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High-Intensity Interval Training Improves physical morphology, Cardiopulmonary Fitness
and Metabolic Risk Indicators of Cardiovascular Disease in Children and Adolescents: A
Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis
Menjie'™ Zou Shuangling® Majia®® Xiang chenmin?® Li Shufeng?* Wang Junli®®
(a Fenyang College, Shanxi Medical University, Fenyang, Shanxi, 032200; b Xinjiang University, 830046)

ABSTRACT

Obijective To systematically evaluate the safety and efficacy of high-intensity interval training in
children and adolescents.

Design Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis

Methods Eight databases were searched. Descriptive analysis of the efficacy and safety of high-
intensity interval training on body shape, cardiorespiratory fitness, and metabolic risk markers for
cardiovascular disease between children and adolescents. Subgroup analysis was performed with age,
participants, intervention time, and exercise frequency as covariates.

Results 47 studies included 2995 children and adolescents. Meta-analysis results showed that high-
intensity interval training significantly improved cardiorespiratory fitness indicators (VOzmax, SBP, DBP
and HRmax) and cardiovascular disease metabolic risk indicators (TC, HDL-C). HIIT had no significant
effect on body shape indicators (BMI, BF% and WC) and some cardiometabolic indicators (TG and
LDL-C).

Conclusion Current evidence shows insufficient evidence that high-intensity interval training with

intermittent running as the main form of exercise improves body shape indicators in children and
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medicine, exercise to promote health and health management.
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adolescents. Nevertheless, it deserves to recommend for the purpose of improving cardiorespiratory
fitness and reducing the metabolic risk of cardiovascular disease.
Keywords: High-Intensity Interval Training, Children, Adolescents, Somatotype, Cardiopulmonary fitness,

Cardiovascular disease.

INTRODUCTION

In 2018, the World Health Organization (WHO) conducted a summary analysis of 16 million children
and adolescents in 146 countries and regions based on 298 population surveys and pointed out that 85% of
girls and 78% of boys in the world did not meet the WHO recommended standards, which leads to the
inevitable global trend towards the insufficient physical activity of adolescents [1]. There is growing evidence
that physical inactivity in children and adolescents increases the prevalence of cardiovascular disease in
adulthood and affects cognitive development, social interaction and even current and future health[2, 3].
Insufficient physical activity between children and adolescents is highly correlated with metabolic diseases
in adulthood, especially increasing the risk of diseases such as metabolic obesity, type 2 diabetes mellitus
(T.DM), cardiovascular disease (CVD), and cancer[4]. To achieve the goal of reducing the insufficient rate
of physical activity by 15% in 2030, it is necessary to enhance the level of physical activity of children and
adolescents[5]. What we all know is that continuous aerobic exercise can increase the aerobic capacity of the
body, improve the sensitivity of insulin resistance, improve the level of lipometabolism and reduce the risk of
diseases caused by physical inactivity. However, aerobic exercise lasts for a long time and has a single rhythm,
which makes it difficult for most people to persist. But one of the main obstacles to achieving regular physical
activity for current children and adolescents is the lack of time. Therefore, it is likely to replace aerobic
exercise with high-intensity interval training (HIIT), because HIIT has the advantages of low time cost, less

exercise volume, easy persistence, and equivalent exercise effect to aerobic exercise. HIIT refers to the
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training method that is repeated multiple times at a greater than or equal to anaerobic threshold or maximal
lactate steady-state intensity with incomplete recovery between each set of exercises. The body is more
sensitive to the stimulation of HIIT and produces more comprehensive benefits in terms of sports ability,
skeletal muscle metabolism and energy consumption.

In recent years, the comparison between HIIT and continuous aerobic exercise effect value has become
a hot research topic, and the research groups are mainly obese and athletes: Obese people focus on body
composition, metabolism and cardiorespiratory fitness (CRF), while athletes are primarily concerned with
athletic performance and physiological adaptation during exercise[6].

HIIT research on obese children and adolescents and normal children and adolescents has gradually
attracted attention and achieved certain research results. A recently published meta-analysis of HIIT targeting
obese children and adolescents showed that HIIT was effective in improving cardiometabolic level,
cardiopulmonary adaptability, and aerobic capacity of obese children and adolescents, but the evidence for
conclusions about body composition improvement is insufficient[7]. Meta-analysis of healthy children and
adolescents has shown that HIIT can effectively improve the health level of children and adolescents and
cardiovascular disease risk factors[8]. Meta-analysis of young athletes shows that HIIT can improve the
aerobic and anaerobic exercise ability of young athletes, and the time cost is lower. Comparing HIIT with
moderate-intensity continuous training (MICT) found similar effects on body composition, blood pressure in
childhood obesity[9] and greater improvements in cardiorespiratory fitness in children and adolescents. HIIT
can be used as an alternative training mode of MICT to maintain cardiometabolic health and it can be applied
to the management of childhood obesity. Whereas, previous studies have small sample sizes, deviation of
outcome index measurement tools, language bias[8], and unclear description of exercise dose[10], especially

lack subgroup analyses on the influence of pre-puberty and pubertygender[7] that affect the stability of results.
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Given the above, this study will systematically evaluate the effectiveness and safety of HIIT for children and
adolescents, expecting to provide a scientific basis for the promotion of HIIT in children and adolescents.
METHODS
Protocol

A systematic review and meta-analyses were conducted in accordance with the 27 checklists applying
the established guidelines of the PRISMA statement 2020[11], whose aim is to serve as a basis for reporting
systematic reviews of randomized trials. Besides there is no registration review protocol for this study.
Document retrieval strategy

The computer retrieves PubMed, The Cochrane Library, Embase, Web of science, Science Direct, CNKI,
WanFang and VIP databases. In addition, research published by Google Scholar was hand-searched.
Randomized controlled and non-randomized controlled trials on the health efficacy and safety of HIT
between children and adolescents were collected.The retrieval time limit was from the establishment of the
database to January 1, 2022. We employed the following MeSH terms: High-Intensity Interval Training,
High-Intensity Interval, High-Intensity Intermittent, Adolescence, Teenagers, randomized controlled trial,
RCT, etc. Taking PubMed as an example, the specific search strategy is shown in Table 1.
Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Studies of children and adolescents were considered for the systematic review provided they met
the following inclusion criteria:
® Type of study: Randomized controlled trial (RCT) or controlled trial.

® Participants: Children and adolescents aged 5 to 19 (Normal weight, obesity, disease, etc.).
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® Interventions: The control group received no intervention. The experimental group was high-intensity

interval training, and the interventions had no specific requirements except for intensity (intensity

>80%HRmax or >100%aerobic speed or >80%VO2max).

® Outcome indexes: body shape indicators, CRF indicators and cardiovascular disease metabolic risk

indicators.

Studies were excluded in the following cases:

® Not reported in Chinese or English.

® Controlled experiment before and after intervention.

® Duplicate published literature.

@ Studies that could not extract important outcome data.

Table 1 Full-search strategy for PubMed.

Number Search terms

#1 Adolescent [MeSH Terms]

#2 (((((Adolescence [Title/Abstract]) OR (Teens [Title/Abstract])) OR
(Teenagers [Title/Abstract])) OR (Youths [Title/Abstract])) OR (Female
Adolescents [Title/ Abstract])) OR (Male Adolescents [Title/Abstract])

#3 #1 or #2

#4 High-Intensity Interval Training [MeSH Terms]

#5 ((((High-Intensity Interval [Title/Abstract]) OR (High-Intensity Intermittent
[Title/Abstract])) OR (High-Intensity Intermittent Exercises
[Title/Abstract])) OR (Sprint Interval Trainings [Title/Abstract])) OR
(HIT[Title/Abstract])

#6 #4 or #5

#7 randomized controlled trial [MeSH Terms]

#8 (((RCTTTitle/ Abstract]) OR (Randomized [Title/Abstract])) OR
(Randomized Clinical [Title/Abstract])) OR (Controlled Clinical Trials
[Title/ Abstract])

#9 #7 or #8

#10 #9 AND #6 AND #3
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97  Literature screening and data extraction

98 Two researchers (Zou Shuangling and Xiang Chenmin) independently screened the literature, extracted

99  dataand cross-checked. Ifthere was any disagreement, it would be resolved through consultation. If additional
100  information was required, contact the corresponding author by email. The extracted content includes:(i) the
101 basic information of the included studies: research title, author, publication year, journal name, etc.; (ii)
102 baseline characteristics and interventions of the study subjects; (iii) outcome index data and outcome index
103 measurement methods. (iv) Whether lost to follow-up, withdrawal, medical supervision measures and
104 description of adverse reaction events, etc.
105  Risk of bias and evaluation of literature quality included in the study
106 The bias risk assessment tools Cochrane (RoB2.0) and RevMan 5.3 independently evaluated the risk of
107  bias in the included studies by two investigators (Menjie and Majia) and cross-checked the results.
108  Statistical analysis
109 Meta-analysis was performed using RevMan 5.3 and Stata 15.0 software. The measurement data used
110 mean difference (MD) as the effect analysis statistics, and each effect amount provided its 95% confidence
111 interval (CI). Sensitivity analysis of the included studies was performed to assess data robustness, and
112 heterogeneity magnitude was evaluated in combination with 12; when %< 25% is low heterogeneity, 1>=25~50%
113 is moderate heterogeneity, 1> >50% is high heterogeneity, the level of meta-analysis is set to 0=0.05. If the
114 heterogeneity between the results was not statistically significant, a fixed-effects model was used for meta-
115 analysis; if there was statistical heterogeneity between the studies, a random-effects model was used for meta-
116 analysis and subgroup analysis was used to analyze the sources of heterogeneity further. Publication bias is
117 graphically assessed by Egger's linear regression analysis.

118  RESULTS
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119  Literature screening process and results

120 3,868 studies were retrieved in December 2021: 471 studies were deleted for duplication ,and after

121  title and abstract screening, 3195 studies were considered ineligible and 202 full texts were screened

122 based on inclusion/exclusion criteria. Finally a total of 47 studies were included, and the content of the

123 literature selection process and results are shown in Fig. 1.

124 Incorporate basic characteristics of research

125 Table 2 summarizes the basic characteristics of 47 studies[12-58], which investigated a total of 2995

126 subjects (HIIT group: 1749, control group: 1246). Among them, there were 1165 boys (38.90%), 1156 girls

127 (38.60%) and 696 girls (23.24%) who did not mention gender. There were 2328 children (77.73%) and 667

128 adolescents (22.27%). 438 were overweight/obese (14.62%); 106 athletes (3.54%); 433 sick children and

129  adolescents (14.46%); There were 26 studies with medical supervision description (55.32%), 0 studies without

130 medical supervision and 21 studies without detailed description (44.68%).

131 Study quality assessment (risk of bias) and sensitivity analysis

132 A total of 47 studies were included in this meta-analysis, with reasonable overall risk bias and good

133 quality papers (Fig. 2). Egger's examined BMI, BF%, WC, VO2na, SBP, DBP, and HRmax and found

134 that BF% was at risk of publication bias (p<0.05) (Table 3). The sensitivity results showed that the

135  overall data were stable (Supplemental Fig. 1-11).
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136

records identified through database
searching(n=3734): Records identified
through database searching(n=3734):
PubMed (n=92)

Cochrane Library (n=143)

Embase (n=151)

Web of Science (n=345)

Science Direct (n=2948) VIP (n=0)
Wanfang (n=15) CNKI (n=40)

Identification

additional records identified through

manual searching (n=134)

duplicated records removed (n=3868)

Screening

records screened (n=3397)

records excluded based on title and abstract

(n=3195)

full-text articles assessed for eligibility(n=202)

full-text articles excluded (n=155)

Eligibility

no control group (n=71)

ineligible population (n=36)

valid data of outcome measure was

unavailable (n=33)

Studies included in qualitative analysis (n=47)

Included

Studies included in the meta-analysis (n=47)

Fig. 1 PRISMA diagram outlining the results of the screening and selection
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137 Table 2 Basic features of the included studies
Age sample Intervention measure Intervention time "
Author Year Country Lesion . . . outcome
experimental control grou experimental group control group experimental grou control grou experimental control indicator
group group (male/female) (male/female) *P group group group group
mode of motion: ergometer bicycle
-, . exercise time:15mins . .
Valérie et al.[12] 2022 France Obesity 13.0+1.1 132+ 1.0 19(11/8) 11(6/5) exercise frequency: twice/week not any physical training 16 weeks 16 weeks @O,@
exercise intensity:75% to 90% VO2 max
mode of motion: micro-session of
Functional HIIT
Engel et al[22]. 2019 Germany  healthy 11.6+0.2 1174023 17 (11/6) 18(11/7) exercise time:>6 mins  ~  mode of motion: regular 4 o 1 o 4weeks @
exercise frequency: week 1:3 times; school class
week 2 to 4:4 times
exercise intensity: >85% HRmax
mode of motion: interval run mode of motion: regular
exercise time:18 to 39 minutes mandatory PE
Georges et al.[51] 2010  France healthy 10.3£9.8 10.1+1.2 22 19 exercise frequency:3 additional PE and exercise time:60 mins 7 weeks 7weeks  D,®, @
2 regular mandatory PE exercise frequency:
exercise intensity:80 to 85% of MAS ~ 2/week
Asthma: Asthma eroun: mode of motion: games-based
14140 9 Asthma :14.2+1.0 Asthma group: 18 (11 /% P activities informed by formative work
MCNARRY et al.[15] 2020 England asthma ST No-asthma: 18 (10/8) . exercise time:30 mins exercise time:30 mins 6 mouths 6 mouths (D,®
No-asthma: 13.940.9 N hma:17 (9/ No-asthma:16 s f 3/week
14.140.8 .940. o-asthma:17 (9/8) (9/7) exercise .requqncy.3 wee
exercise intensity: >90%HRmax
mode of motion: Mechanically-braked mode of motion: regular
cycle ergometers PE 0.0.@,6
Mazurek et al.[42] 2014 Poland females 19.5+0.6 24 42 exercise time:47 mins exercise time:47 mins 8 weeks 8 weeks ’®’®’ >
exercise frequency:3/week exercise frequency: =
exercise intensity:60% HRmax 1/week
mode of motion: Diet + HIIT
(electronically braked cycle 0.0.6.@
Plavsic et al.[16] 2020  Serbia Obesity 16.6+1.3 158+1.5 22 22 ergon}eteg) ) . mode of motion: Diet 12 weeks 12 weeks ©),©),,®),
exercise time:43mins © @
exercise frequency:2/week =
exercise intensity:85 to 90% of HR max
mode of motion: PE+HIIT (interval —mode of motion: PE 0.0.0
Cvetkovic¢ et al.[29] 2018 Serbia. obese males 10 11 runs) exercise frequency: 12weeks 12weeks DT
exercise frequency:2/week 2/week
mode of motion: included a combi-
nation of aerobic-based and resistance-
Leahy et al.[23] 2019 Australia  healthy 16.240.4 16.240.4 38 30 based 14 weeks 14 weeks  (D,®

exercise time:12—20 min
exercise frequency:3/week
exercise intensity:>85% HRmax
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Costigan et al.[34]

Rosenkranz et al.[48]

Hammami et al.[30]

Winn et al.[13]

Malte Nejst Larsen et al.[17]

Soori et al.[18]

Racil et al.[45]

Lambrick et al.[35]

Baquet et al.[57]

Tjonna et al.[54]

2016

2012

2018

2021

2020

2020

2013

2016

2001

2009

UK healthy 15.7+£0.7

Manhattan  healthy 8.84+0.6

Tunisia soccer players 15.9+ 0.4
Asthma:
13.7+1.0

UK Asthma No-asthma:
13.841.1

Denmark healthy 10+0.3

ITran hyperactivity = 12.55+0.15

Tunisian obese 15.6+0.7

UK Healthy and ~ obesity:9340.8

obese normal:92+0.7
France health 128+1.2
Norway Obese 14.0 £0.3 years

15.6+0.6

9.8+4.1

15.8+0.7

Asthma:
13.4+£1.2
No-asthma:
:13.5+1.0

10£0.3

12.5+0.45

159+1.2

obesity:94+0.8
normal:9.2+0.8

13.5+0.9

21

221(116/105)

