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Abstract: Background: Traditionally, fat mass is estimated using anthropometric models. Air-
displacement plethysmography (ADP) is a relatively new technique for determining fat mass. There
is limited information on the agreement between these methods in infants and young children.
Therefore we aimed to longitudinally compare fat mass percentage values predicted from skinfold
thicknesses (SFTs) and ADP in healthy infants and young children. Methods: Anthropometry and
body composition were determined at the ages of 1, 4, and 6 months and 2 years. We quantified
the agreement between the two methods using the Bland–Altman procedure, linear mixed-model
analysis, and intra-class correlation coefficients (ICC). Results: During the first 6 months of life, fat
mass% predicted with SFT was significantly different from that measured with ADP in healthy,
term-born infants (n = 245). ICCs ranged from 0.33 (at 2 years of age) and 0.47 (at 4 months of
age). Although the mean difference (bias) between the methods was low, the Bland–Altman plots
showed proportional differences at all ages with wide limits of agreement. Conclusions: There is
poor agreement between ADP and SFTs for estimating fat mass in infancy or early childhood. The
amount of body fat was found to influence the agreement between the methods.

Keywords: growth; body composition; body fat; fat mass percentage; adiposity; anthropometric
model; body composition assessment

1. Introduction

Childhood overweight and obesity are major public health concerns. Childhood
obesity is a risk factor for later obesity, type 2 diabetes mellitus, hypertension, dyslipidemia,
and cardiovascular diseases [1–6], which form a cluster of features called metabolic syn-
drome. Early identification of the risk of developing metabolic syndrome is of paramount
importance [7]. Rapid postnatal weight gain is highly predictive of metabolic syndrome
features [8]. This may at least in part be explained by tracking of body adiposity from in-
fancy into childhood [9] and from childhood into adulthood [10,11]. Therefore, monitoring
of infant body composition might offer an opportunity to trace children at risk of future
metabolic syndrome, and to target them with interventions aimed at reducing this risk.

Several methods are available for the assessment of body composition in children up
to 2 years of age. Traditionally, anthropometric prediction equations using skinfold thick-
nesses have been used to assess fat mass, but in recent years, various methods have been
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developed and have largely replaced anthropometric models. Among these methods is
air-displacement plethysmography (ADP), which is now considered the most accurate and
validated method of determining body composition in infants and young children [12–17].

Both the PEA POD for infants and BOD POD for young children have been validated
against reference values obtained from the gold-standard four-compartment model based
on total body water, bone mineral content, and total body potassium [16,17]. However, no
studies have longitudinally compared ADP to anthropometric prediction equations using
measurements of skinfold thickness from infancy up until early childhood [18–21]. Thus,
the objective of this study was to compare estimated fat mass% measured using skinfold
thicknesses with ADP at different time points during the first 2 years of life in healthy,
term-born infants.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Population

A nutritional intervention study was conducted as a double-blind, randomized con-
trolled trial (ProtEUs study) at two centers: Amsterdam UMC, VU University Medical
Center, Amsterdam, the Netherlands (study centre 1), and Dr. von Hauner Children’s Hos-
pital, LMU–Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität, Munich, Germany (study centre 2). Healthy,
term-born, formula-fed (n = 178) and breast-fed (n = 67) infants were enrolled between
22 October 2014, and 29 December 2016 [22]. The trial was approved by the Institutional
Review Boards of VU University Medical Center Amsterdam and the Medical Faculty of
LMU Munich. The study was conducted according to ICH-GCP principles and in com-
pliance with the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki. Written informed consent was
obtained from the parents or legal guardians of all participants.

The intervention period was 6 months (from an average age of 1 month until the age
of 6 months). During this period, infants visited the study site three times: at 1 month
(baseline), 4 months, and 6 months of age, as well as a follow-up that was scheduled at the
age of 2 years. During these visits, anthropometry and body composition measurements
were obtained.

2.2. Procedures
2.2.1. Anthropometrics

Weight was measured without clothing or diaper to 0.5-g accuracy on a balance scale
(MARSDEN, Rotherham, UK). Supine length was measured using a flexible measurement
board (SECA, Birmingham, UK) to the nearest 0.1 cm. At the age of 2 years, standing height
was measured using a digital stadiometer (SECA, Birmingham, UK) to the nearest 0.1 cm.
The average of two measurements was used in the statistical analysis.

