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Abstract
A novel loading method was applied to explore selective effects of externally added weight (W),
weight and inertia (W+I), and inertia (I) on maximum counter-movement jumps (CMJ) performed
with arm swing. Externally applied extended rubber bands and/or loaded vest added W, W+I, and I
corresponding to 10–40% of subjects' body mass. As expected, an increase in magnitude of all
types of load was associated with an increase in ground reaction forces (GRF), as well as with a
decrease in both the jumping performance and power output. However, of more importance could
be that discernible differences among the effects of W, W+I, and I were recorded despite a
relatively narrow loading range. In particular, an increase in W was associated with the minimal
changes in movement kinematic pattern and smallest reduction of jumping performance, while
also allowing for the highest power output. Conversely, W+I was associated with the highest
ground reaction forces. Finally, the lowest maxima of GRF and power were associated with I.
Although further research is apparently needed, the obtained finding could be of potential
importance not only for understanding fundamental properties of the neuromuscular system, but
also for optimization of loading in standard athletic training and rehabilitation procedures.
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INTRODUCTION
In general, the muscular system is loaded by the weight (W) and inertia (I) of its own body
segments, but sometimes also by the loads and other external forces acting upon it. While
the direction of I force is determined by the direction of acceleration in the 3-dimensional
space, the direction of the acting W is always vertical. Therefore, the lines of action of W
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and I forces are collinear only when human body (together with occasionally added external
load) accelerates in vertical direction, such as in vertical jumps. As a consequence, the scalar
equation that represents the vertical component of the ground reaction force (GRF) exerted
over time t during vertical jumping is:

(eq.
1)

where m is the body mass, g is gravity acceleration, and a(t) acceleration of the body in
upward direction. Note that the product of m and g corresponds to the body weight (W = m
g) which is constant over time, while the product of m and a(t) corresponds to the inertial
force [I(t) =m a(t)] which changes over time depending upon the body acceleration. The
same equation also applies to the vertical component of the external force acting upon other
body movements performed in other directions. In general, the movements performed
predominantly in the vertical direction, such as vertical jumps, seem to be predominantly
affected by W, whereas walking and running is predominantly loaded by limb I (i.e.,
resistance to acceleration and deceleration of the limbs; McMahon, 1984, Teunissen et al.,
2007).

Its is well known that manipulation of external weights inevitably affects the kinematic and
kinetic pattern, dynamic output (e.g., power and momentum), as well as the overall
efficiency of the muscular system (Cormie et al., 2011a, b, Frost et al., 2010). However, it
still remains unclear whether and to which extent the particular components of external
loads (i.e., W and I) have selective affect on the aforementioned variables in complex human
movements. A number of previous studies have been focused upon the optimum loading
regarding the minimization of the energy expenditure (Teunissen et al., 2007) and
maximization of output (Bevan et al., 2010, Cormie et al., 2007c, Lund et al., 2004,
Markovic and Jaric, 2007, Nuzzo et al., 2010). Manipulation of external constant force in
vertical direction that mimics change in W allowed for formulation of the Maximum
Dynamic Output Hypothesis suggesting that for the lower limb muscles the optimal load for
maximizing the power and momentum production could be the subject's own body (Jaric
and Markovic, 2009). However, only the horizontal walking and running have been explored
regarding the selective effects of W on movement kinematic and kinetic patterns and the
results were rather inconclusive (Chang et al., 2000, De Witt et al., 2008, Teunissen et al.,
2007). However, previous studies neither explored the effect of I, nor focused on
movements performed at least partly in vertical direction where the effects of W could be at
least comparable to the effect of I. Finally, excluding some single-joint tasks (see further
text for details), the selected effects of W and I on maximum performance movements have
been mainly neglected.

