to land with their feet together and to
stay upright. Jump distance was measured from the take-off line to the back of the heel. After two
familiarization tests, participants performed three repetitions. The best score of the three repetitions
was selected for the analysis.

Illinois Agility Test—the length of the zone was 10 m, while the width (distance between the start
and finish points) was 5 m. Four cones were placed in the center of the testing area at a distance of
3.3 m from one another. The participants started the test lying face down, with their hands at shoulder
level. The trial started on the “go” command, and the participants began to run as fast as possible. The
trial was completed when the players crossed the finish line without having knocked any cones over.
Time was measured using a photocell system (Witty). Each player performed three trials with the best
score (time) used for analysis [16].

Repeated sprint ability (RSA) test—a RSA test was used to assess repeated sprint ability [17–19].
The subjects ran six sprints of 40 m changing a direction of movement by 180◦ after 20 m. The rest
between each sprint i.e., the recovery period between six sprints, was 20 s. The time was recorded with
an accuracy of 0.01 s. The following variables were derived for analysis and interpretation:

RSA best time—the best sprint running time out of six sprint runs;
RSA total time—the sum of running times of all six sprint runs;
FI (fatigue index)—fatigue index was calculated according to the following formula, where TT is

the sum of running times of all six sprint runs; PT is the best sprint running time out of six sprint runs;
and N is total number of sprints completed.

FI(%) =
( TT

PT ∗N
− 1
)
∗ 100 (1)

“30–15” Intermittent Fitness Test—testing was performed in groups of up to 10 subjects. The
subjects were asked to complete a run at each level of protocol given following the audio protocol [20].
Each level included 30 s of running and 15 s of active recovery. The initial or the first level included a
running speed of 8.5 km/h and running speed at each subsequent level was increased by 0.5 km/h.
The subjects had to reach the next zone within 30 s of running, at a given pace, with a 3 m tolerance
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zone. The test was interrupted as soon as the subjects failed to reach the next zone or when they gave
up arbitrarily. The test results were recorded as the last successfully completed level, and the level
i.e., speed reached (VIFT), was recorded. Based on the VIFT, the maximum oxygen consumption i.e.,
VO2max, was calculated according to the following formula: where VIFT is final running speed, G
gender (male = 1; female = 2), A age, and W body weight (kg).

VO2max(ml−1min.kg−1) = 28.3− 2.15 G− 0.741 A− 0.0357 W + 0.0586 A VIFT + 1.03 VIFT (2)

2.3. Training Program

Both teams participated in the same weekly soccer training volume and methodology (three
sessions/week of ≈90 min and one match/week). They were both visited at least once a week by our
study assistants in order to monitor whether the groups used the same soccer training and if the
control group did not use a structured injury prevention program but a regular warm-up. Additionally,
players from both groups indicated their Rated Perceived Exertion (RPE) using the Borg’s CR-10 scale
at the end of the sessions [21]. A detailed description of the usual soccer training applied during this
period in both groups is depicted in Table 1.

Table 1. Usual soccer training session of young soccer players during intervention.

Exercise Duration
(min)

Technical drills (ball control, ball pass, ball conduction and dribbling, ball kicking, ball
heading) 15

Tactical drills (defensive drills, offensive drills, situations) 20
Small-sided games with or without goal keeper and with or without change of soccer rules 20
Simulated competitive games 15

The FIFA 11+ warm-up program was performed in three parts with a total duration of 20 min
with a precisely programmed exercise load as well as precisely scheduled rests between sets. The
first part involved warming up through running with performing tasks; the second part included
various strength development exercises, plyometrics and stabilization, and balance exercises, and the
third part also covered running including specific tasks. The program according to the instructions
contained in the FIFA 11+ manual comprises three levels of difficulty depending on the athlete’s
age and level of preparedness. In this research, the experimental treatment followed the beginner
level. For detailed instructions for the FIFA 11+ warm-up program the manual can be found on the
official website (www.f-marc.com/11 plus). The CG performed their usual warm-up consisting of a
combination of running exercises (4–5 min at light intensity), followed by 4–5 min of dynamic mobility
emphasizing the lower-extremity muscle groups and technical exercises with the soccer ball (4–5 min).