57

26 (9/17)

normal:13 (8/5)
obesity:15 (10/5)

503(263/240)

13

22 (11/11)

69(21/48)

115

17 (11/6)

normal:13
(7/6)

obesity: 14
7/7)

48(21/27)

mode of motion: gross motor
cardiorespiratory exercises
exercise time:8-10mins
exercise frequency:3/week

mode of motion: performed on an
indoor track

exercise time:30mins

exercise frequency: sessions spaced at
least 48 h

exercise intensity:100-130% of MAS

mode of motion: small-sided soccer
drills

exercise time:35-45mins

exercise frequency:2/week

exercise intensity: ~ 85% HRmax

mode of motion: game-based activities
exercise frequency:3/week

exercise time:30mins

exercise intensity: >90% HRmax

exercise time:12 mins
exercise frequency:5/week

mode of motion:20 meters running
program

exercise time:>10 mins

exercise frequency:3/week
exercise intensity: 85% HRmax

mode of motion: short bursts
exercise frequency:3/week
exercise intensity:100 to 110 % of
MAS

mode of motion: equipment
exercise time:40 min

exercise frequency:2/week
exercise intensity: 40% difference
between GET and VO 2max

mode of motion: PE+ running
exercises.

exercise time:3 h

exercise frequency:3/week

exercise intensity:100 to 120% MAS

mode of motion: walking/running
exercise time:.40min

exercise frequency: 2/week
exercise intensity:90% HRmax

mode of motion: PE
exercise
frequency:3/week

mode of motion: regular

physical activity
exercise frequency:
2/week

mode of motion:
incremental ramp test

mode of motion: PE
lessons

non-exercising

mode of motion: PE

mode of motion: PE
exercise

exercise time:3 h
frequency:3/week

mode of motion: exercise

exercise frequency:
2/month

8 weeks

8 weeks

8 weeks

6 mouths

10 mouths

6 weeks

12weeks

8 weeks

10 weeks

3 mouths

8 weeks (D
Bwecks G200
Sweeks 0,0

6 mouths (D

10 mouths ©,®

6 weeks (1)

2 veeks G2 D
8 weeks %@,@,@,
10 weeks (D@

12 mouths %:@,@,

10
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Zhu Kunru[19]

Li kang[31]

Mu Taiyang[24]

Yang Zhongwu[25]

Huo Kaiwen[20]

Ma Qin[21]

Dai Xiangdi[14]

Cao et al.[49]

Martin Smith et al.[26]

Ludyga et al.[27]

Ruiz-Ariza et al.[28]

Racil et al. [36]

2020

2018

2019

2019

2020

2020

2021

2012

2019

2019

2019

2016

China

China

China

China

China

China

China

China

Scottish

Switzerland

Spain

Tunis

Healthy girl

Healthy girl

Overweight

and obese male

judoka

teenagers

teenagers

Obese male
adolescents

Healthy
teenagers

Obese
adolescent
boys

from 2 higher
PE class

healthy male
adolescents

healthy

obese
adolescent
females

16.35+0.490

16.344+0.91

17.00+0.89

11.50+0.513

boy:12.70+0.48
girl:12.50+0.53

13.53+0.72

About 14

13-15

17+£0.3

14+0.8

13.79 £1.38

14.2+1.2 years

17.20+0.410

16.63+0.90

17.184+0.98

11.50+0.513

boy:12.80+0.42
girl:12.90+0.32

13.90+0.89

About 14

13-15

16.8+0.5

13.9+0.6

13.67+1.29

20 (0/20)

38 (0/38)

11 (11/0)

20 (10/10)

20

15 (15/0)

49

20 (20/0)

22(13/9)

32

90(46/44)

20 (0/20)

54 (0/54)

1 (11/0)

20 (10/10)

20

5 (15/0)

47

20 (20/0) J2

30 (19/11)

28

94(52/42)

mode of motion: rope skipping
exercise time:15-20mins
exercise frequency:3/week

mode of motion: sprints

exercise time:4-9mins (Stepwise
increase )

exercise frequency:2/week

mode of motion: Running and judo
training

exercise time:45mins

exercise frequency:3/week

exercise intensity: >85% HRmax
exercise time:45mins

exercise frequency:2/week

exercise intensity:85% to 90% HRmax

exercise time:50-60mins
exercise frequency:2/week
exercise intensity:90% to 95% HRmax

mode of motion: Combination of
training

exercise time:40-50mins

exercise frequency:2/week

exercise intensity:85% HRmax

mode of motion: Combination of
training

exercise time:20mins

exercise frequency:2/week

exercise intensity:65% to 85% HRmax

mode of motion: Combination of
training

exercise time:50-60mins

exercise frequency:2/week

exercise intensity:90% to 95% HRmax

mode of motion: running sprints
exercise time:25-26mins
exercise frequency:3/week
exercise intensity:92% of HRmax

mode of motion: a circuit training
exercise time:20 mins

mode of motion: Combination of
training

exercise time: 1 6mins

exercise frequency:2/week
exercise intensity: over 85% HRmax

mode of motion: Combined interval
running

exercise time:>35mins

exercise frequency:3/week

exercise intensity:100% MAS

Regular training 15-
20mins

Regular PE

Regular training 45mins

60% to 70% HRmax

Regular training 50 to
60mins

Regular PE

Regular PE

Daily habits

mode of motion: PE
exercise time:1 h

mode of motion: PE
exercise frequency:
2/week

mode of motion: non-
exercising group

12 weeks

8 weeks

12 weeks

8 weeks

8 weeks

8 weeks

8 weeks

8 weeks

4 weeks

12 weeks

12 weeks

12 weeks @

8 weeks D,®

12 weeks D,2,3

8 weeks (D,®

8 weeks (,®

8 weeks (1,

8 weeks O

8 weeks 1,2,6.0,
0,,@,6,

4weeks  ©,D,0,0,

12 weeks @

12 weeks

2,0,0,0,
®

11
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Weston et al.[37]

Racil et al.[38]

McNarry et al.[39]

Martin et al.[40]

Peter Riis Hansen et al.[46]

Patrick Mucci et al.[47]

Buchan et al.[50]

Breil et al.[52]

Ferrete et al.[44]

2016

2016

2015

2015

2013

2013

2012

2010

2014

United
Kingdom

Tunisia

UK

UK

Healthy and
obese

obese female
adolescents

health and
obesity

healthy

Porto district, Overweight

Portugal

Tanner

West of

Scotland

Bern,
Switzerlan

Spain

children

prepubescent
children

adolescent
youth

Healthy elite
d junior alpine
skiers

14.1+£0.3

16.6+0.9

Obesity:
9.3+0.9
normal:

9.2+0.8

16.9+0.3

8—12

10.3£0.7

16.7+0.1

17.4+1.1

Healthy young 9.3040.25

soccer players

14.1+£0.3

169+ 1.0

Obesity:
9.3+0.9
normal:

92+0.8

16.8+0.6

8—12

9.8+0.6

16.3£0.5

16.6+1.1

8.26+0.33

41 (33/8)

23

normal:13
obesity: 15

20(13/7)

20 (17/3)

9 (4/5)

17 (15/2)

11

60(30/30)

normal:16
obesity:11

23(18/5)

11 (7/4)

9 (6/3)

24 (20/4)

mode of motion: Many kinds of sports
exercise frequency:3/week
exercise intensity:90% HRmax

mode of motion: plyometric exercises
exercise time: 26 to28mins

exercise frequency:3/week

exercise intensity: 100%VO2 max

mode of motion: physical activity
exercise time:10 mins
exercise frequency:2/week

mode of motion: Sprint combination
training

exercise time:60 mins

exercise frequency:3/week

mode of motion: technical football
exercises and small-sided football
games

exercise time:1h-1.5h

exercise frequency:4/week
exercise intensity: > 80% HRmax

mode of motion: running
exercise time:30mins

exercise frequency:2/week
exercise intensity:100%-130%

mode of motion: repetitions of
maximal sprint running

exercise time:54mins

exercise frequency:3/week
exercise intensity: maximal sprint
running

mode of motion: cycle ergometer; ski-
speciWc obstacle running course
containing slalom, balancing and
jumping elements

exercise frequency:15 times training
exercise time:16mins

exercise intensity:90—95% HRmax

mode of motion: underwent soccer
training; 1/4 squat, deep jumps, CMJ
with weight, and sprint exercises
exercise intensity: maximal voluntary
intensity using player’s

body weight (or body weight plus light
resistances) as external resistance
exercise time:30mins

exercise frequency:3/week

mode of motion: PE
exercise frequency:
3/week

no exercise

usual care control group

mode of motion: PE
exercise frequency:
3/week

mode of motion:
compulsory sport
curriculum at school
exercise frequency:
2/week

exercise time:45 to
90min/time

usual physical activities

maintain normal activity
patterns

continued their normal
endurance and strength
training

mode of motion:
underwent soccer
training

exercise time:30mins
exercise
frequency:3/week

10 weeks

12 weeks

6 weeks

7 weeks

3mouths

8 weeks

Tweeks

11days

26weeks

10 weeks

0,2,8,0,

12 weeks @,3,®
6 weeks D,®), @)

7 weeks @

3mouths ©,®,1©, @)

®

8 weeks

Tweeks 0.0.0

lldays  ©,2,®,0

26weeks @

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277515
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Lau et al.[41] 2015

Boer et al.[43] 2014

A. M. McManus et al.[55] 2005

Helgerud et al.[58] 2001

G. Baquet et al.[56] 2002

Anneke van Biljon et al.[32] 2018

Juliana Pizzi et al.[33] 2017

Lynne Mary Boddy et al.[53] 2010

overweight

children 11.0=0.6

Hong Kong

adolescents and
young adults
Belgian with 18+3.2
intellectual
disability

Hong Kong boys 10.35+0.32

America male 18.1£0.8

pubescent 97409

France children

The Republic children 11.1+0.8
America gggTZscences 12.18 £ 1.5
UK Obese 11.78 £ 0.2

10.6 £ 0.6

17.4+2.4

10.51+0.3

18.120.8

10.1£0.4

11.1+£0.8

1429 + 1.8

11.87+0.3

15

17 (11/6)

20(10/10)

29

20

14 (9/5)

33(13/20)

24

34

mode of motion: intermittent
running; attended normal PE
exercise time:72mins

exercise frequency:3/week
exercise intensity:120% of MAS

mode of motion: cycling
exercise time:40mins

exercise frequency:2/week
exercise intensity: >100%VTR

mode of motion: Loop pedalling
exercise time:20mins
exercise frequency:3time/week

mode of motion: run + game
exercise frequency:2/week

exercise intensity: 90 to 95% of HRmax

mode of motion: high intensity
intermittent running exercises
exercise time:30mins

exercise frequency:2/week

exercise intensity: 100 to130% of MAS

mode of motion: Sprint cycle
exercise time:23mins

exercise frequency:3/week
exercise intensity: > 80% HRmax

mode of motion: running
exercise time:45mins
exercise frequency:3/two days

mode of motion: high intensity
exercise program loosely based on
dance

exercise time:20mins

exercise frequency:4/week

mode of motion:
attended normal PE
exercise time:35mins
exercise
frequency:2/week

participated in usual
everyday scholar
activities without
supervised exercise
training

normal physical activity

Regular exercise

Normal PE

Normal PE

Normal life

6weeks

15 weeks

8weeks

8weeks

Tweeks

Sweeks

12weeks

3weeks

6weeks

15weeks

8weeks

8weeks

Tweeks

Sweeks

12weeks

3weeks

©)

L@

138

Notes: MWBMI@BF %,8WC,@TC,OTG,®HDL-C,(DLDL-C,@VO0,,@SBP,(0DBP, ADHR ya

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277515
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277515; this version posted July 12, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

A, M. Mehfanus 2005

Anneke wan Biljon 2018

~ | @ | @ | Random sequence generation (selection hias)

Baguet 2001

~ | @ | @ | @ |Binting of outcame assessment (detection bias)

® | ® | ® | @ | #iocation concealment (selsction bias)

Boer 2014

20

Breil 2010

-~
-~

Buchan 2012

“ @ ® @ ®| ®| @ serece eporing reporting bias)

CAD20M2

Costigan 2016

Cretkovi¢ 2012

DaiXiangdi 2021

Engel 2019

“ 900 00e0:-
= . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Blinding of participants and personnel (peformance hiash
o
> (O O 9O O e e e e e e ®| &) nomieeouomedata @atriion bias)

Y900 e e ee

o0 eee
590 e ee

Ferrete 2014

. Baguet 2002

59 9909 e e 06 e e e ot

Georges 2010

Hammarni 2018

)

Helgerud 2001

599 0e 066006

Huo Kaiwen 2020

~ @0 ee0

| ®

Juliana Pizzi 2017

Lambrick 2016

20

Lau 2015

Leahy 2019

59000060006

5000

LiKang 2018

Ludyga 2019

Lynne Mary Boddy 2010

500

Malte Nejst Larsen 2020

Ma Qin 2020

Martin 2016

Martin-Smith 2019

5900

Mazurek 2014

MeMarry 2015

MCNARRY 2020

~

90

~

Mu Taiyang 2019

“ @90 e o0 oo 00006
“ 99 e 0o 0000000

Patrick Mucci 2013

-

~
~
~

Peter Riis Hansen 2013

Plavsic 2020

Racil 2013

Racil 2016

Racil 2016(2] " " .
3 Randorm sequence generation (selection bias)

Rasenkranz 2012
Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Ruiz-Ariza 2019 Blinding of paricipants and personnel (performance hias)

Soori 2020 Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)

Tignna 2009 Incomplete outcome data (aftrition bias)

5999 e0eeo00000000000000000000

59000000000

Halérie 2022 Selective reporting (reporting bias)

Westan 2016

Other bias

Winn 2021

0% 25% 50% A% 100%

Yang Zhongwu 2019

| [ Low risk o bias [Junciear tisk o bias W High risk of bias

Zhu Kunru 2020

140 Fig. 2 Analysis of the risk of bias according to the Cochrane Collaboration Guideline

14


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277515
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

141 Table 2 Three-line table of Egger's Publishing Bias
Number Root
Outcomes . Std. Eff. Coef. Std. Err. t p>lt|  [95% Conf. Interval]

of studies MSE

BMI 36 1.524 slope 2195473 2006643 1.09 0.282 -.1882517 .6273462

bias -1.013953 7345551  -1.38 0.176 -2.506749 4788423

BF% 20 1.605 slope -.6003318  .3335849 1.80  0.089 -.100504 1.301168

bias -2.485502  1.056721  -2.35 0.030 -4.70559  -.2654136

WC 16 1.673 slope 7849622 5614075 140 0.184 -.4191371 1.9890611

bias -3.023636  1.763666  -1.71 0.108 -6.806323  .7590503

VO2max 19 1.644 slope -3187151 4612036  -0.69 0.499 -1.29177 .6543394

bias 2.870097 1.416205 2.03 0.059 -.1178346  5.858029

SBP 14 1.446 slope .078006 3490282 0.22  0.827 -.6824612  .8384732

bias -1.319617  1.166486  -1.13 0.280 -3.861171  1.221937

DBP 14 1.8 slope .0417849 4332558  0.10  0.925 -9021983  .9857682

bias -.3722117 1448374  -0.26 0.802 -3.527947  2.783524

HR max 13 2.569 slope -1.718386  1.203516  -1.43 0.181 -4.367307 .9305347

bias 5.734588 3.564588 1.61 0.136 -2.111017 13.58019
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143 Subgroup analysis

144 Substantial sources of heterogeneity can be explored through subgroup analyses. Due to
145 differences in the age, participants, intervention time, and exercise frequency of HIIT intervention in
146 children and adolescents included in the study, HIIT’s assessment of body morphology, CRF and
147 cardiovascular disease metabolic risk indicators may be affected. Therefore, subgroup analyses have
148 performed that were based on the age (5~15 years old, >15 years old), participants (health, obesity,
149 Else whose participants are not specified, not limited to healthy, obese people, etc.), intervention time
150 (<10 weeks, >10 weeks) and exercise frequency (>3 times/week, <3 times/week), it was shown in
151 Table 4.