In addition to the theoretical aspects discussed above, discerning the effect of external W and
I on human movements could also be important from practical perspective. The exercise
with external loading has been routinely used to enhance performance in both athletes and
various clinical populations subjected to rehabilitation procedures. By far the most
frequently applied type of load in athletic training, rehabilitation, and testing has been the
addition of external weights either directly or through various pulleys (Anderson et al.,
2008, Cavagna et al., 1972, Chang et al., 2000, Cormie et al., 2007b, De Witt et al., 2008,
McBride et al., 1999, Wallace et al., 2006, Wilson et al., 1993). Therefore, the movements
performed were inevitably loaded by both W and I of the applied loads. Relatively few
studies applied an external resistance with an insignificant I component. Theoretically, long
and extended rubber bands could provide a relatively constant force (that mimics either
increase or decrease in W) with negligible I (Galantis and Woledge, 2003, Gosseye et al.,
2010, Griffin et al., 1999). However, in most of the studies the bands were either not long
and/or stretched enough to provide a relatively constant force over the full movement range
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(e.g., Israetel et al., 2010, Jakubiak and Saunders, 2008, Wallace et al., 2006). Nevertheless,
it has been found that the training with elastic resistance could be more effective than the
free-weight resistance alone for developing the lower and upper body strength (Anderson et
al., 2008), particularly during transition from eccentric to concentric phase of vertical jumps
(Israetel et al., 2010, Wallace et al., 2006). Conversely, an action against purely I is possible
when W of the added external weight is compensated, such as in movement performed in
horizontal plane. However, those movements have been frequently applied in motor control
research (typically single-joint movement; Corcos et al., 1993, Jaric, 2000) suggesting
particularly prolonged concentric phase of agonist action, but virtually never applied in
routine exercise and rehabilitation procedures. Hence, discerning the effects of weight-type
and inertia-type of load on complex movements could give us a beneficial guidance
regarding their potential use in training and rehabilitation (Frost et al., 2010).

Vertical jumps appear to be a well-suited model for studying the maximal dynamic output of
the lower-limb muscles (Baker et al., 2001b, Cormie et al., 2007c, Driss et al., 2001, Harris
et al., 2007, Markovic and Jaric, 2007, McBride et al., 1999, Wilson et al., 1993). In
addition, the same jumps have been regularly used as both a training and testing procedure
in various physical conditioning programs (Jaric and Markovic, 2009, Markovic et al.,
2011). The implicit justification has been that the performance of maximal vertical jumps
highly correlate with the maximum performance of other rapid and explosive movements
tasks (e.g. running, changing of direction, kicking, throwing; Kukolj et al., 1999). Several
loading methods have been applied in both training and testing procedures based on vertical
jumps, as well as when studying the adaptation of the jumping kinematic and kinetic pattern
(Argus et al., 2011, Cavagna et al., 1972, Markovic and Jaric, 2007, Nuzzo et al., 2010).
Some of the methods differed regarding the type of load including the application of
stretched rubber providing a constant pulling force that solely mimics the effect of W
(Cavagna et al., 1972, Markovic and Jaric, 2007), while the most frequent method of loading
has been addition of external weights that increase both W and I (Cormie et al., 2007a,
Cormie et al., 2007c, Driss et al., 2001, McBride et al., 1999, Stone et al., 2003). The
loading methods also differed regarding the position of external weight, such as positioning
a barbell on shoulders (Cormie et al., 2007c, McBride et al., 1999, Nuzzo et al., 2010, Stone
et al., 2003) vs. using loaded belt or vest that bring the load closer to the body's center of
mass (Argus et al., 2011, Cavagna et al., 1972, Driss et al., 2001, Markovic and Jaric, 2007,
Markovic et al., 2011). Therefore, it is not surprising that the effects of external loading
regarding the kinematic and kinetic patterns of the tested jumps reported in the literature
have been partly inconsistent (see Jaric and Markovic, 2007, Nuzzo et al., 2010 for review).
However, none of the studies have explored the selective effects of W and I on the kinematic
and kinetic pattern of maximum vertical jumps, as well as on the associated muscular
dynamic output.