2.4. Data Analysis

The data obtained in this research were analyzed using SPSS 20.0 (IBM, Armonk, NY, USA),
and are presented as mean and standard deviations. The Shapiro–Wilk test verified the normality
assumption. To evaluate the effects of the FIFA 11+ program on the physical performance tests, we
used a mixed ANOVA (one between-subject factor: FIFA 11+ vs. CG; one within-subject factor: pre-
and post-tests). The main effects of the group and time, and their interaction effect are reported. When
the main effect of time/group was significant, the simple main effect of time/group was examined. The
percentage of change from pre- to post-test was also calculated for each group, and, partial eta squared
(ŋ2

p) is reported as a measure of effect size. The level of significance was set at p ≤ 0.05.

www.f-marc.com/11
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3. Results

In the present study, no severe injuries were observed that would influence participation in the
study. Additionally, there were no significant differences between the FIFA 11+ (5.7) and CG (5.9) for
RPE, p > 0.05.

A mixed ANOVA showed that the mean performance of study outcomes was similar in the FIFA
11+ and CG (Table 2). However, after 4 weeks, the FIFA 11+ performance in the standing long jump was
notably increased (5.6%) compared to the CG performance which decreased by −1.9%. Additionally,
time spent to finish the Illinois agility test was significantly more reduced in the FIFA 11+ (−1.9%) than
in CG (0.03%) after 4 weeks. The group × time interaction effect was only significant on those two tests,
the standing long jump and the Illinois agility test (Table 2).

Table 2. Differences between Fédération Internationale de Football Association (FIFA) 11+ (n = 19) and
CG (n = 17) in physical performance measures from pre- to post-test.

Pre-Test Post-Test Mixed ANOVA Outcome

Sit and Reach (cm)

FIFA 11+ 24.56 ± 5.94 26.9 ± 5.43 *
Group: F(1, 103) = 0.013, p = 0.91, ŋ2

p = 0.00

Time: F(1, 103) = 28.27, p < 0.001, ŋ2
p = 0.461

Group × Time: F(1, 103) = 2.61, p = 0.115, ŋ2
p = 0.073CG 25.25 ± 5.91 26.43 ± 6.21 *

Standing long jump (cm)

FIFA 11+ 144.84 ± 18.57 153.02 ± 18.73 *
Group: F(1, 103) = 1.29, p = 0.264, ŋ2

p = 0.038

Time: F(1, 103) = 45.88, p < 0.001, ŋ2
p = 0.582

Group × Time: F(1, 103) = 22.55, p < 0.001, ŋ2
p = 0.406CG 149.2 ± 14.39 152.17 ± 16.53

Speed 20 m (s)

FIFA 11+ 3.99 ± 0.23 4.16 ± 0.27
Group: F(1, 103) = 1.6, p = 0.216, ŋ2

p = 0.046

Time: F(1, 103) = 0.46, p = 0.505, ŋ2
p = 0.014

Group × Time: F(1, 103) = 3.68, p = 0.064, ŋ2
p = 0.1CG 3.89 ± 0.37 3.97 ± 0.33

Illinois Agility Test (s)

FIFA 11+ 18.63 ± 0.93 18.27 ± 0.93 *

Group: F(1, 103) = 3.68, p = 0.126, ŋ2
p = 0.07

Time: F(1, 103) = 6.9, p = 0.013, ŋ2
p = 0.173

Group × Time: F(1, 103)=7.91, p = 0.008, ŋ2
p = 0.193 F(1, 103) = 7.91, p = 0.008,

ŋ2
p = 0.193CG 18.04 ± 1.21 18.05 ± 1.19

RSA BT (s)

FIFA 11+ 9.58 ± 0.71 9.47 ± 0.69
Group: F(1, 103) = 1.74, p = 0.197, ŋ2

p = 0.050

Time: F(1, 103) = 2.78, p = 0.105, ŋ2
p = 0.078

Group × Time: F(1, 103) = 0.061, p = 0.807, ŋ2
p = 0.002CG 9.5 ± 0.60 9.43 ± 0.6

RSA TT (s)

FIFA 11+ 60.63 ± 3.98 61.66 ± 8.2
Group: F(1, 103) = 1.64, p = 0.21, ŋ2

p = 0.047

Time: F(1, 103) = 1.124, p = 0.297, ŋ2
p = 0.033

Group × Time: F(1, 103) = 0.36, p = 0.551, ŋ2
p = 0.011CG 58.86 ± 3.4 59.29 ± 3.4

Fatigue index (%)