152 Meta-analysis results

153 Indicators of body morphology

154 In 42 studies, HIT (n=1638) did not improve body morphology compared to the control group
155  (n=1080).

156 In 37 studies, the HIIT group (n=1518) had no significant effect on BMI [MD=-0.30, 95% CI (-
157 0.72,0.13), p=0.17] compared with the control group (n=954). In 20 studies, the HIT group (n=829)
158  had no significant effect on BF% [MD=-0.79,95% CI (-1.64,0.06), p=0.07] compared with the control
159  group (n=394). In 16 studies, the HIIT group (n=314) had no significant effect on WC [MD=-1.24, 95%
160  CI (-2.78,0.30) compared with the control group (n=359) (Fig. 3).

161  CRF Indicators

162 In 32 studies, HIIT (n=702) effectively improved CRF indices compared with control groups
163 (n=791), but clinical heterogeneity was high, so a subgroup analysis of CRF indexes was conducted
164 (Fig. 4).
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165 Table 3 Three-line table of subgroup analysis
Outcomes Subgroup The Number Pooled estimate p value (%) Test for subgroup
of studies [SMD/MD (95 %CI)] differences
BF(%) Participants Health 4 1.23(-0.96,3.42) p=0.270  42.0%
Obesity 11 -1.59(-2.59, -0.58) p=0.002  77.0% $=0.020
Else 5 0.12(-1.11,1.35) p=0.850  0.0%
WC(cm) Participants Health 2 0.57(-3.54,4.67) p=0.790  0.0%
Obesity 8 -2.06(-3.26, -0.86) p<0.001 0.0% p=0.350
Else 6 -0.36(-3.82,3.09) p=0.840  83.0%
VOomax Age 5< <15 10 3.99(2.76,5.22) p<0.001  44.0% 9=0.130
>15 9 1.76(0.75,2.76) p=0.090  91.0%
Participants Health 5 3.49(1.57,5.41) p<0.001  42.0%
Obesity 6 2.12(0.05,4.18) p=0.040  92.0% p<0.001
Else 8 3.31(1.93,4.69) p<0.001 0.0%
Inter\'/entlon <10 weeks 14 3.59(2.38,4.81) p<0.001  44.0%
Time p=0.130
>10 weeks 5 1.77(-0.26,3.79) p=0.090  91.0%
Exercise <3 times/week 9 3.09(1.80,4.38) p<0.001  65.0%
Frequency p=0.750
>3 times/week 10 2.76(1.21,4.31) p<0.001  67.0%
SBP Age 5<<15 10 -2.00(-4.22,0.21) p=0.008  69.0% 9=0.100
>15 4 -4.99(-7.83, -2.15) p<0.001 0.0%
Participants Health 3 -2.84(-5.16, -0.52) p=0.020  23.0%
Obesity 7 -3.20(-6.47,0.07) p=0.006  73.0% p=0.910
Else 4 -1.89(-6.70, 2.92) p=0.440  69.0%
Intervention <10 weeks 7 2.11(-5.01,0.79) p=0.150  60.0%
Time p=0.530
>10 weeks 7 -3.43(-6.30,0.56) p=0.020  72.0%
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Exercise

Frequency

DBP Age

Participants

Intervention
Time

Exercise

Frequency

HR max Age

Participants

Intervention
Time

Exercise
Frequency

<3 times/week

>3 times/week
5<<l15
>15
Health
Obesity

Else

<10 weeks
>10 weeks
<3 times/week

>3 times/week
5<<15
>15
Health
Obesity
Else

<10 weeks

>10 weeks
<3 times/week

>3 times/week

-3.48(-7.42,0.46)

-2.48(-4.78, -0.19)
-1.59(-3.93,0.74)
-4.99(-7.83, -2.15)
-2.84(-5.16,0.52)
-2.52(-5.92,0.89)

-1.89(-6.70,2.92)

-1.44(-4.77,1.90)
-3.43(-6.3, -0.56)
-3.48(-7.42,0.46)

-2.00(-4.63,0.44)
7.27(2.12,12.41)
2.82(-8.21,2.57)
45.39(-39.87,130.65)
-0.01(-2.47,2.46)
0.22(-1.50,1.06)

0.09(-1.16,1.34)

-0.48(-2.67,1.70)
-1.85(-3.86,0.16)

0.45(-0.02,0.92)

p=0.080

p=0.030
p=0.180
p<0.001
p=0.020
p=0.150

p=0.440

p=0.400
p=0.020
p=0.080

p=0.140
p=0.006
p=0.300
p=0.300
p=1.000
p=0.740

p=0.890

p=0.660
p=0.070

p=0.060

75.0%

55.0%
74.0%
0.0%
23.0%
79.0%

69.0%

73.0%
72.0%
75.0%

69.0%
97.0%
0.0%
100.0%
41.0%
13.0%

14.0%

35.0%

0.0%

3.0%

p=0.067

p=0.070

p=0.940

p=0.37

p=0.54

p=0.008

p=0.570

p=0.650

p=0.030
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Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random. 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
BMI
Anneke van Biljon et al.(2018) 19.2 45 29 205 3.9 24 1.5%  -1.30 [-3.56, 0.96] 2
Baquet et al.(2001) 2022 365 503 1997 334 48 24% 0.25[-0.75,1.25]
Boeretal.(2014) 277 47 17 269 29 14 1.2% 0.80[-1.90, 3.50] T
Breil et al.(2010) 218 2.2 13 228 26 8 15% -1.00[-3.16,1.16] T
Buchan et al.(2011) 213 24 17 2231 25 24 21%  -1.00[-2.41,041) 1
Caoetal(2012) 2792 254 20 2911 372 20 1.7%  -1.19[3.16,0.79] 71
Costigan et al.(2016) 2172 21 21 2229 353 22 1.8% -057[2.30,1.16] 7
Cvetkovic et al.(2018) 26.35 333 10 2616 4.49 11 0.9% 019317, 3.59] T
Engel etal.(2019) 16.5 2 17 185 44 18 1.6% -2.00[4.12,012] S
Georges etal.(2010) 176 26 22 182 35 18 1.7% -060[251,1.31] 1
Hammanmi et al.(2018) 20 2 10 203 1 10  21%  -0.30[-1.69,1.09] 1
Huo Kaiwen(2020) 19.23 28 20 1915 3.82 20 1.6% 0.08[-2.00,2.16] T
Juliana Pizzi et al.{2017) 28.35 43 20 296 4.3 34 1.4%  -1.25[3.63,1.13] T
Lambrick et al.(2016) 2049 452 28 2011 4.22 27 1.4% 0.38[1.93, 2.69] T
Lau et al.(2015) 239 2:5 15 252 3.2 12 1.5%  -1.30[3.51,091] 7]
Leahy et al.{2019) 2.7 31 38 228 28 30 21%  -1.10[(251,031) 1
Li kang{2018) 2089 3.02 38 2121 319 54 22%  -0.32[-1.60, 0.96] 1
Ludyga etal.(2019) 213 38 32 214 48 28 15% -010[2.31,2.11) T
Lynne Mary Boddy et al.(2010) 23087 992 8: 21230 34 8 13%  250[013,5.13] 2
Ma Qin(2020) 2696 083 15 2716 067 15 27% -0.20[-0.74,0.34]
Martin et al.{2015) 216 25 26 225 3 23 2.0%  -0.90[-2.46, 0.66] ‘
Martin Smith et al.(2019) 225 25 22 218 2:1 30 22% 0.70 [-0.59, 1.99]
Mazurek et al.(2014) 21 2 24 214 31 42 22%  -0.40[1.63,0.83] T
McNarry et al.(2015) 2049 452 28 1946 4.02 27 1.5% 1.03 [-1.23,3.29] r
MCNARRY et al.(2020) 2151 351 35 2006 4.24 34 1.8% 1.45[-0.39, 3.29] r
Mu Taiyang(2019) 274 291 11 281 363 11 1.2%  -0.70[-3.45,2.05) T:
Peter Riis Hansen et al.(2013) 229 28 20 276 3.3 11 1.4% -4.70[-7.00,-2.40] b
Plavsic et al.(2020) 309 33 22 322 4 22 1.5% -1.30[-3.47,0.87] T
Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 181 43 8 183 23 8 089% -0.20[-3.58, 3.18] S B
Ruiz-Ariza et al.{2019) 21.92 411 90 2076 297 94 2.3% 1.16[0.12,2.20] [
Tienna et al.(2009) 34.1 05 13 329 05 14 27% 1.20[0.82,1.58)
Valérie et al.(2022) 321 44 19 329 5 11 09%  -0.80 [-4.36, 2.76] o
Weston etal.(2016) 218 45 41 205 27 B0 2.0% 1.30 [-0.24, 2.84] r
Winn et al.(2021) 21 39 221 21.08 4 69  2.3% -0.08[1.15 0.99
Yang Zhongwu(2019) 17.74 182 20 2037 211 20 22% -263[3.85-1.41] ¥
Zhu Kunru(2020) 2025 1.42 20 2035 119 20 25% -010[091,0.71]
Subtotal (95% CI) 1513 942 63.6% -0.30[-0.72,0.13]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.88; Chi*= 105.24, df= 35 (P < 0.00001);, F=67%
Test for overall effect Z=1.37 (P=0.17)

BF%
Baquet et al.(2001) 2206 96 503 1873 7.00 48 15%  3.33[1.16,550) -
Boer et al.(2014) 30.4 7 17 32 714 05%  -1.60[6.55 3.35) =
Breil et al.(2010) 1279 13 116 64 B8 04%  040[577,657) -+
Buchan et al.(2011) 192 58 17 1662 72 24 07%  258[1.41,657) T
Cao etal (2012) 2641 482 20 3258 555 20 10% -6.17[9.39,-2.95] =
Cvetkovié et al.(2018) 3115 69 10 296 768 11 04% 155469 779 ==
Fenete et al.(2014) 128 31 11 122 38 13 12%  0.60[2.20,3.40] T
G. Baguet et al.(2002) 222 88 20 214 74 33 06%  080[381,541] =
Hammami et al.(2018) 148 15 10 148 18 10  20% -0.10[1.55,1.35] 1
Lambrick et al.(2016) 2485 1073 28 2502 875 27  05% -017[534,500] =
Lynne Mary Boddy etal. (2010) 4056 818 8 3545 87 8 02% 511[3.16,13.38 T=
Ma Qin(2020) 2065 23 15 303 231 15 19%  -065[2.30,1.00] 1
Mu Taiyang(2019) 202 269 11 21189 537 11 09%  -0.99 [4.54, 2.56] =
Plavsic et al.(2020) 418 B1 22 44 39 22 11% -220(523,083] 1
Racil et al.(2013) 343 17 11 384 12 12 22% -1.10[231,0.11] 1
Racil et al.(2016) 364 15 17 393 07 14 25% -290[3.70,-2.10] =
Racil et al.(2016)(2) 365 13 23 37 198 19 24% -050F1.51,051] 1
Tignna et al.(2009) 386 07 13 391 06 14 27% -050[0.99,-0.01]

valérie et al (2022) 338 36 19 377 36 11 12% -390[657,-1.23] e
Weston etal.(2016) 183 114 41 196 7.8 B0 0.8% -1.30[5.23 263 -t
Subtotal (95% Cl) 829 394 246%  -0.79[-1.64,0.06] [

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.77; Chi*= 66.26, df=19 (P < 0.00001); F=71%
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.83 (P=0.07)

we
Annekevan Biljonetal (2018) 617 56 29 658 72 24  09% -410[7.63,-0.57] -
Boer et al.(2014) 915 131 17 958 82 14 03% -440[11.96,3.16] =T
Juliana Pizzi et al (2017) 9446 126 20 9562 11.81 34 03%  -1.16[7.96 564] =
Lambrick et al.(2016) 6955 7.3 28 6404 1249 27 05%  551(0.081094] =
Lynne Mary Boddyetal (2010) 773 68 8 716 77 8 03% 570[1.46,1286 o
Martin Smith et al (2019) 725 98 22 713 61 30 06%  1.20[3.44,584] T
Mazurek et al (2014) 632 45 24 B44 41 42 15%  -1.20(3.39,099 N

Mu Taiyang(2019) 9163 7.09 11 9386 1044 11 03%  -223[9.69,5.23) e
Plavsic et al.(2020) 915 78 22 969 114 22  04% -540[11.17,0.37] =]
Racil et al.(2013) 903 67 11 928 37 12  06% -2.50[6.98,1.989 —
Racil et al.(2016) g1 6 17 94 4 14 09% -3.00[6.54,054) =
Racil et al.(2016)(2) a0 6 23 92 319 12%  -2.00[4.80,0.80] 7
Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 606 113 8 623 57 8 02% -1.70[1047,7.07] ==
Tisnna et al.(2009) 981 22 13 1001 23 14 1.9% -2.00[3.70,-0.30] N
Weston etal.(2016) 774 137 41 70 88 B0 06%  7.40[2651215] ==
Yang Zhongwu(2018) 68.05 289 20 722 379 20 16% -4.15[6.24,-2.08) -7
Subtotal (95% Cl) 314 350 11.8% -1.24[-2.78,0.30] 4

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 4.76; Chi*= 36.58, df= 15 (P = 0.001); F= 53%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.58 (P=0.11)