To address the above discussed unresolved issues, we developed a novel methodology for a
selective manipulation of different loading components during vertical jumping.
Specifically, the application of the stretched rubber bands, loaded west, and their co-
variation on maximum counter-movement jumps (CMJ) allowed for mimicking the addition
of W, W+I, and I, respectively. Independently of the type of the load applied, we expected
that the loading associated effects would be in line with both the empirical data (e.g., an
increase in jumping duration and decrease in jumping performance; c.f., Cormie et al.,
2007b, Markovic and Jaric, 2007) and the maximum dynamic output hypothesis (i.e., a
decrease in power output). However, the main aim of the study was to explore the selective
effects of the W and I on the maximum vertical jump. The findings were expected not only
to reveal some fundamental properties of the neuromuscular system and its adaptation, but
also to provide potentially valuable information regarding the load optimization in various
training and rehabilitation interventions.
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METHODS
Participants

Fifteen male college students of sport and physical education program (age 23.5 ± 2.4 years;
mean ± standard deviation) participated in this study. Their body mass (78.1±7.5 kg) and
body height (180.8 ± 7.4 cm) were assessed by a digital scale and kinanthropometer by
Martin, respectively. Percent body fat (13.8 ± 4.7%) was assessed using a bioelectric
impedance method (In Body 720; USA). The participants were physically active through
their standard academic curriculum that included 6–8 activity classes per week that involved
both low and high intensity exercises. However, none of them was an active athlete neither
have had experience with regular resistance training. The participants did not report chronic
diseases, heart problems, or recent injuries to the musculoskeletal apparatus. They were
informed regarding the potential risks associated with the applied testing protocol and asked
to sign an informed consent document prior to the testing protocol. The study was approved
by the Institutional Review Board, and carried out according to the Declaration of Helsinki.

The pulley device and the applied loads
For the purpose of this study, we developed a pulley system to simulate either an increase or
decrease in body weight (W; Fig. 1). In particular, rubber bands (resting length 8 m,
coefficient of elasticity 42 N/m) were stretched to provide the pulling force that
corresponded to 10–40% of individual body W. They were attached to both lateral sides of a
belt fixed approximately at the subject's waist and stretched over a system of low friction
and low inertia plastic wheels. Note that in the vertical direction the subjects moved their
waist during the eccentric and concentric jumps phase approximately within a 0.30 m
interval. Therefore, the relative change in their stretched length was approximately between
± 2% and ± 8% of their average length (when exerting force between 40% and 10% of body
W, respectively), yielding similar change in the acting force (Fig. 1A). Taking into account
also that the rubber bands' mass was negligible, one could assume that the applied pulling
forces were nearly constant during the jumping trials and, therefore, mimicked the
alterations of W, but not I. The subjects were also wearing a loaded vest (MiR 60Lbs Pro;
USA; Fig. 1B) that inevitably added both W and I (Fig. 1B). Finally, note that wearing a
loaded vest in combination with the pulling force acting vertically upward allowed for
compensation of the vest's W, but not I (Fig.1C). As a result, the following three types of
load were applied: (a) the application of solely rubber bands pulling downwards mimicked
addition of W, (b) the application of only the loaded vest mimicked the increase in both W
and I, while (c) the co-variation of the loaded vest with the rubber bands compensating for
the added W by pulling upward, mimicked increase in solely I.

Loading conditions
The participants were asked to perform maximum countermovement jumps with arm swing
(CMJ) on a force plate (AMTI, BP600400; USA) while the type and magnitude of external
load was manipulated. Specifically, they performed CMJ when loaded with 10%, 20%, 30%
and 40% of their (a) body weight (W; 110%W, 120%W, 130%W, and 140%W,
respectively), (b) weight and inertia (W+I; 110%W+I, 120%W+I, 130%W+I, and 140%W
+I), and (c) inertia (I; 110%I, 120%I, 130%I, and 140%I). Therefore, the total number of
loading conditions was 13, including the jump performed without either of the external loads
(no load). The force platform signal served for fine tuning of either the vest weight, or
elastic bands force, or their combination.
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Experimental protocol
Each subject completed 3 identical (i.e., two familiarization and one experimental) sessions
separated by 3 day of rest. In total, they completed a total of 119 jumps (13 loading
conditions × 3 jumps each × 3 sessions). They were also instructed to avoid any strenuous
exercise over the course of study. Each session was preceded by a standard warm-up
procedure (5 min cycling and 5 min of callisthenic and dynamic stretching). Thereafter, the
subjects performed three consecutive CMJ trials under 110%, 120%, 130% and 140 % of the
particular load (W, W+I, and I) and three jumps without any external load (no load), in a
randomized order. The rest period among jump trials was 15 s and among different loading
type conditions was about 2 min. In line with our recent studies (c.f., Markovic et al., 2011)
performed according to a similar procedure, as well as according to the participants’ reports,
fatigue was never an issue.