FIFA 11+ 5.69 ± 2.91 5.92 ± 2.66
Group: F(1, 103) = 0.126, p = 0.725, ŋ2

p = 0.004

Time: F(1, 103) = 0.01, p = 0.916, ŋ2
p = 0.00

Group × Time: F(1, 103) = 0.001, p = 0.976, ŋ2
p = 0.00CG 6.18 ± 2.45 6.23 ± 2.45

VO2max (mL/kg/min)

FIFA 11+ 39.52 ± 2.45 40.74 ± 2.45*
Group: F(1, 103) = 0.3, p = 0.865, ŋ2

p = 0.001

Time: F(1, 103) = 18.32, p < 0.001, ŋ2
p = 0.357

Group × Time: F(1, 103) = 3.2, p = 0.083, ŋ2
p = 0.088CG 40.25 ± 3.31 40.95 ± 3.37

Values are mean±SD. Abbreviations: F—F test value; p—statistical significance; ŋ2
p—partial eta squared; RSA

BT—best sprint running time out of six sprints; RSA TT—total time of all six sprints; * significant pre-to
post-test change.

Furthermore, simple main effect of time revealed that both groups improved performance in the
Sit and Reach test, the FIFA 11+ (F(1,18) = 23.81, p < 0.001, ŋ2

p = 0.569) and CG (F(1,15) = 7.21, p = 0.017, ŋ2
p

= 0.325). Although the established level of significance (p ≤ 0.05) was not achieved for the interaction
effect on VO2max, simple main effect of time showed that the mean VO2max significantly improved
from pre- to post-test in the FIFA 11+ (F(1,18) = 22.22, p < 0.001, ŋ2

p = 0.529), but not in the CG (F(1,15)
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= 2.85, p = 0.112, ŋ2
p = 0.160). The changes from pre- to post-test in the remaining studied physical

performance outcomes for FIFA 11+ and CG were not significant (Table 2).

4. Discussion

Despite the great success of the FIFA 11+ Injury Prevention Program, it was difficult, in practical
terms, to persuade coaches and players to apply this program regularly solely to prevent injuries,
so the aim was to prove that it also has a positive and direct impact on players’ performance. The
findings of the current study indicate that the training stimuli provided by the implementation of FIFA
11+ two times per week for 4 weeks appear to be sufficient to elicit significant improvements in some
(Illinois test, sit and reach, and standing long jump) but not all (20 m sprint time, RSA parameters, and
VO2max) measures of the physical performance parameters analyzed.

The latest review revealed that the FIFA 11 s were the most commonly used prevention programs
with youth soccer players [22]. Although FIFA have developed a newly constructed injury prevention
program specifically tailored to younger children (FIFA 11+ kids), there is a lack of information about
the effectiveness of FIFA 11+ program in youth players.

Studies dealing with the effects of the FIFA 11+ in football have reported improvements in
agility [10], balance [7,23], jump height [10], and muscle strength [7,8]. However, the aforementioned
studies involved only older adolescent athletes. Only one study investigated the physical performance
effects of the FIFA 11 + program in U12 soccer players [24]. The authors found a better improvement in
trunk muscle endurance and similar improvements in agility times compared to a standard dynamic
warm-up. Impellizzeri et al. and Zarei et al. showed that the FIFA 11+ exercises were not able to
improve the results for Illinois agility test [7,11]. On the contrary, our results showed small (1.9%)
but significant improvement (p = 0.046) for Illinois agility test after only 4 weeks of the FIFA 11+

program [7]. Similar improvements after 4 weeks also have been reported in agility run after the
implementation of FIFA 11+ kids in a large cohort of football players the same age as in our study [15].

The reasons could be found in the fact that the FIFA 11+ program includes sprinting, agility, and
plyometric exercises beside neuromuscular exercises [7]. Moreover, the focus in the FIFA 11+ program
is on correct techniques throughout jumping, landing, and cutting movements by giving feedback
about improper movement patterns [25]. The improvement may be partially due to the rise in muscle
temperature [26]. Our findings are in line with programs which develop movement competency in
young children, which is essential for the youth physical development model [27].