The thicknesses of the triceps, biceps, suprailiac, and subscapular skinfolds were
measured in duplicate on the left side of the body to the nearest 0.2 mm using Holtain
skinfold callipers (HoltainLtd, Bryberian, UK). The average of the measurements was
used for the statistical analysis. The measurements were performed using a standardized
protocol by well-trained observers, including research nurses and dieticians.

We used the equations of Weststate and Deurenberg [23] to estimate fat mass% from
skinfold thicknesses (SFTs). The choice of this equation was based upon its applicability in
the age range of 0–2 years. A validation study involving infants aged 0–4 months compared
various anthropometric models to DXA for the prediction of fat mass%, and the results
showed that the Weststate and Deurenberg equation had the highest R2 (0.77) [24].

The predicted density (D) was converted to fat mass% using the sum of bicipital,
tricipital, suprailiacal, and subscapular skinfold thicknesses (
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We used inter-rater reliability tests to estimate the reliability between the different
observers. For this purpose, we organized meetings at the start of the study and throughout.
During these three meetings, the observers involved performed measurements of skinfold
thickness sequentially on children aged 6 months to 2 years.

2.2.2. Air-Displacement Plethysmography (ADP)

Body composition was measured using a PEA POD (Infant Body Composition System;
Cosmed, Concord, CA, USA) at the ages of 1, 4, and 6 months. At the age of 2 years,
body composition was measured using a BOD POD (Pediatric Option Body Composition
System; Cosmed, Concord, CA, USA). ADP is a densitometric technique that uses the
inverse relationship between pressure and volume to calculate body density [14].

With this technique, body mass and body volume are measured. Mass is measured
on an electronic scale, and volume is measured in an enclosed chamber by applying
gas laws that relate pressure changes to volumes of air in the chamber. The body mass
and body volume measurements are used to calculate the whole-body density using a
classic densitometric approach and age- and sex-specific fat-free mass density values [25]
(assuming a fixed density of fat of 0.9007 g/mL [26]). Body density is then used in a
two-compartment model to calculate fat%, fat mass, and fat free mass [14–16].

Weight, length, and SFTs were measured first, followed by ADP. The measurements
took place in a closed room with a controlled temperature and stable airway pressure ac-
cording to the manufacturer’s recommendations and guidelines. The PODs were calibrated
before each use by a menu-operated system according to the manufacturer’s guidelines.
Body temperature and hair significantly affect the determination of fat mass% [27,28], so
participants either wore a cap, or we smoothed their hair using baby oil prior the mea-
surement. All measurements (weight, length, SFT and ADP) were performed sequentially
during the same visit under identical conditions.

2.3. Statistical Analyses

We compared the two methods in three different ways. First of all, we used the Bland–
Altman procedure to quantify the agreement between the two quantitative measurements
by studying the mean difference (bias) and constructing limits of agreement [29]. The limits
of agreement were calculated using the mean and standard deviation of the differences
between two measurements. We set a maximum allowed difference/bias of 10% of the
mean fat mass% at a particular age using reference data based on a multicomponent
model of body composition of infants and young children [30]. Second, we analyzed the
differences in fat mass% between the methods with linear mixed-model analysis. The alpha
level was set at p < 0.05. All outcomes were normally distributed.

Third, the intra-class correlation coefficient (ICC) was calculated as a reliability index
(in total and per centre). ICC values less than 0.5 are indicative of poor reliability, values
between 0.5 and 0.75 indicate moderate reliability, values between 0.75 and 0.9 indicate
good reliably, and values greater than 0.90 indicate excellent reliability. To estimate the ICC,
we used a two-way mixed effects model, type single-measures, and absolute agreement.
To estimate the ICC between the observers, we used a two-way mixed effects model, type
average-measures, and absolute agreement. The statistical analyses were performed in
SPSS (version 26).

3. Results
3.1. Subject Characteristics

We investigated 245 infants at age 1 month, which declined to 173 children at age
2 years. The majority (72–73%) were formula-fed for the first 6 months of life (Table 1).
Figure 1 presents the fat mass% obtained from SFTs and measured by ADP. We set a
maximum allowed difference/bias of 10% of the mean fat mass%. This comes down to
3 percentage points (2.6% at 0 months, 3.1% at 4 months, 3.1% at 6 months, and 2.6% at
2 years).
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Table 1. Infant characteristics.