-100 -50 0 50 100

167 Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
168 Fig. 3 Forest plot of body morphology indicators
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Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV. Random, 95% CI IV. Random, 95% Cl
2max
A M. McManus et al.{zuus) U d4 U 454 B4 15 1.8% 5.30[1.33,9.27) B
Anneke van Biljon et al.(2018) 205 7.2 29 159 79 24 1.8% 4.60[0.49,8.71] =
Breil et al.(2010) 56.2 5.1 13 54.4 7 8 1.5% 1.80[-3.79, 7.39] =
Caoetal.(2012) 3382 246 20 2776 3.68 20 2.2% 6.06 [4.12, 8.00] 2
G. Baguet et al.{2002) 475 72 20 453 72 33 1.8% 2.20(-1.80,6.20] =
Georges etal.(2010) 541 34 22 478 67 18 20% 6.20[2.87, 9.53] T
Helgerud et al.(2001) 64.3 39 9 59.5 4.4 10 1.9% 4.80[1.07,8.53] ==
Huo Kaiwen{2020) 48.57 349 20 4603 567 20 21% 2.48[-0.44,5.40] I~
Lambrick et al.(2016) 54.26 9.6 28 5431 778 27 1.7% -0.05 [-4.66, 4.56) BE
Leahy et al.(2019) 531 96 38 501 105 30 1.6% 3.00(-1.84,7.84] 3
Li kang{2018) 3216 2.83 38 3011 318 54 2.3% 2.05[0.81,3.29] §
Lynne Mary Boddy et al.(2010) 4259 7.51 8 4571 7.09 8  1.2% -3.12[10.28, 4.04] = B
Martin Smith et al.(2019) 51.81 7.37 22 48677 568 30 1.9% 5.04 [1.35,8.73] =
Mazurek et al.(2014) 1.7 71 24 383 71 42 1.9% 3.40 [-0.16, 6.96] =
Patrick Mucci et al.(2013) 85.7 6.3 9 821 6.7 9  1.4% 3.60[-2.41,9.61] 3 b
Plavsic et al.(2020) 239 3.7 22 233 4.8 22 21% 0.60[1.93,3.13] T
Racil etal.(2013) 387 18 1" 386 1.4 12 23% 1.10[-0.23, 2.43]
Racil et al.(2016)(2) 39.2 1 23 388 15 18 24% 0.40[-0.39,1.19]
Tighna et al.(2009) 36 11 13 319 1 14 2.4% 4.10(3.31, 4.89] 3
Subtotal (95% CI) 379 416 36.3% 2.91[1.80, 4.02] (]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.40; Chi*=77.53, df=18 (P < 0.00001); F=77%
Test for overall effect: Z=5.14 (P < 0.00001)
SBP
Anneke van Biljon et al.(2018) 107.7 9.8 29 1116 7.4 24 1.7% -3.90 [-8.54,0.74] a3
Boeretal.(2014) 113 8 17 119 10 14 1.3%  -6.00[12.47,0.47] SR
Buchan etal.{2011) 106 11 17 109 1" 24 1.2% -3.00 [-9.83, 3.83] =
Caoetal.(2012) 11218 642 20 11716 642 20 1.8% -4.98 [-8.96,-1.00] =
Cvetkovit et al.{2018) 116.5 1415 10 12485 1158 11 07% -8.35[19.47,2.77) T
Lynne Mary Boddy et al.(2010) 1124 44 8 1093 121 8  08% 3.10[-5.75, 11.95] e o
Malte Nejst Larsen et al.{2020) 103.4 8.6 57 1059 97 115 21% -2.50[-5.35, 0.35] =]
Martin Smith et al.(2019) 118 g 22 125 13 30 1.5% -7.00[12.73,-1.27] =
Peter Riis Hansen et al.(2013) 112 9 20 122 10 11 1.2% -10.00[-17.10,-2.90] e
Plavsic et al.(2020) 110.3 8.5 22 1144 6.8 22 1.7% -4.10 [-8.65, 0.45] 77
Racil et al.(2016) 115 5 17 118 5 14 1.9% -3.00 [-6.54, 0.54] =
Rosenkranz et al.{2012) 1038 25 8 1085 37 8  2.0% -1.70[-4.79,1.39] =5
Tignna et al.{2009) 1209 2 13 1198 21 14 2.3% 1.10[-0.45, 2.65]
Weston et al.(2016) 122 11 41 118 10 60 1.8% 4.00[0.21,8.21] [T
Subtotal (95% CI) 301 375 221%  -2.73[4.67,-0.79] +
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 7.45; Chi*= 37.23, df = 13 (P = 0.0004); F= 65%
Test for overall effect: Z= 2.76 (P = 0.006)
DBP
Anneke van Biljon et al.(2018) 107.7 9.8 29 1116 7.4 24 1.7% -3.90 [-8.54,0.74] =
Boeretal.(2014) 113 g 17 119 10 14 1.3% -6.00[-12.47,047] SR
Buchan et al.{2011) 106 1 1.7 109 11 24 1.2% -3.00[-9.83,3.83] =
Caoetal.(2012) 11218 6.42 20 11716  6.42 20 1.8% -4.98 [-8.96,-1.00] =
Cvetkovit et al.{2018) 116.5 1415 10 12485 1158 11 07% -8.35[19.47,2.77) R B
Lynne Mary Boddy et al.(2010) 64.6 4.9 8 588 53 8  1.6% 5.80[0.80, 10.80] =
Malte Nejst Larsen et al.(2020) 103.4 8.6 57 10589 97 115  21% -2.50[-5.35, 0.35] 7]
Martin Smith et al.(2019) 118 g 22 125 13 30 1.5% -7.00[-12.73,-1.27] =
Peter Riis Hansen et al.(2013) 112 9 20 122 10 11 1.2% -10.00[-17.10,-2.90] e
Plavsic et al.{2020) 1103 85 22 1144 68 22 17% -4.10[-8.65, 0.45] )
Racil et al.(2016) 115 5 17 118 ] 14 1.9% -3.00 [-6.54, 0.54] =
Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 103.8 25 8 1055 37 8 20% -1.70 [-4.79,1.39] =i
Tignna et al.{2009) 1209 2 13 1198 23 14 2.3% 1.10[-0.45, 2.65]
Weston et al.(2016) 122 11 41 118 10 60 1.8% 4.00[0.21,8.21] [T
Subtotal (95% Cl) 301 375 22.8% -2.42 [-4.45, -0.38] 4
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 9.15; Chi*= 43.85, df= 13 (P < 0.0001); F= 70%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.33 (P = 0.02)
HRmax
A M. McManus et al.{2005) 193 B 10 195 7 15  1.6% -2.00[7.14,3.14] i
Breil et al.(2010) 192 7 13 196 7 8 1.4% -4.00[1017,217] =
Cvetkovit et al.{2018) 1983 29 10 20072 389 11 21% -2.42[-5.34,0.50] b
G. Baguet et al.(2002) 201 720 204 7 33 18%  -3.00[-6.89,0.89) =
Georges etal.(2010) 202 6 22 200 7 19 1.8% 2.00[-2.02,6.02] T
Lambrick et al.{2016) 202.54 1112 28 202 11.43 27 1.4% 0.54 [-5.42, 6.50] =
Lau et al.(2015) 2058 116 15 2005 122 28 11% 5.40[-2.01,12.81] e
Ludyga et al.(2019) 1906 176 32 1016 173 22 09% 89.00([79.54, 98.46) TR T
McNarry et al.(2015) 20246 11.13 28 20241 11.62 27 1.4% 0.05[-5.97, 6.07] =
Plavsic et al.{2020) 183 9 22 182 25 22 07% 1.00(1010,12.10 S
Racil et al.(2016) 202.8 21 17 2023 22 14 2.3% 0.50[1.02,2.02]
Soori et al.(2020) 207.95 0.7 26 2075 09 17 2.4% 0.45 [-0.06, 0.96]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 243 243 18.8%  5.91[1.24,10.58] L g
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 58.56; Chi* = 348.55, df= 11 (P < 0.00001); F= 97%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.48 (P =0.01)
t t t |
-100 -50 1) 50 100
169 Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

170 Fig. 4 Forest plot of CRF indicators
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Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD_Total Mean SD Total Weight IV. Random. 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
TC
Boer et al.(2014) 86 229 17 955 258 14 0.0% -0.95[-18.30,16.40) * ¥
Buchan et al.(2011) 396 1.81 17 355 145 24 1.7% 0.41 [-0.63, 1.45) —
Juliana Pizzi et al.(2017) 8.78 3418 8 852 3317 8 00% 026[-3274,33.26) ¢ »
Martin Smith et al.(2019) 449 029 22 485 022 30 145% -0.36[050,-0.22) o il
Mazurek et al.(2014) 45 05 24 45 06 42 105% 0.00 [-0.27,0.27) (3
Plavsic et al.(2020) 393 06 22 402 074 22 72% -0.09[-049,031] 7 ==
Racil et al.{2013) 353 031 11 386 016 12 126% -0.33[-053,-0.13] ==
Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 833 205 8 938 202 8 00% -1.05[(20.99,1889 ¢ +
Subtotal (95% CI) 129 160 46.5% -0.25[-0.38,-0.12] L 4

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=8.10, df=7 (P = 0.32), F=14%
Test for overall effect: Z= 3.75 (P = 0.0002)

HDL-C
Buchan etal.(2011) 183 1.4 17 22 146 24 22%  -0.37[1.26,052] A (W

Juliana Pizzi et al.(2017) 257 1039 20 296 16.92 34 00% -0.39(7.686.90 ¢ >
Martin Smith et al.(2019) 132 084 22 131 o 30 82% 0.01 [-0.34, 0.36) =

Mazurek et al.(2014) 18 04 24 18 05 42 121% 0.00[-0.22,0.22) s [

Plavsic et al.(2020) 1.33 027 22 1.3 026 22 142% 0.03[-0.13,0.19) -«

Racil et al.(2013) 1.08 008 11 1 003 12 16.8% 0.08(0.03,0.13) [

Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 311 186 8 272 149 8 00% 03916121690 ¢ ”
Subtotal (95% CI) 124 172 53.5% 0.07 [0.02,0.12] \J

Heterogeneity: Tau®*= 0.00; Chi*= 1.86, df=6 (P = 0.93), F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z= 2.95 (P = 0.003)

TG

Boer etal.(2014) 393 167 17 528 856 14 0.0% -1.35[-46.89,44.19) * >
Buchan etal.(2011) 127 042 17 106 049 24 83% 0.21 [-0.07,0.49) i [

Juliana Pizi et al.(2017) 568 58.03 8 551 4898 8 00% 01752455279 ¢ i
Martin Smith et al.(2019) 056 017 22 081 028 30 131% -0.25[-0.37,-0.13] .7

Mazurek et al.(2014) 09 03 24 08 02 42 127% 0.10[-0.03, 0.23) %=

Plavsic et al.(2020) 09 032 22 1 043 22 99% -010[-0.32,012] T i

Racil et al.(2013) 13 005 11 %23 041 12 145% 0.07[0.01,013) =

Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 633 545 8 65 325 8 00% -0.17[44.14,43.80] ¢ "
Subtotal (95% ClI) 129 160 58.5%  -0.00[-0.15,0.14] L 2

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.02; Chi*= 25.15, df = 7 (P = 0.0007); F= 72%
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.06 (P = 0.95)

LDL-C

Buchan etal.(2011) 145 058 17 173 1.2 24 36% -0.28(-0.84,0.28 S|y

Juliana Pizi et al.(2017) 508 169 20 44 174 34 15% 0.68 [-0.26,1.62) =

Martin Smith et al.(2019) 289 03 22 309 024 30 122% -0.20[0.35,-0.05) 3%

Mazurek et al.(2014) 23 05 24 24 05 42 91%  -0.10(-0.350.15) =l

Plavsic et al.(2020) 228 069 22 218 055 22 6.2% 0.10[-0.27,0.47) ==

Racil et al.(2013) 218 04 1 262 018 12 89% -0.44[-070,-0.18) =

Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 348 202 8 544 22 8 00% -1.96[-2266,18.74) * *
Subtotal (95% ClI) 124 172 41.5%  -0.17 [-0.34, 0.00] L 4

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.02; Chi*= 9.90, df= 6 (P = 0.13); F=39%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.93 (P = 0.05)

-2 -1 1 2
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171
172 Fig. 5 Forest plot of cardiovascular metabolic indicators
173 In 19 studies, HIT group (n=379) effectively increased VOamax [MD=2.91, 95% CI (1.80, 4.02),

174 p<0.001] compared with the control group (n=416) but with higher heterogeneity (1>=77%, p<0.001.
175 The results of the subgroup analysis showed that HIIT was more effective in aged 5~15 years (HIIT:
176~ n=179, control group: n=189), healthy children and adolescents (HIIT: n=133, control group: n=141),
177 intervention time <10 weeks (HIIT: n=244, control group: n=292) and exercise frequency <3 times/week
178  (HHNT: n=179, control group: n=209)

179 In 14 studies, HIIT group (n=301) effectively reduced SBP [MD=-2.73, 95% CI (-4.67, -0.79),

180  p=0.006] compared with the control group (n=375) but with higher heterogeneity (1>=65%, p<0.001).
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181  The results of the subgroup analysis showed that HIIT was more effective in aged 5~15 years (HIIT: n=
182 223, control group: n=285), else children and adolescents (HIIT: n=104, control group: n=122),
183 intervention time <10 weeks (HIIT: n=145, control group: n=174) and exercise frequency >3times/week
184  (HHNT: n= 219, control group: n=294).

185 In 14 studies, HIT group (n=301) effectively reduced DBP [MD=-2.42, 95% CI (-4.45, -0.38),
186  p=0.02] compared with control group (n=375) but with higher heterogeneity (1>=70%, p<0.001). The
187  results of the subgroup analysis showed that HIIT was more effective in aged 5~15 years (HIIT: n= 223,
188  control group: n=285), else children and adolescents (HIIT: n=104, control group: n=122), intervention
189  time <10 weeks (HIIT: n=145, control group: n=174) and exercise frequency >3 times/week (HIIT:
190  n=219, control group: n=294).

191 In 12 studies, HIIT group (n=243) and the control group (n=233) had an effective increase in HRmax
192 [MD=5.91, 95% CI (1.24, 10.58), p=0.01] compared with HIIT [MD=5.91, p=0.001] but with higher
193 heterogeneity (1>=97%, p<0.001). The results of subgroup analysis showed that HIIT was more
194 effective in aged 5~15 years children (HIIT: n=208, control group: n=101), healthy children and
195 adolescents (HIIT: n=95, control group: n=82), intervention time >10 weeks (HIIT: n=49, control
196 group: n=47) and exercise frequency <3 times/week (HIIT: n=108, control group: n=120).

197 Cardiovascular metabolic indicators

198 In 8 studies, compared with the control group (n=141), the HIIT group (n=186) significantly
199  improved the metabolic risk index of cardiovascular disease, but some of the indicators were not
200  statistically significant (Fig. 5).

201 In 8 studies, HIIT (n=141) effectively reduced TC compared with control group (n=186) [MD=-

202 0.27, 95%CIl (-0.38, -0.17), p<0.001] with no significant heterogeneity (1’=14%, p=0.32). In 7 studies,
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203 compared with the control group (n=172), HIT (n=124) effectively increased HDL-C [MD=0.07, 95%
204 CI(0.02, 0.12), p=0.003] without significant heterogeneity (1°=0%, p=0.93). In 8 studies, the effect of
205  HIT on TG was not statistically significant between HIIT (n=141) and control group (n=186) [MD=-
206 0.00, 95% CI (-0.15, 0.14), p=0.95]. In 7 studies, the effect of HIIT on LDL-C was not statistically
207  significant between HIIT (n=124) and control group (n=172) [MD=-0.17, 95% CI (-0.34, 0.00), p=0.05].
208  DISCUSSION

209 More and more studies have revealed that physical activity can significantly improve the physical
210  health of children and adolescents[1]. Nevertheless, the global survey data shows that most children and
211  adolescents do not meet the standards of physical activity guidelines, which seriously affects their
212 current and future health[1]. To improve the level of physical activity of children and adolescents and
213 achieve the goal of reducing the incidence of physical inactivity in children and adolescents by 15% in
214 2030[5], WHO issued the updated "2020 WHO Guidelines on Physical Activity and Sedentary
215 Behavior" in 2020, which recommended that children and adolescents should engage in an average of
216 not less than 60 minutes of moderate-to vigorous-intensity physical activity per day. Because children
217  and adolescents are concentrated on campus most of the time, considering that physical activity is
218  limited by time, HIIT is a good choice for its sports characteristics.

219 This study is the first to systematically evaluate the safety and efficacy of HIIT in terms of body
220  shape, CRF, and cardiovascular disease metabolic risk indicators for children and adolescents of all ages
221  (including health, obesity and disease) by synthesizing 47 eligible randomized controlled trials. With
222 strict inclusion and exclusion criteria (age, exercise intensity, exercise frequency and exercise time), 47
223 studies were assessed. Available evidence shows that HIIT can significantly improve most indicators of
224 children and adolescents' health: improved CRF indexes (VOama, SBP, DBP and HRm.x) and
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225  cardiovascular disease metabolic risk indicators (TG and HDL-C). In addition, there is insufficient

226  evidence that HIT improves body shape indicators (BMI, BF% and WC) and some cardiometabolic

227 measures (TG, LDL-C) in children and adolescents.

228 Statistical heterogeneity consisted in most outcome measures due to multiple factors. First, our

229  meta-analysis includes children and adolescents, who span a wide age range. Since this stage is pre-

230  pubertal and adolescence, the developmental speed is related to age. Previous studies have shown that

231  prepubertal children may obtain greater benefits in HIIT[7], and different developmental stages may

232 affect the assessment of HIIT in body shape indicators. Secondly, the participants included in the study

233 have healthy, overweight, obese, and partially diseases, together with children and adolescents with

234 sports training experience, which led to differences in participants at baseline level and affected the

235 assessment of HIIT outcomes. Third, the study intervention time ranges from 1.57 weeks to 40 weeks,

236 and it is generally believed that a longer exercise intervention time is more likely to obtain greater

237  benefits. Finally, the exercise frequency of participants is an essential part of exercise prescription or

238  exercise program, and the exercise frequency of the included studies varied from 2 to 5 times/week,

239 which may affect the evaluation of HIIT outcomes.

240 In addition, this study also determined the HIIT dose-response relationship: with interval running as the

241  primary form of exercise, the exercise intensity is >80%VO2max/>100%MAS/>80%HRmax. For healthy

242 children and adolescents aged 5~15 years old, the health benefit is the greatest when the intervention time is

243 <10 weeks and the exercise frequency is 2~5 times/week, while children and adolescents aged >15 years

244 cannot recommend exercise doses due to the limited number of included studies.