Studies looking at the influence of the FIFA 11+ in adult males have reported improvements in
jump performance [28]. Positive effects on jump performance in the group of young children were
found following FIFA 11+ kids [15]. Recently, Akbari et al. [12] examined the impact of the "FIFA
11+" program on the vertical jump of football players aged 17 years. Significant differences were
found in favor of FIFA 11+group, but 1 month after the treatment when they stopped applying the
program, the vertical jump results were back at the level of the initial measurement, which led to the
conclusion that the program should be further applied since the program did not show the presence of
long-term effects. Pomares-Noguera et al. showed that only 4 weeks of the application of the FIFA 11+

kids program is enough to provide better physical performance in relation to the standard method of
warming up in youth football players [15]. This was confirmed in the present study where FIFA 11+

elicited significant improvement for standing long jump (5.6%; p = 0.001).
Different warm up routines are commonly used to optimize football performance and prevent

injuries with manipulation in the content (general–specific), duration, and intensity [29,30]. According
to Bishop, the longer warm-up duration is necessary to elevate baseline VO2, while a moderate intensity
warm-up lasting 3–5 min is enough to significantly improve short-term performance [31]. The current
study found that the FIFA 11+ injury prevention program only elicited positive training effects (3.08%)
in comparison with the control group (1.73%), after being implemented for 4 weeks, on VO2max.

The limitations of the study are the short time available to investigate the effects of the FIFA
11+ program (4 weeks), and the absence of follow-up. A follow-up assessment of the PF could have
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addressed the FIFA 11+ warm-up program effects on retention of PF. The generalization of the results
onto girls is also a limitation because the study only included boys, thus, it is not known whether it is
applicable in girls. Moreover, future studies should investigate the effects of the FIFA 11+ program with
a longer duration on several physical performance variables using randomized control trial designs.
Additionally, although groups did not differ in study outcomes, a lack of randomization could have
contributed to bias effects, therefore, future studies should randomize participants to overcome bias.

However, the strength of the present study is that it demonstrated the plausible effects and
suitability of the FIFA 11+ warm-up program even in boys aged less than 14 years. Thus, the FIFA 11+

warm-up program can be implemented in the training sessions in boys younger than 14 years old.
This study supports previous findings that traditional warm-up programs could be replaced with FIFA
11+ in male youth soccer players based on its superior effects on physical performance. Moreover, this
warm-up program does not require specific equipment, supports the performance development of
young football players, and accordingly significantly contributes to the reduction in the injury risk.

5. Conclusions

The main findings of this study suggest that just 4 weeks of implementation of the FIFA 11+

warm-up program improves physical performance compared with traditional warm-up routines in
young soccer players. Therefore, the FIFA 11 + program can be considered appropriate for this age, as
it seems to be adequate for inducing significant performance enhancements in young soccer players.
Moreover, given the improvements in jump performance and agility, our study would advocate the
introduction of these essential movement competency skills in children aged 10–12 years. Ultimately,
due to evidence-based health benefits of the FIFA 11+ warm-up program, its primary target population
could be expanded to recreational athletes and children in a school environment, while aiming to
improve public health.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, N.T.; methodology, S.M. and M.G.; software, D.M.; validation, S.M.,
N.T. and M.G.; formal analysis, D.M.; investigation, Š.B.; resources, D.M.M.; data curation, S.M.; writing—original
draft preparation, N.T.; writing—review and editing, N.T. and D.M.; visualization, Š.B.; supervision, D.M.M.;
project administration, D.M.M.; funding acquisition, D.M.M. All authors have read and agreed to the published
version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

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

References

1. Sadigursky, D.; Braid, J.A.; De Lira, D.N.L.; Machado, B.A.B.; Carneiro, R.J.F.; Colavolpe, P.O. The FIFA 11+

injury prevention program for soccer players: A systematic review. BMC Sports Sci. Med. Rehabil. 2017, 9, 18.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Junge, A.; Lamprecht, M.; Stamm, H.; Hasler, H.; Bizzini, M.; Tschopp, M.; Reuter, H.; Wyss, H.; Chilvers, C.;
Dvorak, J. Countrywide Campaign to Prevent Soccer Injuries in Swiss Amateur Players. Am. J. Sports Med.
2010, 39, 57–63. [CrossRef]

3. Silva, J.R.L.d.C.; Silva, J.F.d.; Salvador, P.C.d.N.; Freitas, C.d.l.R. The effect of FIFA 11+ on vertical jump
performance in soccer players. Rev. Bras. Cineantropom Desempenho Hum. 2015, 17, 733–741.