1 Month 4 Months 6 Months 2 Years

n = 245 n = 238 n = 235 n = 173
Boys [n (%)] 113 (46) 112 (47) 111 (47) 82 (47)

Caucasian [n (%)] 213 (87) 208 (87) 205 (87) 151 (87)
Age (mo) 1.0 ± 0.3 3.9 ± 0.1 6.0 ± 0.1 24.1 ± 0.5

Body weight (gram) 4207 ± 536 6598 ± 685 7692 ± 834 12415 ± 1315
Length/height (cm) 54.5 ± 2.2 63.7 ± 2.0 67.9 ± 2.2 86.8 ± 2.8

Formula-fed a [n (%)] 178 (73) 173 (73) 170 (72) NA

Skinfold thickness measurements

n = 242−235 n = 237−236 n = 235 n = 169−168
∑SFT (mm) b 23.2 ± 3.8 29.4 ± 5.2 29.0 ± 5.6 27.3 ± 5.2

n = 235 n = 235 n = 235 n = 167
Body density (kg/L) 1.0274 ± 0.0050 1.0215 ± 0.0055 1.0228 ± 0.0060 1.0286 ± 0.0057

Fat mass% 20.0 ± 2.8 23.7 ± 3.0 23.2 ± 3.3 21.4 ± 3.0

Air-displacement plethysmography

n = 231 n = 230 n = 219 n = 103
Body density 1.0330 ± 0.0073 1.0185 ± 0.0077 1.0184 ± 0.0079 1.0327 ± 0.0154

Fat mass% 16.8± 4.0 25.4 ± 4.3 25.8 ± 4.4 20.7 ± 8.2

Mean ± SD, a randomized into intervention or control formula, b Sum of bicipital, tricipital, subscapular, and suprailiacal skinfold.
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3.2. Comparison of the Methods

Fat mass% predicted with SFTs was significantly different from that measured by ADP
except at the age of 2 years (Figure 1 and Table 2). Analyses by study site showed that
the latter observation was limited to only one of the two study centers (Supplementary
Materials Table S1). Furthermore, analyses by infant sex showed that in boys at the age
4 months predicted fat mass% was no different between the methods (Table S2). The
Bland–Altman analysis revealed bias at all ages (Table 2 and Figure 2). The bias at the age
of 1 month was 3.05 percentage points and was smaller at later ages. The smallest bias was
found at the age of 2 years (bias 0.47). However, the limits of agreement were wider with
age. The widest occurred at the age of 2 years, indicating that estimating the percentage of
body fat% with SFT in children may be as much as 13 percentage points below or 14 points
above the ADP measurement for an individual child.
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Table 2. Agreement between the different methods for the prediction of body composition (air-
displacement plethysmography (ADP) minus skinfold thickness (SFT)).

1 Month 4 Months 6 Months 2 Years

n 225 229 219 102
Mean difference (bias) −3.05 1.70 2.65 −0.47
Limits of agreement

(CI95%)
3.12
−9.21

8.86
−546

10.25
−4.96

13.29
−14.23

Difference 1 −3.15 1.70 2.63 −0.67
P 1 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.112

(CI95%) (−3.75, −2.54) (1.10, 2.31) (2.02, 3.24) (−1.49, 0.16)
ICC 2 0.42 0.47 0.42 0.33

1 month 4 months 6 months 2 years
1 Differences between the methods by linear mixed-models analysis, 2 ICC; Intra-Class Correlation Coefficient.
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The plots showed proportional differences in that the overestimation or underestima-
tion of fat mass% predicted by SFTs was affected by the amount of body fat (Figure 2). All
Bland–Altman plots showed an overestimation of fat mass% predicted by SFT in infants
with a low body fat and the underestimation of fat mass% in infants with a high body fat.
The ICCs indicated poor agreement between the two methods (range 0.33–0.47, Table 2).
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The highest correlations were found when comparing ADP with SFT in study center 2, for
which moderate reliability was obtained (supplementary Table S1).