Data processing and analysis
The force plate was mounted and calibrated according to the manufacturer’s specifications.
Custom-designed Lab VIEW (National Instruments, Version 8.2) programs were used to
record and process the recorded vertical component of the ground reaction force (GRF) at
the sampling frequency of 1 kHz. The velocity and position of the center of mass were
calculated by consecutive integrations of the acceleration signal assessed from GRF.
Regarding the kinematic and kinetic pattern of the tested jumps, we calculated the maximum
lowering of the center of mass during the eccentric jump phase (Δhecc), duration of the
concentric jump phase (Tconc), GRF at the moment of transition from the eccentric to
concentric jump phase (Ftrp), and peak GRF during the concentric jump phase (Fpeak). Since
the external force applied through the pulley device alters body acceleration during the flight
phase, we assessed the jumping performance by the peak velocity of the body during the
concentric phase (Vpeak) instead by the jump height (Markovic and Jaric, 2007). Finally, the
dynamic output was assessed through the peak power (Ppeak) and mean power output
(Pmean) assessed from the concentric jump phase and calculated as a product of velocity and
GRF. The reliability of the calculated mechanical variables has been shown to be high
across the range of applied loads (Markovic and Jaric, 2007).

Statistical analysis
Since the first jump was always considered as a practice, the jump of the following two with
higher Vpeak was taken for further analysis. Descriptive statistics were calculated for all
experimental data as mean and standard deviation (SD). The normality of the distribution for
all dependent variables was tested by means of the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. Since no
violations of normality were detected (p ≥ 0.16) the effects of 'type' (W, W+I, and I) and
'magnitude' (110%, 120%, 130%, and 140%) of the applied external loads on all dependent
variables were tested by means of two-way repeated measures ANOVA. When the main
effects were revealed, Bonferroni post-hoc tests were applied. In addition, the partial eta
squared (pη2) was calculated for the ANOVAs where the values of the effect sizes 0.01, 0.06
and above 0.14 were considered small, medium and large, respectively (Cohen, 1988).
Alpha was set at p = 0.05. All statistical tests were performed using SPSS 16.0 (SPSS Inc,
Chicago, IL).

RESULTS
Force profiles

Figure 2 depicts the time series of the vertical component of ground reaction force (GRF)
obtained from a representative subject when jumping under no load condition, as well as
loaded with additional 40% of weight (140%W), 40% of weight and inertia (140%W+I), and
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inertia (140%I). The time series are aligned by the instant of transition from eccentric to
concentric jump phase. Note that applied jump associated with increased weight (W) also
reveal higher peaks of GRF, while the jumps associated with increased inertia (I) depict
somewhat prolonged Tconc.

Kinematic and kinetic pattern
The effects of loading on the kinematic and kinetic pattern of the tested jumps is illustrated
in Figure 3 and compared with 'no load' conditions. The outcome of the two-way repeated
measures ANOVA (main factors being the 'type' and 'magnitude' of the applied load) is
shown in Table 1. The results suggest that the subjects lowered their center of mass more
when loaded with the W and I then with both weight and inertia (W+I), while there was no
effect of the load magnitude. All remaining three variables revealed both the main effects
and their interactions. The Δhecc increased with the load magnitude and the effect was more
prominent for W and I than for W+I. Tconc also increased with the load magnitude, but only
for W+I and I. Finally, both Ftrp and Fpeak increased with the load magnitude, but more for
W+I.