245  Effect of HIIT on body shape of children and adolescents
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Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random. 95% CI
Else
Boeretal.(2014) 304 7 17 32 7 14 23% -1.60[-6.55,3.35) -T
Buchan et al.(2011) 192 58 17 1662 72 24 32%  258[-1.41,657) T
G. Baguet et al.(2002) 222 88 20 214 74 33 26% 080[-3.81,541) T
Hammami et al.(2018) 148 15 10 149 18 10 81% -0.10[1.55,1.35) 1
Lambrick et al.(2016) 2485 1073 28 2502 875 27 22% -017[-5.34,5.00) ¥ b
Subtotal (95% CI) 92 108  18.3% 0.12[-1.11,1.35]
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 0.00; Chi*=2.11,df=4 (P=0.72); F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.19 (P = 0.85)
Health
Baquet et al.(2001) 2206 96 503 1873 709 48 63% 3.33(1.16,5.50) e
Breil et al.(2010) 12 79 13 116 64 8 16% 040(5.77,6.57) e
Ferrete et al.(2014) 128 31 11 122 39 13 49% 060220340 T
Weston et al.(2016) 183 111 41 196 78 60 32% -1.30[5.23,263) i
Subtotal (95% Cl) 568 129 16.0%  1.23[-0.96,3.42) y
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 2.03; Chi*=5.16, df= 3 (P = 0.16), F= 42%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.10 (P = 0.27)
Obesity
Cao etal.(2012) 2641 482 20 3258 555 20 4.2% -6.17(-9.39,-2.95) =
Cvetkovit et al.(2018) 3115 69 10 296 768 11 16%  1.55[4.69,7.79) =
Lynne Mary Boddy etal.(2010) 40.56 8.18 8 3545 87 8 1.0% 5.11[3.16,13.38) T
Ma Qin(2020) 2965 23 15 303 231 15 76% -0.65[-2.30,1.00) 1
Mu Taiyang(2019) 202 289 11 2119 537 11 37%  -0.99[-4.54, 2.56) i
Plavsic et al.(2020) 418 6.1 22 44 39 22 45% -2.20(-5.23,083) &
Racil et al.(2013) 343 1.7 11 354 12 12 87% -1.10[2.31,011) 1
Racil et al.(2016) 36.4 15 17 393 07 14  97% -290(-3.70,-2.10) "
Racil et al.(2016)(2) 365 13 23 37 19 19 92% -050[1.51,051)
Tjsnna et al.(2009) 38.6 0.7 13 391 06 14 103% -0.50[-0.99,-0.01)
Valérie et al.(2022) 338 36 19 377 36 11 52% -390[6.57,-1.23) =1
Subtotal (95% Cl) 169 157 65.7% -1.59 [-2.59, -0.58] U
Heterogeneity. Tau*=1.57; Chi*= 43.71, df= 10 (P < 0.00001), F=77%
Test for overall effect: Z= 3.10 (P = 0.002)
Total (95% CI) 829 394 100.0% -0.79[-1.64,0.06) \
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 1.77; Chi*= 66.26, df= 19 (P < 0.00001); F= 71% Hoo 5 3 ) 700

Test for overall effect: Z=1.83 (P = 0.07)

F. I rimental] F I ntrol]
246 Test for subaroun differences: Chi*= 7.71. df = 2 (P = 0.02). = 74.0% avoues {expefimental]. :Favours icontrol]

247  Fig. 6 Participants subgroup analysis of BF% max in children and adolescents in the HIIT group and

248 the control group
Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean _SD Total Mean SD_Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cli
Else
Anneke van Biljon et al.(2018) 617 56 29 658 72 24 77% -410[-7.63,-057) =1
Boer et al.(2014) 915 131 17 959 82 14 31% -440(-11.96,3.16) =
Lambrick et al.(2016) 6955 7.3 28 64.04 1249 27 50% 5.51(0.08,10.94) [~
Mazurek et al.(2014) 632 45 24 644 41 42 103% -1.20(-3.39,0.99) ‘
Weston et al.(2016) 774 137 4 70 88 60 58% 7.40(2651219) B3
Yang Zhongwu(2019) 6805 289 20 722 379 20 105% -4.15[-6.24,-2.06) *
Subtotal (95% Cl) 159 187 424% -0.36[-3.82,3.09] 4

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 13.92; Chi*= 28.62, df=5 (P < 0.0001), F= 83%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.21 (P = 0.84)
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250  Fig. 7 Participants subgroup analysis of WC max in children and adolescents in the HIIT group and
251 the control group

252 Previous studies have shown that HIIT can effectively improve the body shape indicator of children
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253  and adolescents. There is now insufficient evidence that HIIT improves body shape BMI, BF%, and WC
254 indicators in children and adolescents. The findings are consistent with previous studies[7, 8], but there
255  are diametrically opposite conclusions[9]. Although this study showed that HIIT had no significant
256 effect on the body shape indicators of children and adolescents, it may have a greater impact on the
257 reliability of the results due to the large range of subjects included in the study. Further analysis found
258  that HIIT had a significant effect on obese children and adolescents with BF% [MD=-1.59, 95% CI (-
259  2.59,-0.58), p=0.002] (Fig. 6) and WC [MD=-2.06, 95% CI (-3.26, -0.86]), p<0.001] (Fig. 7), the effect
260  of the study results was positive, and it had no significant effect on BMI [MD=-0.91, 95% CI (-1.91,
261 0.09), p=0.08]. Metabolic disorders caused by overweight/obesity are the pathological basis of various
262 metabolic diseases such as T.DM and CVD. Adverse metabolic phenotypes are highly associated with
263  obesity in children and adolescents. Unfortunately, more than 50% of children and adolescents will carry
264  obesity into adulthood, and the proportion increases with age[3]. In addition, children and adolescents
265  with increased BMI will increase the risk of T.DM, stroke, coronary heart disease and cancer. As well
266  as prospective cohort studies have shown that BF% and WC, the two body shape indicators, dropped to
267  the normal range significantly reducing the prevalence of obesity-related diseases[59]. Therefore, a
268  healthy body shape in children and adolescents is crucial.

269 At present, the key to the childhood obesity epidemic is inflammation and metabolic disorders.
270 Anti-inflammatory and antioxidant interventions help regulate inflammation and metabolic disorders
271  caused by obesity. Significant progress has been made in the prevention and treatment of obesity, but
272 obesity-related diseases still cannot be effectively controlled. It is worth noting that majority of
273 childhood and adolescent obesity is caused by insufficient physical activity. The prevalence of obesity
274  inthe physically inactive population has increased and there is still a potential risk in physically inactive
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275  non-obese individuals. However, it is gratifying that regular exercise can independently reduce the risks
276 of obesity due to metabolic disorders, such as T.DM, CVD, and cancer, and can play a critical role in
277  related diseases[4]. Particularly early exercise interventions are more effective in children and
278  adolescents. Recent research has shown that running-based HIIT can improve the physical health of
279  obese teenagers, and it is suggested to conduct a larger-scale survey of participants from different
280  schools[10].

281 What’s more, we found a subset of athletes in healthy children and adolescents[30, 44, 52]. The
282 research subjects were other children and adolescents with partial intellectual disability[43] and non-
283  uniform subjects (the included participants were overweight, obese and healthy children and adolescents,
284  and the data could not be classified and extracted)[35, 37]. There may be certain data risks due to the
285 inconsistency of the population classification of the study subjects.

286 The sensitivity analysis of this meta-analysis results in high stability, and we can conclude that although
287  HIIT does not improve body shape indicators in children and adolescents, its recommendation for obese
288  children and adolescents should be retained.

289  Effect of HIIT on CRF in children and adolescents

290 CRF has become one of the most extensive components of physical health research because of its strong
291  correlation with health outcomes. Strong epidemiological evidence suggests that CRF is inversely associated
292 with a high incidence of CVD, all-cause mortality and cancer in the healthy population. CRF can be used as
293 apredictor of cancer mortality, and higher levels of CRF can independently reduce cancer mortality in women
294 and men[60]. This study confirmed that HIIT is an effective method to improve CRF indicators in children
295  and adolescents, and the findings are consistent with those of most meta-analysis studies. Because of the
296  differences in whether research subjects are obese or not, there is still controversy about HIIT replacing
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297 MICT[9], still, it has gradually been widely accepted because HIIT is more cost-effective. Although the
298  relationship between physical activity and the incidence and mortality of CVD, T.DM and cancer, etc. and its
299  preventive effect have been demonstrated, children and adolescents still face the plight of insufficient physical
300  activity. Extensive research has been carried out in the field of sports medicine, and a great many of research
301  results has been obtained.

302 Our meta-analysis results show that HIIT can effectively improve the CRF index, but there is some
303  statistical heterogeneity. We conducted a subgroup analysis of CRF index heterogeneity, and found that
304  the participants were the source of VO2max heterogeneity; age and exercise frequency are the source of
305  HRmax heterogeneity. However, age, participants, intervention time and exercise frequency are not
306  heterogeneous sources of SBP and DBP.

307 VOzmax is the gold standard for evaluating CRF. Obese children and adolescents exhibit considerable
308 limitations in physical activity due to skeletal muscle oxidative disorders in obese children and adolescents.
309  Considering the influence of weight on VOamax level, The VOamax 0f obese children and adolescents' overall
310  baseline level is low, and its change is more sensitive to HIIT intervention. In contrast, the VOzma level in
311 healthy children and adolescents tends to be stable.

312 Our results show that age is the main source of heterogeneity in HR,.x. According to the actual situation
313 of included studies, in this subgroup analysis, ages between 5~15 years old and >15 years old were divided
314 into groups. Although not grouped by pre-pubertal and adolescence, the actual grouping covers prepubertal
315  and adolescent ages to a greater extent.

316 In this subgroup analysis, the proportion of obese adolescents aged >15 years in this subgroup analysis
317 is more[16, 36, 38, 49]. Children are more resilient, making them more tolerant of HIIT and more resistant
318  to fatigue than adolescents. More importantly, HIIT is more closely related to children's exercise habits,
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319  combined with children's exercise patterns (game)[35]and reward mechanisms[53, 55, 56]in the included

320  studies, which make pre-adolescent children more autonomous and motivated to participate.

321 It is worth noting that high-intensity training triggers autonomic nervous disturbances and high exercise

322 frequency triggers fatigue accumulation while also causing a "compensatory effect”. Subgroup analysis

323 included 6 studies [18, 36, 41, 51, 52, 55] with exercise frequency >3 times/week. Since children's tolerance,

324 autonomy and motivation to participate are more advantageous than adolescents, a study has shown that HR max

325 has the potential to predict VOamax, Which also further confirms the role of age in HRmax and VOzmax [MD =

326 3.99, 95% CI (2.76, 5.22), p<0.001]. Future research is supposed to pay attention to the dose-response

327  relationship in exercise frequency towards CRF and focus on the interest and reward mechanism of HIIT in

328  pre-puberty children during the specific implementation process. Simultaneously, improve the design of HIIT

329  inadolescents to enhance their initiative and motivation to participate.

330 According to the available evidence, we can conclude that the intervention time <10 weeks, the frequency

331  of exercise <3 times/week, and healthy children and adolescents aged 5~15 are more sensitive to improving

332 VOoma after HIIT intervention. The intervention time >10 weeks, the frequency of exercise <3 times/week,

333 and healthy children and adolescents aged 5~15 are more sensitive to improving HRmax after HIIT intervention.

334 Although partial results fail to explain the source of heterogeneity, VOzmax and HRmax, Which are considered

335  tothe most important outcome indicators for evaluating CRF, well explain the heterogeneity. Despite certain

336 sources of heterogeneity in SBP and DBP, their sensitivity analysis still suggests that the results are stable

337  due to their relatively mature measurement methods. In summary, HIIT is recommended for improving CRF

338 indicators in children and adolescents.

339 Effect of HIIT on metabolic risk indicators of CVD in children and adolescents

340 At present, insufficient physical activity, unreasonable dietary structure, obesity, metabolic syndrome
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341  and other metabolic risk factors for cardiovascular disease are gradually superimposed, resulting in a sharp
342 increase in the risk of CVD and T.DM. Metabolic risk factors of cardiovascular disease in children and
343 adolescents during this period have a significant influence on the onset of adulthood[3]. The good news is
344 that cardiovascular risk factors are largely preventable, especially the effectiveness of exercise in improving
345  metabolic risk markers for cardiovascular diseases is supported by substantial evidence.

346 According to our research, a meta-analysis of HIIT intervention in children and adolescents, HIIT was
347  effective in improving TC and HDL-C that are metabolic risk index of cardiovascular disease in children and
348  adolescents, still, the effect on TG and LDL-C appeared to be insignificant. The results of this meta-analysis
349  are similar to the previous meta-analysis results[7], but there are some differences in the analysis of HIIT
350  evaluation on children and adolescents in another study[8], whose difference may be caused by HIIT's limited
351  improvement of healthy children and adolescent blood lipids[42]. Most of the crowds we have included are
352 healthy children and adolescents, and their incorporations are mostly obese children and adolescents.

353 Our convergence analysis results show that HIIT can effectively improve the level of TC and HDL-
354  C, without significant heterogeneity. Racil[45] and Boer et al.[43] reported that HIIT reduced TC in
355 children and adolescents with a clinically significant (P<0.05) and low risk of bias assessment, which
356  are encouraging findings. Notably, Racil et al.[45] evaluated obese girls and Boer et al.[43] evaluated
357  children and adolescents with disabilities. Racil[45] and Juliana et al.[33] reported that HIIT reduced
358  HDL-C in children and adolescents with clinical significance (p<0.05).Racil et al.[45] and Plavsic et
359  al.[16] evaluated objects are obese girls. The limitations of study methods and subjects for TG and HDL-
360  C in the included studies may confuse the results, so caution should be exercised in interpreting these
361  results. Though HIIT does not improve TG and LDL-C levels, the importance of TG as an independent
362 risk factor for CVD cannot be ignored. The effect of HIIT on LDL-C [MD=-0.17, 95% CI (-0.34, 0.00),
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363  p=0.05] was at a statistical critical value. After excluding the included studies one by one, it found that
364  the study by Juliana et al. [33] had a high risk. After the exclusion, the effect of HIIT on LDL-C was
365  statistically significant (p<0.001) and there was no significant heterogeneity (1>=24%, p=0.25).

366 The sensitivity analysis results in this meta-analysis were highly stable and showed no significant
367  heterogeneity. We can conclude that HIIT is effective in improving TC and HDL-C in children and
368  adolescents, with little effect on TG and LDL-C. Considering the small sample size included in this
369  meta-analysis, future research requires expanding the sample size further.

370  Assessment of diet and leisure-time physical activity

371 35 studies[13-15, 17, 19-35, 39, 41, 43, 47-53, 55-58] did not describe dietary assessment in detail. 12
372 studies[12, 16, 19, 36-38, 40, 42, 44-46, 54]informed not to change dietary habits. 35 studies[12-15, 17,
373 18,20-28, 30-35, 39, 41, 43, 45, 48-53, 55-58]did not describe leisure-time physical activity in detail, and12
374 studies[16, 19, 29, 36-38, 40, 42, 44, 46, 47, 54]conducted detailed assessments of leisure-time physical
375 activity. Although 74.47% of the studies did not describe the diet in detail, it can be understood as maintaining
376  the original eating habits and physical activities by reading the full text. Furthermore, although 25.53% were
377  assessed for dietary habits and leisure-time physical activity, the impact of dietary and leisure-time physical
378  activity assessments on outcomes was not elucidated. It is worth noting that maintaining the original dietary
379  habits and physical activity helps to rule out the influence of diet on HIIT outcomes, simultaneously diet and
380  leisure physical activity may be important limiting factors and sources of bias.