3.3. Inter-Rater Reliability Tests–Skinfold Thickness Measurements

The inter-rater reliability tests showed high ICCs between the observers (range
0.992–0.998), indicating excellent reliability.

4. Discussion

This study in infants and young children showed that fat mass% predicted by SFTs is
significantly different from that measured by ADP. Many anthropometric methods have
been developed to estimate fat mass%. Some of them have been used in infancy, such as the
non-validated but frequently used Slaughter equation. One study involving 2-week-old
infants showed that fat mass% estimated from the Slaughter equation [31] was strongly
correlated (ICC range 0.69–0.74) with fat mass% predicted from ADP [32]. However, we
and others could not confirm these observations [33]. In our sample, ICCs ranged from
0.25 to 0.57 (data not shown).

Another method for estimating fat% in the very early stages of life is the equation
presented by Catalano et al. This method uses the flank and thigh skinfolds in addition
to the triceps and subscapular skinfolds [34]. The equation was shown to be reasonably
accurate as compared to ADP in the estimation of fat mass in neonatal life, but not at later
age [18,19].

Despite the limitations, the development of a suitable and validated anthropometric
model to predict body fat in infants and young children is of great interest because it
would have low cost and widespread availability. Recently, the adjustment of traditional
anthropometric equations by using ADP as a reference has led to new equations to predict
fat mass in infants and young children. However, a validation study showed that the
outcomes were still significantly different from those of ADP [18].

Another study involving neonates and young infants compared skinfold thicknesses
to DXA-derived fat mass. The results showed that an exponential equation including the
sum of four skinfold thicknesses and length best predicted fat mass [24]. However, this
equation was recently used in a cohort of preterm infants and showed poor agreement
with DXA-derived fat mass at term-equivalent age [35].

It is frequently reported that the measurement of skinfold thicknesses in young chil-
dren suffers from limited reproducibility and precision. Notably, the interobserver error
is high [36]. This aspect of measurement error is one of the major criticisms of skinfold
thickness measurements for estimating body fat in infancy. Even though we found high
ICCs between the observers in our study, there were differences of up to 2 mm in the
obtained skinfold thicknesses between observers. A difference of 2 mm for every skinfold
thickness measurement adds up to a difference of 8 mm in ∑SFT. Consequently, body
density will differ by 0.009 kg/L, yielding a difference of 5 percentage points in predicted
body fat.

The strength of our study is the inclusion of high numbers of paired observations
in a healthy population from infancy to early childhood. Furthermore, this study was
performed in two experienced clinical paediatric research centres in Europe, which adds
external validity. Nevertheless, an important limitation of our study is the low number of
objective methods used for estimating body composition.

5. Conclusions

Among healthy infants and young children born at term, there is poor agreement
between estimates of fat mass by SFTs and ADP. This hampers the comparability of studies
using different methods for the assessment of body composition. Further research on
the comparability of different body composition methods for longitudinal assessment of
adiposity is warranted.



Life 2021, 11, 75 8 of 9

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/2075-1
729/11/2/75/s1, Table S1: Agreement between the different methods for the prediction of body
composition per study centre. Table S2: Agreement between the different methods for the prediction
of body composition per sex.

Author Contributions: S.M.P.K. conceptualized the study, collected data, analyzed the data, and
drafted, and edited the manuscript. N.A. collected data, reviewed and edited the manuscript. J.W.R.T.
reviewed the analyzed data and reviewed and edited the manuscript. B.V.K. reviewed and edited the
manuscript. M.J.J.F. and J.B.v.G. conceptualized the study, reviewed and edited the manuscript. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: The research leading to these results has received funding from the European Union’s
Seventh Framework Programme (FP7/2007–2013), project EarlyNutrition under grant agreement
no. 289346 and the European Research Council Advanced Grant META-GROWTH ERC-2012-AdG–
no. 322605. The work of BK is supported by the Else Kröner-Seniorprofessorship of Paediatrics
cofunded by the Else Kröner-Fresenius-Foundation, Bad Homburg, Germany and the LMU University
Hospitals.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The trial was approved by the Institutional Review Boards
of VU University Medical Center Amsterdam (2014.190, 11 September 2014) and of the Medical
Faculty, LMU Munich (284-14, 13 November 2014). The study was conducted according to ICH-GCP
principles and in compliance with the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki. An independent data
safety monitoring board monitored trial safety.