4. Barengo, N.C.; Meneses-Echávez, J.F.; Ramírez-Vélez, R.; Cohen, D.D.; Tovar, G.; Correa-Bautista, J.E. The
Impact of the FIFA 11+ Training Program on Injury Prevention in Football Players: A Systematic Review. Int.
J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2014, 11, 11986–12000. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Wentzell, M.; Ezzat, A.; Schneeberg, A. Effects of the Fifa11+ Warm-up Program on Speed, Agility and
Vertical Jump Performance in Adult Female Amateur Soccer Players. Int. Phys. Med. Rehab. J. 2019, 4,
219–224.

6. Daneshjoo, A.; Mokhtar, A.H.; Rahnama, N.; Yusof, A. The Effects of Injury Preventive Warm-Up Programs
on Knee Strength Ratio in Young Male Professional Soccer Players. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e50979. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13102-017-0083-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29209504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0363546510377424
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph111111986
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25415209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0050979


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 2017 8 of 9

7. Impellizzeri, F.M.; Bizzini, M.; Dvorak, J.; Pellegrini, B.; Schena, F.; Junge, A. Physiological and performance
responses to the FIFA 11+ (part 2): A randomised controlled trial on the training effects. J. Sports Sci. 2013,
31, 1491–1502. [CrossRef]

8. Brito, J.; Figueiredo, P.; Fernandes, L.; Seabra, A.; Soares, J.; Krustrup, P.; Rebelo, A. Isokinetic Strength Effects
of Fifa’s “the 11+” Injury Prevention Training Programme. Isokinet. Exerc. Sci. 2010, 18, 211–215.

9. Daneshjoo, A.; Mokhtar, A.H.; Rahnama, N.; Yusof, A. The Effects of Comprehensive Warm-Up Programs on
Proprioception, Static and Dynamic Balance on Male Soccer Players. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e51568. [CrossRef]

10. Daneshjoo, A.; Mokhtar, A.H.; Rahnama, N.; Yusof, A. Effects of the 11+ and Harmoknee Warm-up Programs
on Physical Performance Measures in Professional Soccer Players. J. Sports Sci. Med. 2013, 12, 489–496.

11. Zarei, M.; Abbasi, H.; Daneshjoo, A.; Barghi, T.S.; Rommers, N.; Faude, O.; Rössler, R. Long-term effects of
the 11+ warm-up injury prevention programme on physical performance in adolescent male football players:
A cluster-randomised controlled trial. J. Sports Sci. 2018, 36, 2447–2454. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Akbari, H.; Sahebozamani, M.; Daneshjoo, A.; Amiri-Khorasani, M. Effect of the FIFA 11+ Programme on
Vertical Jump Performance in Elite Male Youth Soccer Players. Montenegrin J. Sports Sci. Med. 2018, 7, 17–22.
[CrossRef]

13. Chen, Y.-S.; Lai, W.-L.; Hou, C.-W.; Chen, C.-H.; Chiu, Y.-W.; Bezzera, P. Effect of post warm-up resting
interval on static and dynamic balance, and maximal muscle strength followed by the FIFA 11+ and dynamic
warm-up exercises. J. Sports Med. Phys. Fit. 2019, 59. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Kilding, A.E.; Tunstall, H.; Kuzmic, D. Suitability of FIFA’s “The 11” Training Programme for Young Football
Players—Impact on Physical Performance. J. Sports Sci. Med. 2008, 7, 320–326.

15. Pomares-Noguera, C.; Ayala, F.; Robles-Palazón, F.J.; Alomoto-Burneo, J.F.; López-Valenciano, A.; Elvira, J.;
Hernandez-Sanchez, S.; Croix, M.D.S. Training Effects of the FIFA 11+ Kids on Physical Performance in
Youth Football Players: A Randomized Control Trial. Front. Pediatr. 2018, 6. [CrossRef]

16. Negra, Y.; Chaabene, H.; Amara, S.; Jaric, S.; Hammami, M.; Hachana, Y. Evaluation of the Illinois Change of
Direction Test in Youth Elite Soccer Players of Different Age. J. Hum. Kinet. 2017, 58, 215–224. [CrossRef]

17. Gharbi, Z.; Dardouri, W.; Haj-Sassi, R.; Chamari, K.; Souissi, N. Aerobic and anaerobic determinants of
repeated sprint ability in team sports athletes. Biol. Sport 2015, 32, 207–212. [CrossRef]

18. Baldi, M.; Da Silva, J.F.; Buzachera, C.F.; Castagna, C.; Guglielmo, L.G. Repeated sprint ability in soccer
players: Associations with physiological and neuromuscular factors. J. Sports Med. Phys. Fit. 2016, 57, 26–32.