381  Adverse events and compliance

382 In this meta-analysis, although only 21 studies [12, 16, 18, 22, 26-29, 37, 38, 40, 43-45, 48, 50-52,
383 54,55, 58] (42.55%) reported withdrawal events due to family and subjective will (193 people dropped out,
384  accounting for 6.445 of the total study, with a dependency of 93.56%). In addition, there were sicked children
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385  and adolescents in the included studies[13, 15, 18, 43], but no adverse events occurred, and the safety and
386 dependence were good. A previous meta-analysis of HIIT reported the occurrence of adverse events such as
387 leg discomfort, joint sprains, asthma, myocardial infarction, etc[61]. The occurrence of adverse events was
388 attributed to the study subjects belonging to high-risk groups for adverse events, such as patients with
389  coronary heart disease and hypertension, but there seemed to be no difference in adverse events between the
390  HIIT group and the control group. Besides, medical supervision was described in 55.32% of the included
391 articles in this meta-analysis. Therefore, these factors may cause biases, but the results were skewed towards
392 more positive effects.

393  Advantages and limitations

394 Advantages of this study: (i) Retrieval was not limited by publication date. (ii) Research
395  participants were not limited to specific children and adolescents but includes all children and
396  adolescents, regardless of health, disease, etc. (iii) Subgroup analysis was carried out to explain the
397  heterogeneity of research results, especially the analysis of exercise dose variables such as age
398  (prepubertal and adolescence), research subjects, intervention time and exercise frequency, which were
399  often ignored by previous studies. (iv) No-blank control was excluded in this study, and unbalanced
400  results caused due to non-blank control were avoided.

401 Limitations of this study: (i) Although this review strictly implemented the retrieval strategy, due
402 to limited conditions, only the literature published in Chinese and English were retrieved, and there may
403 still be some publication bias due to the lack of a small number of published literatures. (ii) This study
404  only included the information on children and adolescents in school, but lacks data about children and
405  adolescents outside of school, which may have a certain influence on the conclusion. (iii) Quality of
406 included studies may be another factor, 12.77% of the studies did not use the randomized control model,
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407 and 17.02% of the studies reported the randomized control model, but did not describe the randomized
408  process. (iv) Although guidelines for HIT have been established, the details of some guidelines still
409  need to be refined. (v) The biggest limiting factor may be that the age span of the individuals included
410  inthe study was large, and important influencing factors such as exercise intensity, frequency, and time
411 were not completely consistent, and the heterogeneity was considerable.

412 Although subgroup analyses have been performed, some results still could not clarify the source of
413 heterogeneity. For example, Sexual differences in developmental rates during childhood and
414  adolescence (due to the mixed-gender or too small sample size for subgroup analysis), different methods
415 of outcome measures, and diet and leisure-time physical activity may all be sources of heterogeneity. In
416  addition, the included studies did not disaggregate by gender, and the impact of gender on children and
417  adolescents was still unclear, so gender differences should be fully considered in future research.

418  CONCLUSION

419 HIIT is safe, effective and less time-consuming for child and adolescent health. Because of its
420  potential to improve body shape, CRF, and cardiovascular disease risk markers, it should be
421 incorporated into the daily management of physical activity in children and adolescents. More
422 importantly, the effect of HIIT has a higher consistency in gender, population, and age (pre-adolescence
423 and adolescence), so it has a higher generality in improving physical health. Although there were
424 dropouts and losses to follow-up during this process, no adverse events caused by HIIT occurred. These
425  findings highlight the potential role of HIIT as a strategy for improving the health between children and
426  adolescents. Considering the lack of more detailed standards for HIIT interventions in the included
427  studies, it is worth studying specific HIIT interventions (optimal exercise interval time and interval
428  intensity) in different ages, genders and participants to make HIIT more effective and scientific.
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In conclusion, strengthening medical supervision and adequate warm-up before exercise is more
feasible for the promotion of HIIT in children and adolescents.
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Table 1 Full-search strategy for PubMed.

Number Search terms

#1 Adolescent [MeSH Terms]

#2 (((((Adolescence [Title/Abstract]) OR (Teens[Title/Abstract])) OR
(Teenagers [Title/Abstract])) OR (Youths [Title/Abstract])) OR (Female
Adolescents [ Title/Abstract])) OR (Male Adolescents [Title/Abstract])

#3 #1 or #2

#4 High-Intensity Interval Training [MeSH Terms]

#5 ((((High-Intensity Interval [Title/Abstract]) OR (High-Intensity Intermittent
[Title/Abgract])) OR (High-Intensity Intermittent Exercises
[Title/Abgract])) OR (Sprint Interval Trainings [Title/Abstract])) OR
(HIT[Title/Abstract])

#6 #4 or #5

#7 randomized controlled trial [MeSH Terms]

#3 (((RCT[Title/Abgtract]) OR (Randomized [Title/Abstract])) OR
(Randomized Clinical [Title/Abstract])) OR (Controlled Clinical Trials
[Title/Abstract])

#9 #7 or #8

#10 #9 AND #6 AND #3
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Identification

Eligibility

records identified through database
searching(n=3734): Records
identified through database
searching(n=3734): PubMed (n=92)
Cochrane Library (n=143)

Embase (n=151)

Web of Science (n=345)

Science Direct (n=2948) VIP (n=0)
Wanfang (n=15) CNKI (n=40)

additional  records identified through
manual searching (n=134)

duplicated records removed (n=3868)
records screened (n=3397)

records excluded based on title and abstract
(n=3195)

full-text articles assessed for digibility(n=202)

full-text articles excluded (n=155)

no control group (n=71)

ineligible population (n=36)

valid data of outcome measure was

unavailable (n=33)

Studiesincluded in qudlitative analysis (n=47)
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4
5
6
7 Table 2 Basic features of the included studies
Age sample Inter vention measure Intervention time autcome
Author Year Country Lesion : : : hog
experimental experimental group control group : experimental control  indicator
group control group ( maleffemale ) ( maleffemale ) experimental group control group group group
mode of motion: ergometer bicycle
- : exercise time:15mins : -
Vaérie et al.[12] 2022 France Obesity 13.0+1.1 132+10 19(11/8) 11(6/5) exercise frequency: twicefweek not any physical training 16 weeks 16weeks D,®@
exercise intensity:75% to 90% V Oz max
mode of motion: micro-session of
Functional HIIT
exercise time:>6 mins mode of motion: regular
Engel et a[22]. 2019  Germany healthy 11.6+0.2 11.7+03 17 (11/6) 18(117) exercise frequency: week 1:3 times,  school dlass 4 weeks 4weeks @
week 2 to 4:4 times
exercise intensity: >85% HRpa
mode of motion: interval run mode of motion: regular
exercise time: 18 to 39 minutes mandatory PE
Georges et a.[51] 2010 France healthy 10.3+9.8 10.1+1.2 22 19 exercise frequency:3 additiona PE and exercisetime60 mins 7 weeks 7weeks D,®,
2 regular mandatory PE exercise frequency:
exerciseintensity:80 to 85% of MAS  2/week
’ . mode of motion: games-based
']L_\fmag Asthma:14.2+1.0 Asthma group: 'I\g(r]TE% OUP: ctivitiesinformed by formative work
MCNARRY et a.[15] 2020  England asthma No-asthma No-asthma: 18 ( 10/8) No-asthma:16 exercise time:30 mins exercisetime:30 mins 6 mouths 6 mouths ®,®
14.140.8 13.9+0.9 No-asthma:17 ( 9/8) (97 exercise frequency: 3/week
R exercise intensity: >90%HRmax
mode of motion: Mechanically-braked mode of motion: regular
cycle ergometers PE ©.0.0.6
Mazurek et a.[42] 2014  Poland femaes 19.5+0.6 24 42 exercise time:47 mins exercisetime47 mins 8 weeks 8 weeks ©’ ®' ‘ ’
exercise frequency: 3/week exercise frequency: e
exercise intensity:60% HRmax 1/week
mode of motion: Diet + HIT
(electronicaly braked cycle .20.8,®,
Plavsic et a.[16] 2020 Serbia Obesity 16.6+1.3 158+15 22 22 ergometer ) mode of motion: Diet 12 weeks 12weeks ®,®,2,®,
exercise time:43mins ©,®,m

exercise frequency: 2/week
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Cvetkovi¢ et a.[29]

Leshy et a.[23]

2018

2019

Serbia

Augtrdia

obese males

healthy 16.2:0.4

16.2+0.4

10

30

exercise intensity:85 to 90% of HRpax
mode of motion: PE+HIIT ( interval

runs )
exercise frequency: 2/week

mode of motion: included a combi-
nation of aerobic-based and

resi stance-based
exercise time:12-20 min
exercise frequency: 3/week

exercise intensity:>85% HRyax

mode of motion: PE
exercise frequency:
2/week

12weeks

14 weeks

12wesks D@0,

14weeks D,®

Costigan et a.[34]

Rosenkranz et a.[48]

Hammami et al.[30]

Winn et al.[13]

Malte Ngjst Larsen et d.[17]

Soori et al.[18]

Racil et dl.[45]

Lambrick et al .[35]

2016

2012

2018

2021

2020

2020

2013

2016

UK

Manhattan

Tunisia

UK

Denmark

Iran

Tunisian

UK

heslthy 15.7+0.7

heslthy 8.8+0.6

soccer players 159+ 0.4

Asthma:

Asthma 13.7+1.0

13.8+1.1

heslthy 10£0.3

hyperactivity

obese 15.6+0.7

Hedthy and
obese

No-asthma

1255+0.15

15.6+0.6

9.8+4.1

15.8+0.7

Asthma:
13.4+1.2
No-asthma:
:13.5+¢1.0

10+0.3

125+0.45

159+12

obesity:93+0.8 obesity:94+0.8
normal:92+0.7 normal:9.2+0.8

21

10

221(116/105)

57

26 (9/17)

11

normal:13 ( 8/5)
obesity:15 ( 10/5)

22 (11/11)

10

69(21/48)

115

17 (11/6)

12

normal:13 ( 7/6 )
obesity:14 ( 7/7 )

mode of motion: gross motor

cardiorespiratory exercises
exercise time:8-10mins
exercise frequency: 3/week

mode of motion: performed on an

indoor track
exercise time:30mins

exercise frequency: sessions spaced at

least 48 h

exercise intensity:100-130% of MAS

mode of motion: small-sided soccer

drills
exercise time:35-45mins
exercise frequency: 2/week

exercise intensity: ~ 85% HRmax

mode of motion: game-based activities

exercise frequency: 3/week
exercise time:30mins

exercise intensity: >90% HRmax

exercisetime:12 mins
exercise frequency: 5/week

mode of motion:20 meters running

program
exercise time:>10 mins
exercise frequency: 3/week

exercise intensity: 85% HRyax

mode of motion: short bursts

exercise frequency: 3/week

exercise intensity:100 to 110 % of

MAS

mode of motion: equipment

exercise time:40 min
exercise frequency: 2/week

exercise intensity: 40% difference

between GET and VO 5

mode of motion: PE
exercise
frequency:3/week

mode of motion: regular
physical activity
exercise frequency:
2/week

mode of motion:

incremental ramp test

mode of motion: PE
lessons

non-exercising

mode of motion: PE

8 weeks

8 weeks

8 weeks

6 mouths

10 mouths

6 weeks

12weeks

8 weeks

8weeks O

8 weeks

8weeks D,®

6 mouths @

10 mouths ©,®
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Baguet et a.[57]

Tjgnnaet al.[54]

2001

2009

France

Norway

hedlth 128+1.2 135+09

Obese 14.0+0.3 years

503(263/240)

13

48(21/27)

14

mode of motion: PE+ running
exercises.

exercisetime:3 h

exercise frequency: 3/week

exercise intensity:100 to 120% MAS

mode of motion: walking/running
exercise time:.40min

exercise frequency: 2/week
exercise intensity:90% HRmax

mode of motion: PE
exercise
exercisetime:3 h
frequency:3/week

10 weeks

mode of motion: exercise
exercise frequency:
2/month

3 mouths

10weeks ©,®@

,2,8,0,
12 mouths ©©

Zhu Kunru[19]

Li kang[31]

Mu Taiyang[24]

Yang Zhongwu[25]

Huo Kaiwen[20]

MaQin[21]

Dai Xiangdi[14]

Cao et dl.[49]

Martin Smith et al.[26]

Ludygaet d.[27]

2020

2018

2019

2019

2020

2020

2021

2012

2019

2019

China

China

China

China

China

China

China

China

Scottish

Switzerland

Hedthy girl  16.3520.490  17.20+0.410

Hedthygirl 16344091  16.63:0.90

Overweight
and obese male
judoka

17.00+0.89 17.18+0.98

teenagers 11.50+0.513  11.50+0.513

boy:12.70+0.48 boy:12.80+0.42

teenagers girl:12.50£0.53 girl:12.90+0.32

Obese male

adolescents 13.53:0.72

13.90+0.89

Healthy

teenagers About 14

About 14

Obese
adolescent
boys

13-15 13-15

from 2 higher

PE class 17+0.3

16.8+0.5

healthy male

adolescents 1420.8

13.9+0.6

20 (0/20)

38(0/38)

11 (11/0)

20 (10/10)

20

15 ( 15/0 )

49

20 (20/0)

22(13/9)

32

20 (0/20 )

54 (0/54)

11 (11/0)

20 (10/10)

20

15 ( 15/0)

a7

20 (200 ) 2

30 (19/11)

28

mode of motion: rope skipping
exercise time:15-20mins
exercise frequency: 3/week

mode of motion: sprints

exercise time:4-9mins ( Stepwise
increase )

exercise frequency: 2/week

mode of motion: Running and judo
training

exercise time:45mins

exercise frequency: 3/week
exerciseintensity: > 85% HRpax
exercise time:45mins

exercise frequency: 2/week

exercise intensity:85% to 90% HR ax

exercise time:50-60mins
exercise frequency: 2/week
exercise intensity:90% to 95% HR max

mode of motion: Combination of
training

exercise time:40-50mins

exercise frequency: 2/week

exercise intensity:85% HRmax

mode of motion: Combination of
training

exercise time:20mins

exercise frequency: 2/week

exercise intensity:65% to 85% HR ux
mode of motion: Combination of
training

exercise time:50-60mins

exercise frequency: 2/week

exercise intensity:90% to 95% HR yux

mode of motion: running sprints
exercise time:25-26mins
exercise frequency: 3/week
exercise intensity:92% of HRux

mode of motion: acircuit training
exercise time:20 mins

Regular training

15-20mins 12 weeks

Regular PE
8 weeks

Regular training 45mins

12 weeks

60% to 70% HR ax 8 weeks

Regular training 50 to

60mins 8 weeks

Regular PE 8 weeks

Regular PE 8 weeks

Daily habits 8 weeks

mode of motion: PE

exercisetime:l h 4weeks

12 weeks @
8weeks O,®
12weeks @,0,0

8weeks D,®

8weeks D,®

8weeks O,®@

®
4weeks  ®,
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mode of motion: Combination of
training