Informed Consent Statement: Written informed consent was obtained from all participants’ parents
or guardians.

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

References
1. Franks, P.W.; Hanson, R.L.; Knowler, W.C.; Sievers, M.L.; Bennett, P.H.; Looker, H.C. Childhood obesity, other cardiovascular risk

factors, and premature death. N. Engl. J. Med. 2010, 362, 485–493. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Hannon, T.S.; Rao, G.; Arslanian, S.A. Childhood obesity and type 2 diabetes mellitus. Pediatrics 2005, 116, 473–480. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
3. Hayman, L.L.; Meininger, J.C.; Daniels, S.R.; McCrindle, B.W.; Helden, L.; Ross, J.; Dennison, B.A.; Steinberger, J.; Williams,

C.L.; American Heart Association Committee on Atherosclerosis; et al. Primary prevention of cardiovascular disease in nursing
practice: Focus on children and youth: A scientific statement from the American Heart Association Committee on Atherosclerosis,
Hypertension, and Obesity in Youth of the Council on Cardiovascular Disease in the Young, Council on Cardiovascular Nursing,
Council on Epidemiology and Prevention, and Council on Nutrition, Physical Activity, and Metabolism. Circulation 2007, 116,
344–357. [PubMed]

4. Lobstein, T.; Baur, L.; Uauy, R.; TaskForce, I.I.O. Obesity in children and young people: A crisis in public health. Obes. Rev. 2004, 5
(Suppl. 1), 4–104. [CrossRef]

5. Magarey, A.M.; Daniels, L.A.; Boulton, T.J.; Cockington, R.A. Predicting obesity in early adulthood from childhood and parental
obesity. Int. J. Obes. Relat. Metab. Disord. 2003, 27, 505–513. [CrossRef]

6. Steinberger, J.; Daniels, S.R.; American Heart Association Atherosclerosis; Hypertension, and Obesity in the Young Committee
(Council on Cardiovascular Disease in the Young); American Heart Association Diabetes Committee (Council on Nutrition,
Physical Activity, and Metabolism). Obesity, insulin resistance, diabetes, and cardiovascular risk in children: An American
Heart Association scientific statement from the Atherosclerosis, Hypertension, and Obesity in the Young Committee (Council on
Cardiovascular Disease in the Young) and the Diabetes Committee (Council on Nutrition, Physical Activity, and Metabolism).
Circulation 2003, 107, 1448–1453.

7. Chiarelli, F.; Mohn, A. Early diagnosis of metabolic syndrome in children. Lancet Child Adolesc. Health 2017, 1, 86–88. [CrossRef]
8. Leunissen, R.W.; Kerkhof, G.F.; Stijnen, T.; Hokken-Koelega, A. Timing and tempo of first-year rapid growth in relation to

cardiovascular and metabolic risk profile in early adulthood. JAMA 2009, 301, 2234–2242. [CrossRef]
9. De Fluiter, K.S.; van Beijsterveldt, I.; Breij, L.M.; Acton, D.; Hokken-Koelega, A.C.S. Association Between Fat Mass in Early Life

and Later Fat Mass Trajectories. JAMA Pediatr. 2020, 174, 1141–1148. [CrossRef]
10. Rundle, A.G.; Factor-Litvak, P.; Suglia, S.F.; Susser, E.S.; Kezios, K.L.; Lovasi, G.S.; Cirillo, P.M.; Cohn, B.A.; Link, B.G. Tracking of

Obesity in Childhood into Adulthood: Effects on Body Mass Index and Fat Mass Index at Age 50. Child Obes. 2020, 16, 226–233.
[CrossRef]

11. Ronque, E.R.V.; Werneck, A.O.; Bueno, M.R.O.; Cyrino, E.S.; Stanganelli, L.C.R.; Arruda, M. Tracking of body adiposity indicators
from childhood to adolescence: Mediation by BMI. PLoS ONE 2018, 13, e0191908. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://www.mdpi.com/2075-1729/11/2/75/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/2075-1729/11/2/75/s1
http://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa0904130
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20147714
http://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2004-2536
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16061606
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17592077
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-789X.2004.00133.x
http://doi.org/10.1038/sj.ijo.0802251
http://doi.org/10.1016/S2352-4642(17)30043-3
http://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2009.761
http://doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2020.2673
http://doi.org/10.1089/chi.2019.0185
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0191908
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29408914