19. Bishop, D.; Spencer, M.; Duffield, R.; Lawrence, S. The validity of a repeated sprint ability test. J. Sci. Med.
Sport 2001, 4, 19–29. [CrossRef]

20. Buchheit, M. The 30–15 Intermittent Fitness Test: 10 Year Review. Myorobie J. 2009, 1.
21. Impellizzeri, F.M.; Rampinini, E.; Coutts, A.J.; Sassi, A.; Marcora, S. Use of RPE-Based Training Load in

Soccer. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2004, 36, 1042–1047. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
22. Hanlon, C.; Krzak, J.J.; Prodoehl, J.; Hall, K.D. Effect of Injury Prevention Programs on Lower Extremity

Performance in Youth Athletes: A Systematic Review. Sports Health A Multidiscip. Approach 2019, 12, 12–22.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Steffen, K.; Emery, C.A.; Romiti, M.; Kang, J.; Bizzini, M.; Dvorak, J.; Finch, C.F.; Meeuwisse, W.H. High
adherence to a neuromuscular injury prevention programme (FIFA 11+) improves functional balance and
reduces injury risk in Canadian youth female football players: A cluster randomised trial. Br. J. Sports Med.
2013, 47, 794–802. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Parsons, J.L.; Carswell, J.; Nwoba, I.M.; Stenberg, H. Athlete perceptions and physical performance effects of
the fifa 11 + program in 9-11 year-old female soccer players: a cluster randomized trial. Int. J. Sports Phys.
Ther. 2019, 14, 740–752. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Akbari, H.; Sahebozamani, M.; Daneshjoo, A.; Amiri-Khorasani, M.; Shimokochi, Y. Effect of the FIFA 11+ on
Landing Patterns and Baseline Movement Errors in Elite Male Youth Soccer Players. J. Sport Rehabil. 2019,
1–8. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Bizzini, M.; Impellizzeri, F.M.; Dvorak, J.; Bortolan, L.; Schena, F.; Modena, R.; Junge, A. Physiological and
performance responses to the “FIFA 11+” (part 1): Is it an appropriate warm-up? J. Sports Sci. 2013, 31,
1481–1490. [CrossRef]

27. Lloyd, R.S.; Oliver, J.L.; Faigenbaum, A.D.; Howard, R.; Croix, M.B.A.D.S.; Williams, C.A.; Best, T.M.;
Alvar, B.A.; Micheli, L.J.; Thomas, D.P.; et al. Long-Term Athletic Development, Part 2. J. Strength Cond. Res.
2015, 29, 1451–1464. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2013.802926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0051568
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2018.1462001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29638190
http://dx.doi.org/10.26773/mjssm.180903
http://dx.doi.org/10.23736/S0022-4707.18.08247-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29619793
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fped.2018.00040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/hukin-2017-0079
http://dx.doi.org/10.5604/20831862.1150302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1440-2440(01)80004-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1249/01.MSS.0000128199.23901.2F
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15179175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1941738119861117
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31390306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bjsports-2012-091886
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23559666
http://dx.doi.org/10.26603/ijspt20190740
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31598412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/jsr.2018-0374
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31629326
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2013.802922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/01.JSC.0000465424.75389.56


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 2017 9 of 9

28. Bizzini, M.; Junge, A.; Dvorak, J. The “11+” Manual. In A Complete Warmup Programme to Prevent Injuries;
FIFA Medical Assessment and Research Centre: Zurich, Switzerland, 2011.

29. Fradkin, A.J.; Zazryn, T.R.; Smoliga, J.M. Effects of Warming-up on Physical Performance: A Systematic
Review with Meta-analysis. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2010, 24, 140–148. [CrossRef]

30. Bishop, D. Warm up I: Potential mechanisms and the effects of passive warm up on exercise performance.
Sports Med. 2003, 33, 439–454. [CrossRef]

31. Bishop, D. Warm up II: Performance changes following active warm up and how to structure the warm up.
Sports Med. 2003, 33, 483–498. [CrossRef]

© 2020 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/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181c643a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.2165/00007256-200333060-00005
http://dx.doi.org/10.2165/00007256-200333070-00002
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Sample of Subjects 
	Testing Procedures 
	Training Program 
	Data Analysis 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