Jumping performance and dynamic output
The effects of the type and magnitude of the external load on the maximum jumping
performance and dynamic output are shown in Figure 4 and Table 1. In general, Vpeak
decreased with the load magnitude, but the most and the least prominent decrease was
associated with W+I and W, respectively. Both Ppeak and Pmean decreased with the load
magnitude. However, it appears that the effect was mainly associated with the increase in I
and partly W+I, rather than on solely W.

DISCUSSION
We studied the effects of external loading accomplished by selective manipulation of weight
(W; a constant downward pulling force exerted by stretched rubber bands), weight and
inertia (W+I; a loaded vest added), and inertia (I; W of the vest compensated by rubber
bands) on the maximum CMJ performed with arm swing. In general, although the
differences among the effects of different types of the applied loads may look subtle, some
noteworthy effects emerged. As expected, an increase in all types of the applied loads was
associated with a reduced vertical jumping performance, but the most and the least
prominent effects were associated with W+I and W, respectively. Both the lowering during
the eccentric phase (Δhecc) and the duration of the subsequent concentric jump phase (Tconc)
increased when loaded by I. Finally, an increase in loading was associated with moderate
decrease in both the peak and average power (i.e., Ppeak and Pmean, respectively),
particularly when I was applied. Further discussion will deal with the methodological issues
related to the applied loading, as well as with both the overall and selective effects of the
particular load types.

From the methodological aspect, it is important to stress that this is the first study that
examined the selective effects of W and I on both the mechanical patterns and dynamic
output of vertical jumping. Note that using the co-variation of added weight and upward
pulley system to isolate the inertial effect of external load has been applied in horizontal gait
(De Witt et al., 2008, Teunissen et al., 2007). However, our approach allowed application of
both the individual load components and their combination (i.e., W, I, and W+I,
respectively) in equal steps. Moreover, we applied the load that acted in the direction of the
studied movement (i.e. vertical jumps) instead of orthogonally, such as in walking and
running where the manipulation of load cause relatively minor effect of muscle action, as
assessed by metabolic cost (Teunissen et al., 2007). Of importance could also be that the
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loading was applied close to the subjects' center of mass (Chang et al., 2000, De Witt et al.,
2008, Teunissen et al., 2007) which is likely to reduce the changes in movement patterns
usually associated with loading applied upon the subjects' shoulders (for details see, Cronin
and Sleivert, 2005). Taken together with the high reliability of the obtained dependent
variables (Markovic and Jaric, 2007), the above discussed issues collectively support our
methodological approach to studying the effect of different loading components on
maximum vertical jumping. However, the selection of CMJ also reduced the range of the
applied loads since the empirical evidence suggests that applying loads higher than 30–40%
body W dramatically changes the jumping pattern even in young and physically active
individuals (Markovic and Jaric, 2007, Markovic et al., 2011). Since the regular annual
testing of the participants reveals the average maximum load lifted during 1-repetition
maximum squat of about 120 kg while also acting against their own body weight, it appears
that the applied load range (i.e., 10–40% of body W) corresponded to only about 15% of the
maximum strength of their leg extensors. This could explain relatively weak loading
associated effects obtained in the present study.