Life 2021, 11, 75 9 of 9

12. Sainz, R.D.; Urlando, A. Evaluation of a new pediatric air-displacement plethysmograph for body-composition assessment by
means of chemical analysis of bovine tissue phantoms. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2003, 77, 364–370. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Yao, M.; Nommsen-Rivers, L.; Dewey, K.; Urlando, A. Preliminary evaluation of a new pediatric air displacement plethysmograph
for body composition assessment in infants. Acta Diabetol. 2003, 40 (Suppl. 1), S55–S58. [CrossRef]

14. Urlando, A.; Dempster, P.; Aitkens, S. A new air displacement plethysmograph for the measurement of body composition in
infants. Pediatr. Res. 2003, 53, 486–492. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Ma, G.; Yao, M.; Liu, Y.; Lin, A.; Zou, H.; Urlando, A.; Wong, W.W.; Nommsen-Rivers, L.; Dewey, K.G. Validation of a new
pediatric air-displacement plethysmograph for assessing body composition in infants. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2004, 79, 653–660.
[CrossRef]

16. Fields, D.A.; Allison, D.B. Air-displacement plethysmography pediatric option in 2-6 years old using the four-compartment
model as a criterion method. Obesity (Silver Spring) 2012, 20, 1732–1737. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Ellis, K.J.; Yao, M.; Shypailo, R.J.; Urlando, A.; Wong, W.W.; Heird, W.C. Body-composition assessment in infancy: Air-
displacement plethysmography compared with a reference 4-compartment model. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2007, 85, 90–95. [CrossRef]

18. Cauble, J.S.; Dewi, M.; Hull, H.R. Validity of anthropometric equations to estimate infant fat mass at birth and in early infancy.
BMC Pediatr. 2017, 17, 88. [CrossRef]

19. Josefson, J.L.; Nodzenski, M.; Talbot, O.; Scholtens, D.M.; Catalano, P. Fat mass estimation in neonates: Anthropometric models
compared with air displacement plethysmography. Br. J. Nutr. 2019, 121, 285–290. [CrossRef]

20. Elberg, J.; McDuffie, J.R.; Sebring, N.G.; Salaita, C.; Keil, M.; Robotham, D.; Reynolds, J.C.; Yanovski, J.A. Comparison of methods
to assess change in children’s body composition. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2004, 80, 64–69. [CrossRef]

21. Henriksson, H.; Eriksson, B.; Forsum, E.; Flinke, E.; Henriksson, P.; Lof, M. Longitudinal assessment of body composition in
healthy Swedish children from 1 week until 4 years of age. Eur. J. Clin. Nutr. 2017. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Kouwenhoven, S.M.P.; Antl, N.; Finken, M.J.J.; Twisk, J.W.R.; van der Beek, E.M.; Abrahamse-Berkeveld, M.; van de Heijning,
B.J.M.; Schierbeek, H.; Holdt, L.M.; van Goudoever, J.B.; et al. A modified low-protein infant formula supports adequate growth
in healthy, term infants: A randomized, double-blind, equivalence trial. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2019, 111, 962–974. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

23. Weststrate, J.A.; Deurenberg, P. Body composition in children: Proposal for a method for calculating body fat percentage from
total body density or skinfold-thickness measurements. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 1989, 50, 1104–1115. [CrossRef]

24. Schmelzle, H.R.; Fusch, C. Body fat in neonates and young infants: Validation of skinfold thickness versus dual-energy X-ray
absorptiometry. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2002, 76, 1096–1100. [CrossRef]