mode of motion: PE

Ruiz-Ariza et al.[28] 2019  Spain healthy 13.79+1.38 13.67+1.29 90(46/44) 94(52/42) exercise time:16mins exercise frequency: 12 weeks 12weeks @
exercise frequency: 2/week 2/week
exercise intensity: over 85% HR
mode of motion: Combined interval
obese running .
Racil et d. [36] 2016  Tunis adolescent 14.2+1.2 years 17 14 exercise time:>35mins ?Oﬁgf;ggtéon.r ou 12 weeks 12 weeks ’©‘®"
femaes exercise frequency: 3/week 9 group -
exerciseintensity:100% MAS
. mode of motion: Many kinds of sports mode of motion: PE
Weston et a.[37] 2016 gil:t?jdom gfséhy and 141+0.3 141+03 41 ( 33/8) 60(30/30) exercise frequency: 3/week exercise frequency: 10 weeks 10 weeks ’®'©’@’
9 exercise intensity:90% HRpa 3/week
mode of motion: plyometric exercises
Racil et a.[38] 2016 Tunisa  OeefEMde 466,09 169210 23 19 ewerase }'r’;‘qeu;‘i;"gﬁv”;‘f no exercise L2wesks  12wesks ©,0.0
exercise intensity:100%V O2 max
Obesity: Obesity: mod . . .
. . e of motion: physical activity
McNarry et d.[39] 2015 UK ggd;ﬂt_kt]yand 203;;6? 9 gos;ria(l) 9 mﬁ gm:}? exercisetime:10 mins usual care control group 6 weeks 6weks O,®,
02+08 02+08 exercise frequency: 2/week
Martin et .40 g\;)_tr:l](ian(g motion: Sprint combination mode of motion: PE
) 2015 UK healthy 16.9+0.3 16.8+ 0.6 20(13/7) 23(18/5) o i : exercise frequency: 7 weeks 7weeks @
exercise time:60 mins 3lweek
exercise frequency: 3/week
mode of motion: technical football mode of motion:
exercises and small-sided football compul sory sport
g N games curriculum at school
. Porto district, Overweight exercisetime:1h-1.5h exercise frequency: .
Peter RiisHansen et a.[46] 2013 Portuga children 8—12 8—12 20 ( 17/3) 11 (7/4) exerdise frequency.4iweek olweek 3mouths 3mouths ®,®,®, @
exerciseintensity: > 80% HR exercisetime45 to
90min/time
mode of motion: running
Parick Muce et al.[47] 2013 Taner  PrOPMDRSOENt 55,47 9.8:0.6 9(45) 9(6/3) ggg:}'&iﬁg‘y@ww usual physica activities 8 weeks 8 weeks
exercise intensity:100%-130%
mode of motion: repetitions of
maximal sprint running
West of adolescent exercise time:54mins maintain normal activity 0,2.0,6),
Buchan et a.[50] 2012 Scotland youth 16.7+0.1 16.3+0.5 17 (15/2) 24 (20/4) exercise frequency: 3iweek ptterns 7weeks 7weeks 6.0.6,
exerciseintensity: maxima sprint
running
mode of motion: cycle ergometer;
ski-speciWc obstacle running course
Bern Hedlthy dite containing sladom, balancing and continued their normal
Breil et a.[52] 2010 Switzerand junior alpine  17.4+1.1 16.6+1.1 13 8 jumping elements endurance and strength  11days 11days 0,0,,®
skiers

exercise frequency: 15 times training
exercise time:16mins
exercise intensity:90-95% HRmax

training
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mode of motion: underwent soccer
training ; 1/4 squat, deep jumps, CMJ
with weight, and sprint exercises
exerciseintensity: maxima voluntary

mode of motion:
underwent soccer
training

! Hedthy young ; ; ; )
Ferrete et a.[44] 2014  Spain 9.32+0.25 8.26+0.33 11 13 intensity using player’'s i con i e ; 26weeks 26weeks @
soccer flayers body weight (or body weight plus light (S/C1Se time:30mins
resistances) as external resistance .
exercise time:30mins frequency-3iweek
exercise frequency: 3/week
mode of motion: intermittent running ; mode of motion:
overweight attended normal PE attended normal PE
Lau et a.[41] 2015  Hong Kong chil dreng 11.0+0.6 10.6 + 0.6 15 12 exercise time:72mins exercisetime:35mins  6weeks 6weeks D,
exercise frequency: 3/week exercise
exercise intensity:120% of MAS frequency:2/week
adolescents and I : participated in usual
young adults ggrjgg mﬁga%rﬁlyri' ng everyday scholar 0.0.0.0
Boer et a.[43] 2014  Belgian with 18+3.2 17.4+2.4 17 (116) 14 (9/5) exercise frequency: 2/week activities without 15 weeks 15weeks ®’@" '
intellectual 1e freque cy supervised exercise =
disability exerciseintensity: >100%V TR training
mode of motion: Loop pedalling
A.M.McManuseta.[55] 2005 HongKong boys 10.35+0.32 1051+ 0.3 10 15 exercise time:20mins normal physical activity 8weeks 8weeks  ®,Q
exercise frequency: 3time/week
mode of motion: run + game
Helgerud et al.[58] 2001  America male 18.1+0.8 18.1+0.8 9 10 exercise frequency: 2/week Regular exercise 8weeks 8weeks
exercise intensity: 90 to 95% of HRyax
mode of moation: high intensity
u t intermittent running exercises
G. Baguet et al.[56] 2002  France ghil dren 9.7+0.9 10.1+0.4 20(10/10) 33(13/20) exercise time:30mins Normal PE Tweeks Tweeks  @,®,0
exercise frequency: 2/week
exercise intensity:100 to130% of MAS
mode of motion: Sprint cycle
L . ; exercise time:23mins 0,0,®,0,
Annekevan Biljon et a.[32] 2018  The Republic children 11.1+0.8 11.1+08 29 24 exercise frequency: 3week Normal PE S5weeks Sweeks
exerciseintensity: > 80% HRyux
mode of motion: running
Juliana Pizzi et d.[33] 2017  America E\)gglse ces 12.18+15 1429+18 20 34 exercise time:45mins 12weeks 12weeks %‘@)@@‘@‘
exercise frequency: 3/two days ’
mode of motion: high intensity
exercise program loosely based on ®.0.0
Lynne Mary Boddy et a.[53] 2010 UK Obese 11.78+0.2 11.87+0.3 8 8 dance Normd life 3weeks 3weeks @’ ‘ =
exercise time:20mins '
exercise frequency: 4/week

8 Notess ®BMI,@BF%,®WC,OTC,®TG,®HDL-C,@OLDL-C,®V0,,®SBP,@DBP, BHRmx«


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277515
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

140

AM. McManus 2005
Anneke van Bilion 2018
Baguet 2001

Boer 2014

Breil 2010

Buchan 2012

CAD 2012

Costigan 2016
Cwetkowit 2018

Dai Xiangdi 2021
Engel 2019

Ferrete 2014
G.Baguet 2002
Georges 2010
Hammami 2018
Helgerud 2001

Huo Kaiwen 2020
Juliana Pizzi 2017
Lambrick 2016

Lau 2015

Leahy 2019

Likang 2018
Ludygya 2019

Lynne Mary Boddy 201 0
Malte Nejst Larsen 2020
Ma Qin 2020

Martin 2016
Martin-Smith 2019
Mazurek 2014
MeNary 2015
MCNARRY 2020

My Taiyang 2019
Patrick Mucei 2013
Peter Riis Hansen 2013
Plavsic 2020

Racil 2013

Racil 2016

Racil 2016(2)
Rosenkranz 2012
Ruiz-Ariza 2019
Soori 2020

Tignna 2008
Valérie 2022
Weston 2016

Winn 2021

‘ang Zhongwu 2019

Zhu Kunru 2020

Fig. 2 Analysisof the risk of bias according to the Cochrane Collaboration Guideline
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Table 2 Three-line table of Egger's Publishing Bias

Outcomes Numb_er Root Std. Eff. Cosf. Std. Err. t p>lt] [95% Conf. Interval]
of sudies M SE

BMI 36 1524 slope 2195473 2006643 1.09 0.282 -.1882517 .6273462
bias -1.013953  .7345551 -1.38 0.176 -2.506749 .4788423
BF% 20 1.605 slope -.6003318 .3335849 1.80 0.089 -.100504 1.301168
bias -2.485502  1.056721 -2.35 0.030 -4.70559 -.2654136

WC 16 1.673 slope .7849622 5614075 140 0.184 -4191371 1.9890611
bias -3.023636  1.763666 -1.71 0.108 -6.806323 .7590503
V Osmax 19 1.644 slope -.3187151 4612036 -0.69 0.499 -1.29177 .6543394
bias 2.870097 1416205 2.03 0.059 -.1178346 5.858029
SBP 14 1.446 slope .078006 3490282 0.22 0.827 -.6824612 .8384732
bias -1.319617 1166486 -1.13 0.280 -3.861171 1.221937
DBP 14 18 slope .0417849 4332558 010 0.925 -9021983 .9857682
bias -3722117  1.448374 -0.26 0.802 -3.527947 2.783524
HRmax 13 2.569 slope -1.718386  1.203516 -1.43 0.181 -4.367307 .9305347
bias 5734588 3564588 1.61 0.136 -2.111017 13.58019
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Table 3 Three-line table of subgroup analysis

Outcomes Subgroup The Number Pooled estimate [SM D/M D b value 12(9%) Test for subgroup
of sudies (95 % Cl)] differences
BF(%) Participants Health 4 1.23(-0.96,3.42) p=0.270  42.0%
Obesity 11 -1.59(-2.59, -0.58) p=0.002 77.0% £=0.020
Else 5 0.12(-1.11,1.35) p=0.850 0.0%
WC(cm) Participants Health 2 0.57(-3.54,4.67) p=0.790 0.0%
Obesity 8 -2.06(-3.26, -0.86) p<0.001 0.0% p=0.350
Else 6 -0.36(-3.82,3.09) p=0.840 83.0%
V Ozmax Age 5<<15 10 3.99(2.76,5.22) p<0.001  44.0% 0=0.130
>15 9 1.76(0.75,2.76) p=0.090 91.0%
Participants Health 5 3.49(1.57,5.41) p<0.001  42.0%
Obesity 6 2.12(0.05,4.18) p=0.040 92.0% p<0.001
Else 8 3.31(1.93,4.69) p<0.001 0.0%
Intervention
' <10 weeks 14 3.59(2.38,4.81) p<0.001  44.0%
Time p=0.130
>10 weeks 5 1.77(-0.26,3.79) p=0.090 91.0%
Exercise .
Frequency <3 times/week 9 3.09(1.80,4.38) p<0.001  65.0% p=0.750
>3 times/week 10 2.76(1.21,4.31) p<0.001 67.0%
SBP Age 5<<15 10 -2.00(-4.22,0.21) p=0.008  69.0% £=0.100
>15 4 -4.99(-7.83, -2.15) p<0.001 0.0%
Participants Health 3 -2.84(-5.16, -0.52) p=0.020 23.0%
Obesity 7 -3.20(-6.47,0.07) p=0.006  73.0% p=0.910
Else 4 -1.89(-6.70, 2.92) p=0.440  69.0%
Interyentlon <10 weeks 7 -2.11(-5.01,0.79) p=0.150  60.0%
Time p=0.530
>10 weeks 7 -3.43(-6.30,0.56) p=0.020 72.0%
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Exercise
Frequency

DBP Age

Participants

Intervention
Time

Exercise
Frequency

HRmax Age

Participants

Intervention
Time

Exercise
Frequency

<3 times/'week

>3 times/week
5< <15
>15
Health
Obesity
Else

<10 weeks
>10 weeks
<3 times/week

>3 times/week
b< <15
>15
Health
Obesity
Else

<10 weeks
>10 weeks

<3 times/'week

>3 times/week

-3.48(-7.42,0.46)

-2.48(-4.78, -0.19)
-1.59(-3.93,0.74)
-4.99(-7.83, -2.15)
-2.84(-5.16,0.52)
-2.52(-5.92,0.89)

-1.89(-6.70,2.92)

-1.44(-4.77,1.90)
-3.43(-6.3, -0.56)
-3.48(-7.42,0.46)

-2.00(-4.63,0.44)
7.27(2.12,12.41)
-2.82(-8.21,2.57)
45.39(-39.87,130.65)
-0.01(-2.47,2.46)
0.22(-1.50,1.06)

0.09(-1.16,1.34)
-0.48(-2.67,1.70)

-1.85(-3.86,0.16)

0.45(-0.02,0.92)