The observed findings revealed both the overall loading effects and the partly distinctive
effects of particular loading types. Regarding the overall loading effects on the studied
jumps, it should be kept in mind that various methodological differences could be
responsible for partly inconsistent finding in the literature (see Introduction for details).
Nevertheless, an increase in external loading is generally expected to be associated with
altered kinematic and kinetic jumping pattern to maximize both the performance (such as
movement velocity) and the mechanical output (such as peak power; Baker et al., 2001a,
Baker et al., 2001b, Newton and Kraemer, 1994, Wilson et al., 1993). It is generally
believed that the power output in complex movement depends on the coordination pattern,
rather than on the power output of individual muscles (c.f., Wakeling et al., 2010). The
recorded alterations of movement patterns are mainly in line with other studies of external
loading applied in vertical jumping (Markovic and Jaric, 2007), bench throws (Newton et
al., 1997) and gait (Chang et al., 2000, De Witt et al., 2008). In particular, we observed that
an addition of either W, or I, or both (i.e., W+I) were associated with decreased peak
velocity (Vpeak) and an increase in the GRF (as seen through Ftrp and Fpeak). Similar effects
were also observed in running performed under selective W and I loading (Chang et al.,
2000). Note that the jumping height is proportional to Vpeak squared, which explains
relatively weak effect of load on jumping performance measured through Vpeak, instead
through regularly recorded jumping height. However, Tconc increased with load without an
overall increase in the body lowering, while the load associated decrease in Δhecc was
observed in recent studies of loaded CMJ (Markovic and Jaric, 2007, Markovic et al., 2011).
However, note that these authors manipulated only W by applying similar rubber bands and,
probably even more importantly, they tested CMJ performed without arm swing. Finally, the
maximum dynamic output as assessed through the Ppeak and Pmean decreased with an
increase in load. This finding isin line with maximum dynamic hypothesis (Jaric and
Markovic, 2009) suggesting that the muscular system of the lower limbs is designed to
produce maximum dynamic output when loaded with the W and I of one's own body (Argus
et al., 2011, Markovic and Jaric, 2007, Nuzzo et al., 2010). However, it should be also kept
in mind that in the present study we only applied positive loading which could considerably
restrict drawing conclusions regarding the optimizing of external loads (Jaric and Markovic,
2009, Nuzzo et al., 2010).Therefore, to generalize the overall effects of external loading on
CMJ discussed in the present paragraph, one could apply a full range of external loads (i.e.,
from positive to negative ones) on both the CMJ performed with and without arm swing.

Due to the novelty of the methods applied, the most important findings of the present study
could be those related to the selective effects of different load types. The effects can be
assessed both through the type-magnitude interactions and through the effect sizes (see
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Table 1 for the data). Regarding the jumping kinematic and kinetic patterns, the selective
effects of different load types were relatively week. In particular, Δhecc was similar for the
three types of load, while the differences among their effects on Tconc and Ftrp were
relatively small. Nevertheless, higher Ftrp and Fpeak mainly associated with W+I could be
explained by particularly reduced movement velocity (as seen through Vpeak). A similar
adaptation of active vertical forces to weight and inertia has been observed in running
(Chang et al., 2000, De Witt et al., 2008). Regarding the jumping performance and dynamic
output, the smallest negative effect of external load on Vpeak (and, therefore, on the jumping
performance) was revealed by W, and the largest by W+I. Therefore, it should not be
surprising that W also revealed the smallest effect on both Ppeak and Pmean. Altogether, one
could conclude that while applying W+I leads to an increase in ground reaction forces (and,
likely, muscle forces), the application of only W mainly preserves the movement pattern and
performance and still allows for relatively higher power output. The last finding is also in
line with relatively small changes in kinematic patterns of running associated with the
unloading method that mimicked W (Gosseye et al., 2010).