25. Fomon, S.J.; Haschke, F.; Ziegler, E.E.; Nelson, S.E. Body composition of reference children from birth to age 10 years. Am. J. Clin.
Nutr. 1982, 35 (Suppl. 5), 1169–1175. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Fidanza, F.; Keys, A.; Anderson, J.T. Density of body fat in man and other mammals. J. Appl. Physiol. 1953, 6, 252–256. [CrossRef]
27. Fields, D.A.; Higgins, P.B.; Hunter, G.R. Assessment of body composition by air-displacement plethysmography: Influence of

body temperature and moisture. Dyn. Med. 2004, 3, 3. [CrossRef]
28. Higgins, P.B.; Fields, D.A.; Hunter, G.R.; Gower, B.A. Effect of scalp and facial hair on air displacement plethysmography

estimates of percentage of body fat. Obes. Res. 2001, 9, 326–330. [CrossRef]
29. Bland, J.M.; Altman, D.G. Statistical methods for assessing agreement between two methods of clinical measurement. Lancet 1986,

1, 307–310. [CrossRef]
30. Butte, N.F.; Hopkinson, J.M.; Wong, W.W.; Smith, E.O.; Ellis, K.J. Body composition during the first 2 years of life: An updated

reference. Pediatr. Res. 2000, 47, 578–585. [CrossRef]
31. Slaughter, M.H.; Lohman, T.G.; Boileau, R.A.; Horswill, C.A.; Stillman, R.J.; Van Loan, M.D.; Bemben, D.A. Skinfold equations for

estimation of body fatness in children and youth. Hum. Biol. 1988, 60, 709–723. [PubMed]
32. Barbour, L.A.; Hernandez, T.L.; Reynolds, R.M.; Reece, M.S.; Chartier-Logan, C.; Anderson, M.K.; Kelly, T.; Friedman, J.E.; Van

Pelt, R.E. Striking differences in estimates of infant adiposity by new and old DXA software, PEAPOD and skin-folds at 2 weeks
and 1 year of life. Pediatr. Obes. 2016, 11, 264–271. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Lingwood, B.E.; Storm van Leeuwen, A.M.; Carberry, A.E.; Fitzgerald, E.C.; Callaway, L.K.; Colditz, P.B.; Ward, L.C. Prediction
of fat-free mass and percentage of body fat in neonates using bioelectrical impedance analysis and anthropometric measures:
Validation against the PEA POD. Br. J. Nutr. 2012, 107, 1545–1552. [CrossRef]

34. Catalano, P.M.; Thomas, A.J.; Avallone, D.A.; Amini, S.B. Anthropometric estimation of neonatal body composition. Am. J. Obstet.
Gynecol. 1995, 173, 1176–1181. [CrossRef]

35. Yumani, D.F.J.; de Jongh, D.; Lafeber, H.N.; van Weissenbruch, M.M. A comparative study using dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry,
air displacement plethysmography, and skinfolds to assess fat mass in preterms at term equivalent age. Eur. J. Pediatr. 2020.
[CrossRef]

36. De Bruin, N.C.; van Velthoven, K.A.; Stijnen, T.; Juttmann, R.E.; Degenhart, H.J.; Visser, H.K. Body fat and fat-free mass in infants:
New and classic anthropometric indexes and prediction equations compared with total-body electrical conductivity. Am. J. Clin.
Nutr. 1995, 61, 1195–1205. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/77.2.364
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12540395
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00592-003-0027-9
http://doi.org/10.1203/01.PDR.0000049669.74793.E3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12595599
http://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/79.4.653
http://doi.org/10.1038/oby.2012.28
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22421895
http://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/85.1.90
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12887-017-0844-6
http://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114518003355
http://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/80.1.64
http://doi.org/10.1038/ejcn.2017.125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28832576
http://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqz308
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31868201
http://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/50.5.1104
http://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/76.5.1096
http://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/35.5.1169
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7081099
http://doi.org/10.1152/jappl.1953.6.4.252
http://doi.org/10.1186/1476-5918-3-3
http://doi.org/10.1038/oby.2001.41
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(86)90837-8
http://doi.org/10.1203/00006450-200005000-00004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3224965
http://doi.org/10.1111/ijpo.12055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26198967
http://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114511004624
http://doi.org/10.1016/0002-9378(95)91348-3
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00431-020-03812-3
http://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/61.6.1195

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Population 
	Procedures 
	Anthropometrics 
	Air-Displacement Plethysmography (ADP) 

	Statistical Analyses 

	Results 
	Subject Characteristics 
	Comparison of the Methods 
	Inter-Rater Reliability Tests–Skinfold Thickness Measurements 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