Interpretation of the above discussed selective effects of the different load types is severely
restricted because of several reasons. First, the type-specific differences among the effects
are relatively small and the important reason could be a relatively narrow range of the load
magnitudes applied (see above for more details). Second, even relatively small differences
in the jumping kinematic pattern can considerably affect the jumping kinetic and dynamic
variables (Dugan et al., 2004). Movement coordination may strongly affect the overall
mechanical output of the muscular system (Wakeling et al., 2010) and, therefore, the
recorded changes in movement performance and power output could be a result of both the
external loading and the movement pattern adaptation. Third, a more comprehensive set of
kinematic variables and, particularly, EMG data are needed for more elaborate study of the
mechanisms (e.g., kinematic, kinetic, neural, etc) that lead to the adjustments to different
load types and magnitudes. Of apparent theoretical importance could be to explore whether
there are independent adaptation strategies to changes in W and I in vertical jumps, as they
could exist in horizontal gait (De Witt et al., 2008). Therefore, further research is needed to
reveal the mechanisms involved in the selective effects of W and I on the patterns vertical
jumping and other types of explosive movements. Nevertheless, in addition to several
general effects discussed above, the present study also reveals some findings of potential
importance for load optimization in various rehabilitation and strength training procedures.
Specifically, applying a load through a constant force acting only in one direction
independently of the movement velocity and acceleration (such as the rubber bands
mimicking W in the present study) could be beneficial training strategy when selecting an
external load that would minimally violate the technique and affects the performance, while
still allowing for a relatively high muscle power. However, the loading of the body segments
with external resistance that provides both W and I (such as in routine application of external
weights) could lead to the increased muscle forces. In line with the data obtained from the
mechanical models of isolated muscle-tendon complex (Galantis and Woledge, 2003),
addition of solely I only prolongs movement duration, while being the least beneficial for
the power output. These findings suggest that the present line of research should be also
extended towards the exploration and optimization of the related training and rehabilitation
procedures.

To conclude, an increase in loading magnitude was associated with an expected increase in
GRF and decrease in both the jumping performance and muscle power output. However, due
to the novelty of the methods applied, of more importance could be that discernible
differences among the effects of W, W+I, and I were recorded even within a relatively
narrow loading range. In particular, an increase in W was associated with the smallest
changes in movement kinematic pattern and smallest reduction of jumping performance,
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while also allowing for the highest power output. Conversely, W+I loading was associated
with the highest GRF and, likely, muscle forces. Finally, the lowest maxima of GRF and
power were associated with I. Since the problem studied is not only of potential importance
for understanding fundamental properties of the neuromuscular system, but also for
optimizing loading in standard athletic training and rehabilitation procedures, further
research is apparently needed. Although we selected CMJ performed with arm swing as the
most ‘natural’ (and, therefore, ecologically valid) type of vertical jumps, the current research
should be extended to other types of jumps (e.g., comparison of CMJ with and without arm
swing, squat and other vertical jumps), as well as to other explosive tasks that do not allow
for a thorough adjustment of the movement pattern to different loading conditions. Finally, a
comprehensive assessment of the kinematic, kinetic, and myoelectric patterns could reveal
the neural control mechanisms underlying the observed adjustments to different load types,
while the interventional studies could provide the data that could help in load optimization
in various rehabilitation and athletic training procedures.
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Figure 1.
Schematic representation of the applied loads. (A) The elastic bands pulling downward with
the approximately constant force simulated increased weight (W), (B) a loaded vest
simulated increased both the weight and inertia (W+I), while (C) the combination of the vest
and the elastic bands pulling upward simulated increased inertia (I).
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Figure 2.
Vertical component of the ground reaction force obtained from a representative subject
under no load condition (tick solid line), and when the applied load corresponded to 40% of
the body weight (140%W; thin dashed line), weight and inertia (140%W+I; tick dashed
line), and inertia (140%I; thin solid line). Note that all 4 force series are aligned with respect
to the instant of transition from eccentric to concentric jump phase.
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Figure 3.
Kinematic and kinetic jumping pattern revealed through the maximum lowering of the
center of mass during the eccentric jump phase (hecc; A), duration of the concentric phase
(Tconc; B), and the ground reaction force (GRF) at the instant of transition (Ftrp; C), and its
peak (Fpeak; D) observed under different loading conditions (data averaged across the
subjects with standard deviation error bars). The main effects of 'type' and 'magnitude' of the
applied load are indicated by vertical and horizontal arrows, respectively, together with the
outcomes of the post-hoc tests. Note that < sign shows significant difference from all values
on the right, while ≤ indicates that the two adjacent values are not different, while the
remote ones are.
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Figure 4.
Jumping performance and power output revealed through the peak velocity (Vpeak; A),
maximum (Ppeak; B), and average power observed during the concentric phase (Pmean; C)
observed under different loading conditions (data averaged across the subjects with standard
deviation error bars). For other details see legend of Figure 3.
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