p=0.080

p=0.030
p=0.180
p<0.001
p=0.020
p=0.150

p=0.440
p=0.400
p=0.020
p=0.080

p=0.140
p=0.006
p=0.300
p=0.300
p=1.000
p=0.740

p=0.890
p=0.660

p=0.070

p=0.060

75.0%

55.0%
74.0%
0.0%
23.0%
79.0%

69.0%

73.0%
72.0%
75.0%

69.0%
97.0%
0.0%
100.0%
41.0%
13.0%

14.0%

35.0%

0.0%

3.0%

p=0.067

p=0.070

p=0.940

p=0.37

p=0.54

p=0.008

p=0.570

p=0.650

p=0.030
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BMI

BF%

wC

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD_Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Anneke van Biljon et al.(2018) 19.2 4.8 29 2048 34 24 1.5%  -1.30[3.66,0.96
Baguet etal.(2001) 20022 365 503 19897 3234 a8 24% 0.25[-0.75,1.29]
Eoeretal.{2014) 277 47 17 264 249 14 1.2% 0.80[-1.90,3.500 r
Ereil etal.(2010) 218 2.2 13 228 26 8  1.5%  -1.00[F316,1.16]
Buchan et al.(2011) 21.31 21 17 223 25 24 21% -1.00[-2.41,041]
Can et al{i2012) 27.92 254 20 2841 372 200 17%  -119[F316,078]
Costigan et al.(2016) 21.72 21 21 2229 353 22 1.8%  -0.57[2.30,1.16]
Cwetkovié etal (2018) 2635 333 10 2616 449 11 0.9% 018317, ,3.59] I
Engel etal (2019 16.5 217 185 41 18 1.6%  -2.00[412,017 1
Georges etal.(2010) 17.8 28 22 182 348 19 17%  -0.60[2.41,1.31]
Harmrmami et al.(2018) 20 2 10 203 1 10 21% -0.30[-1.69,1.09]
Huao Kaiwen(2020) 19.23 28 20 1915 382 20 1.6% 0.08[-2.00,2.16]
Juliana Pizzi et al(2017) 28.35 43 20 286 4 34 14% 1.25[F363,1.173]
Lambrick etal.(2016) 2048 452 28 2011 422 27 1.4% 0.38[-1.93, 2.69] B
Lau etal.(2015) 234 25 15 252 32 12 1.5% -1.30[-3.51,091]
Leahy et al.{2019) 217 a1 am 228 28 o 21%  -1A0F2A1,031]
Li kano(2018) 2088 3.02 | 211 319 a4 2.2%  -0.32 [1.60,0.96]
Ludyga et al.(2019) 713 38 32 214 48 28 15% -010[F2.31,2.11]
Lynne Mary Boddy et al.{2010) 238 22 a8 M3 31 8 1.3% 2480[-013,5139] ’
hta Qini2020) 26.896 0.83 18 2716 067 18 27%  -0.20[-0.74,0.34]
hiartin et al.(2015) 218 25 26 2248 3 23 2.0% -0.90[-2.46, 0.66]
hartin Smith et al.{2019) 215 25 2 s 21 30 2.3% 0.70[-0.99,1.99
Mazurek et al.(2014) Ml 2 24 M4 A 42 23%  -0.40[1.63,083]
hcharry et al.(2014) 2043 442 28 1946 402 27 1.6% 1.03[1.23,329] r
MCHNARRY et al.(2020) 2151 241 35 2006 424 34 1.8% 1.45[-039, 329 I
i Taiyano(2019) 274 I 11 281 363 11 1.2%  -0.70[-3.45, 2.04]
Feter Riis Hansen et al.i2013) 228 28 20 276 33 11 1.4%  -4.70[-7.00,-2.400 -
Plavsic etal.(2020) 304 3.3 2322 4 22 1.5% -1.30[-3.47,0.87]
Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 181 43 g 183 23 8 089% -0.20[-3.58 318 T
Ruiz-Ariza etal (2019) 21.82 411 a0 2076 2.497 94 2.3% 116012, 2.200
Tignna et al.(2009) 341 05 13 328 05 14 27% 1.20[0.82, 1.56]
Walérie et al.{2022) 321 4.4 19 3249 4 11 0.9%  -0.80[-4.36, 2.76] T
Weston et al.i2016) 218 458 41 2048 27 60 2.0% 1.30[-0.24,2.84] r
Winn etal (2021) 21 38 221 2108 4 B9 2.3% -0.08[-1.15,0949
vang Zhongwu(2019) 17.74 182 20 3037 211 20 2.3% -263[3.84,-1.41]
Zhu Kunru(2020y 2025 1.43 20 2035 1.9 200 2.5% -0A0[0.91,071]
Subtotal (95% CI) 1513 942  63.6% -0.30[0.72,0.13]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.88; Chi*= 105,24, df= 35 (P < 0.00001) F= 67%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.37 (P=017)
Baguet etal.(2001) 22.06 96 503 1873 709 48 1.5% 3.33[1.16,5.500 "
Eoeretal.i2014) 304 v 17 32 T 14 0.5%  -1.60[6.65 3.39] T
Breil etal (20100 12 78 13 116 6.4 g 0.4% 0.40[-577 6.57] 1T
Euchan et al.{2011) 19.2 5.8 17 1662 7.2 24 07% 2.88[1.41,6.57] .
Can et aliz012) 2641 4.83 20 3288 4555 20 1.0% -6.17[9.39,-2.99] -
Cwetkovié etal (2018) 31.18 6.8 10 286 7A8 11 0.4% 1685469 7749 I
Ferrete etal.(2014) 128 31 1M 122 3.9 13 1.2% 0.60[-2.20,3.400 r
G. Baguet etal (2002) 222 a.8 20 24 T4 33 0.6% 0.80[-3.81,5.41] B
Hammarmi et al.(2014) 148 1.8 10 1449 1.8 10 2.0%  -0.10[1.65,1.35]
Lambrick et al (2018} 24.85 10,73 28 2502 875 7 0.5% -0.17 [-5.34,5.000 T
Lynne Mary Boddy et al.(2010) 4086 818 8 3545 a7 8 0.2%  511[316,13.38] "_
hta Qiniz0z0y 29.65 23 149 303 23 18 1.9%  -0.65[2.30,1.00]
Mu Taiyahg(2019) 202 263 11 2119 537 11 08%  -0.899[-4.54, 256 b
Flavsic etal.(2020) 41.8 6.1 22 44 349 22 11%  -2.20[5.23,083) 1
Rarcil etal.(2013) 343 1.7 11 354 1.2 12 22%  A0F23,011]
Racil etal.(2016) 364 1.5 17 383 0.7 14 25% -280[-370,-2.10]
Racil et al.(2016)(2) 365 1.3 23 37 18 19 24%  -050[1.51,051]
Tienna et al.iz009) 386 o7 13 3841 0.6 14 27% -0.50[-0.949,-0.01]
valérie et al.(2022) 338 3.6 19 377 36 11 1.2% -380[6.A47,-1.23] 1
VWeston et al.{2016) 183 1141 41 196 7.8 60 0.8% -1.30[-5.23,263] 7
Subtotal (95% Cl) 829 394 246%  -0.79 [-1.64, 0.06]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 1.77; Chi*= B6.26, df= 19 (P = 0.00001); F=71%
Testfor overall effect: £=1.83 (P = 0.07)
Anneke van Biljon et al.{2018) B1.7 4.8 29 658 T2 24 09% -4.10[7.63,-0.57] 7
Eoeretal.{2014) 91.5 131 17 9549 8.2 14 0.3% -4.40[11.96, 3.16] -T
Juliana Pizi et al.(2017) 94,46 126 20 9562 11.81 34 0.3% 116796 5.64] T
Lambrick et al (2018) 69.55 73 28 B4.04 1249 27 0.5% 5.51[0.08,10.94] *’
Lynne Mary Baddy et al.(2010y 773 68 g 7TIE 77 g 0.3% 570146, 1286 —
htartin Smith et al.(2019) 728 9.8 22 ™3 6.1 a0 0.6% 1.20[-3.44,5.84] T
hazurek et al.(2014) 632 4.5 24 G44 41 42 1.6% -1.20[-3.39,0.89] T
MU Taiyang(2019) 9163 7.09 11 9386 1044 11 03% -2.23[969, 5323 -
Flavsic etal.(2020) 91.8 7.8 22 969 114 22 04% -540[F11.17,0.37] ]
Racil etal.(2013) 40.3 6.7 11 928 a7 12 0.6%  -2.50[6.98,1.98] ]
Racil etal.(2016) 91 B 17 94 4 14 0.9% -3.00 [-6.54,0.54] T
Racil etal (2016)(2) 80 B 23 92 3 19 1.2%  -2.00[-4.80,080] T
Rosenkranz etal.(2012) BOE  11.3 8 623 a7 8  02% -1T70[10.47,7.07] -
Tignna et al.{2009) 981 22 13 1001 23 14 1.9% -2.00[-3.70,-0.30] N
Weston et al.{2016) 774 137 41 70 a8 60 0.6% 7.40[265,12.14] -
fang Zhongwui2019) 68.05 288 20 T2 O3T9 20 1.6% -415[6.24,-2.06] =
Subtotal (95% CI) 314 359 11.8%  -1.24[-2.78,0.30] |

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 4.76; Chi®= 36.58, df= 15 (P = 0.001); = 99%
Test for overall effect. Z=1.58 (P =011}

Fig. 3 Forest plot of body morphology indicators
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Favours [control]

100


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277515
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
2max
AW MEManus et al (2008 s/ 4/ 10 454 KA 15 18% 5.30[1.33, 9.27] =
Anneke van Eilion et al.{2018) 205 T2 29 16.9 749 24 1.8% 4.60 [0.49, 8.71] .
Ereil et al.(2010) 56.2 a1 13 54,4 T 8 15% 1.80[-3.79, 7.349) T
Canetal (2012) 3382 246 20 2776 3B8 20 2.2% 6.06 [4.12, 8.00] -
G.Baguetetal (2002 478 T2 20 453 7z kx) 1.8% 220 [-1.80, 6.20] [
Genrges etal(2010) 41 34 22 479 BF 19 20% £.20[2.87, 9.53] =
Helgerud et al.{2001) 64.3 349 9 59.5 4.4 10 1.9% 4.80[1.07,8.53] "'
Huo Kaiwen{2020) 4857 3.49 20 46.08 567 20 21% 2.48[-0.44,5.40) ™
Lambrick et al.(2016) 54 26 9.6 28 541 778 2T 1T7% -0.05 [-4.66, 4.56] T
Leahy etal.(2013) 531 9.6 a8 a01 1045 o 18% 3.00[-1.84, 7.84] .
Li kang(2018) 3216 283 | 3011 318 a4 23% 205[0.81,3.29 r
Lynne Mary Boddy et al.(2010) 4258 751 8 4571 7.08 8 13% -312[10.28 4.04] -
Martin Smith et al.(2019) a1 7.7 22 4677 568 o 1.9% 5.04[1.35,8.73) —
Mazurek et al.(2014) 4.7 71 24 383 71 42 1.9% 3.40[-0.16, 6.96] —
Fatrick Mucci et al.i2013) 5.7 6.3 9 821 6.7 9 14% 3.60 [-2.41, 9.61] T
Plavsic etal.(2020) 234 a7 22 233 4.8 22 21% 0.60[-1.93, 313 r
Racil et al.(2013) 9.7 1.8 11 8.6 1.4 12 23% 1A0[0.23, 2,47
Racil et al.2016y(2) 30.2 123 3|8 15 19 24% 0.40[0.39,1.19)
Tignna et al.(2009) 36 1.1 13 3.8 1 14 24% 410([3.31, 4.89) N
Subtotal {95% CI) 379 416 36.3% 2.91[1.80, 4.02] U
Heterogeneity Taus= 3.40; Chif= 77.53, df= 18 (P < 0.00001); F= 77%
Testfor overall efflect: Z=5.14 (P = 0.00001)
SBP
Anneke van Eilion et al.(2018) 107.7 9.8 29 1118 T4 24 17% -3.00 [-9.54, 0.74] 7
Eoeretal (2014) 13 8 17 118 10 14 1.3% -6.00[12.47, 0.47] -]
Buchan et al (2011} 106 11 17 104 11 24 1.2% -3.00[-9.83,3.83] T
Cao etal.(2012) 11218 642 20 11716 642 20 1.8% -4.98 [-8.96 -1.00] |
Cvetkovit et al.{2018) 116.5 1415 10 124.85 11.58 1" 07% -B3S[F1947 277 /T
Lynne Mary Boddy etal.(2010) 1124 41 8 1083 124 8 08% 310[-5.75,11.946] T
alte Mejst Larsen et al.(2020) 103.4 8.6 47 105.8 47 118  21% -2.50[-5.35, 0.35] N
Wartin Smith et al.(20149) 118 g 22 125 13 an 1.5% -7.00[F1273-1.27] -
Peter Riis Hansen et al.{(2013) 12 9 20 122 10 11 1.2% -10.00[F17.10,-2.90] .
Flavsic et al.(2020) 1103 8.4 22 1144 6.8 22 17% -4.10 [-9.65, 0.45] ~
Racil et al.(2016) 14 i 17 118 i 14 1.89% -3.00 [-6.54, 0.54] T
Rosenkranz et al.i2012) 103.8 248 8 10585 a7 8 20% -1.70[-4.79,1.39] 7
Tignna et al.(2009) 1204 2 13 11838 21 14 23% 1.10 [-0.45, 2.65]
Weston et al.(2016) 122 11 41 118 10 B0 1.8% 4.00[-0.21,821] "_
Subtotal (95% CI) 301 375 224%  -2.73[4.57,-0.79] +
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 7.45, Chi*= 37.23, df= 13 (P = 0.0004), F= 65%
Test for overall effect. Z=2.76 (P = 0.006)
DBP
Anneke van Bilion et al.i2018) 107.7 9.8 29 1116 74 24 1.7% -3.90[-8.54,0.74] 7
Eoeretal (2014) 13 E} 17 118 10 14 1.3% -6.00[-12.47, 0.47] -]
Euchan etal.(2011) 106 " 17 108 1" 24 1.2% -3.00[-9.83, 3.83] -
Canetal.(2012) 11218  6.42 20 117168 642 20 1.8% -4.98 [-8.96,-1.00] Ba
Cwetkovit et al.(2018) 116845 1415 10 124.85 1158 11 07% -8.35[19.47 277] =
Lynne Mary Boddy et al (2010) G4E 49 8 588 53 8 18% 5.80[0.80, 10.80] =
alte Mejst Larsen et al. (2020) 103.4 8.6 a7 1048 97 15 21% -2.50[-5.35, 0.35] 1
artin Smith et al.(20149) 18 8 22 128 13 a0 15% -FO0[1273,-1.27) i
Feter Riis Hansen et al.(2013) 12 9 20 122 10 " 1.2% -10.00[F17.10,-2.90] .
Plavsic etal.(2020) 110.3 8.5 22 1144 6.8 22 1.7% -4.10[-8.65, 0.45] 1
Racil et al.(2016) 115 a 17 118 4 14 1.9% -3.00 [-6.54, 0.54] T
Rosenkranz et al.{2012) 103.8 248 8 1045 7 8 20% -1.70[-4.79,1.39] 7
Tignna et al.(2009) 12048 2 13 1198 21 14 23% 1.10[-0.45, 2.65]
Wieston et al.(2016) 122 " 41 118 10 B0 1.8% 4.00[-0.21, 8.21] .
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 375 22.8%  -2.42[-4.45,-0.38] L
Heterogeneity Tau®= 9.15; ChiF= 43.85, df= 13 (P < 0.00013; F= 70%
Testfor overall effect: Z=2.33 (P =0.02)
HRmax
A M. Mehanus et al. (2005) 193 [ 10 185 7 15  1.68% -2.00[7.14,3.14] T
Breil et al.i2010) 192 7 13 198 T g 1.4% -400[F1017,217] ]
Cwetkovié et al.i2018) 198.3 249 10 20072 389 11 21% -2.42[-5.34, 0.50] 1
G. Baguetetal.(2002) 2 7 20 204 7 33 1.8% -3.00 [-6.89, 0.89] ]
Georges et al.(2010) 202 B 22 200 T 19 1.8% 2.00[-2.02, 6.02] T
Lambrick et al.(2016) 20254 1112 28 202 11.43 27T 14% 0.54 [-5.42, 6.60] i
Lauetali2015) 2059 116 15 2005 122 28 1.1% 540[-2.01,1281] =
Ludyga et al.i2019) 1906 176 32 1MME 173 22 0.9% 89.00[79.54, 98.46] I
McMarry et al.{2015) 20246 11.13 28 20241 11.82 27T 1.4% 0.05 [-5.97, 6.07] T
Flavsic et al.(2020) 183 9 22 182 248 22 07%  1.00[1040,1210 -
Racil et al.(2016) 202.8 2.1 17 2023 22 14 23% 0.0 [-1.02, 2.02]
Soorl et al.(2020) 207.95 ikp 26 2075 04 17 24% 0.45 [-0.06, 0.96]
Subtotal (95% CI) 243 243 18.8% 5.91 [1.24, 10.58] *
Heterageneity, Tau®= 58.56; Chi* = 348,55, df= 11 (F < 0.00001); F= 87%
Test for averall effect Z=2.48 (P=0.01)
100 -0 0 50 100

Fig. 4 Forest plot of CRF indicators
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Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD_Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Ci IV, Random, 95% CI
1C
Boer et al.(2014) 86 229 17 955 258 14 0.0% -0.95[18.30,16.40]
Buchan etal.(2011) 396 1.81 17 355 145 24 1.7% 0.41 [0.63,1.45] ]
Juliana Pizzi etal.(2017) 878 3418 8 852 3317 8 00% 0.26[32.74,33.26
Martin Smith et al.(2019) 449 029 22 485 022 30 145% -0.36[-050,-0.22) "
Mazurek et al.(2014) 45 0.5 24 4.5 08 42 10.5% 0.00 [-0.27,0.27] o, i
Plavsic et al.(2020) 393 06 22 402 074 22 T2% -0.09[-0.49 031] e =
Racil et al.(2013) 353 0 11 386 046 12 126% -0.33[10.53,-0.13) 5
Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 833 205 8 938 202 8 0.0% -1.05[-2099,18.89 *
Subtotal (95% CI) 129 160 46.5% -0.25[-0.38,-0.12] L 2
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 810, df= 7 (P = 0.32); F=14%
Test for overall effect Z= 3.75 (P = 0.0002)
HDL-C
Buchan etal.(2011) 183 141 17 22 146 24 22%  -0.37(1.26,052) I—
Juliana Pizzi et al.{2017) 257 1030 20 296 1692 34 00% -0.39(-7.68 6.90]
Martin Sith et al.(2019) 132 084 22 131 0N 30 82% 0.01 [-0.34, 0.36) e
Mazurek et al.(2014) 18 04 24 1.8 0.5 42 121% 0.00[-0.22,0.22] .
Plavsic et al.(2020) 133 027 22 13 026 22 142% 0.03(-0.13,0.19] b
Racil et al.(2013) 108 008 11 1 003 12 168% 0.08[0.03,0:13) d
Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 311 186 8 272 148 8 00% 039[F1612 16.30]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 124 172 53.5% 0.07 [0.02, 0.12] "
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 1.86, df= 6 (P = 0.93), F=0%
Test for overall effect Z= 2.95 (F = 0.003)
TG
Boer et al.(2014) 393 167 17 4528 856 14 0.0% -1.35[46.89, 44.19]
Buchan etal.(2011) 127 042 17 106 049 24 83% 0.21[-0.07,0.49] i [
Juliana Pizzi et al. (201 7) 568 58.03 8 551 4898 8 00% 01752455279 *+
Martin Smith et al.{2019) 056 0417 22 081 028 30 131% -0.25[0.37,-0.13) =
Mazurek et al.(2014) 08 03 24 08 02 42 127% 0.10[-0.03,0.23] @
Plavsic et al.(2020) 09 032 22 1 043 22 99% -0.10(0.32012) I~
Racil etal.(2013) 13 005 11 123 04 12 14.5% 0.07[0.01,0.13) Va
Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 6.33 545 8 65 325 8 0.0% -0.17[44.14,43.80] +
Subtotal (95% CI) 129 160 58.5%  -0.00[-0.15,0.14] <
Heterogeneity: Tau®*= 0.02; Chi*= 2515, df=T7 (P = 0.0007), F=72%
Testfor overall effect: Z= 0.06 (P = 0.95)
LoLC
Buchan etal.(2011) 145 058 17 173 1.2 24 36%  -0.28[-0.84,028 L o T
Juliana Pizzi et al.(2017) 508 163 20 44 174 34 15% 0.68 [-0.26, 1.62) =i
Martin Smith etal.(2019) 289 0.3 22 309 024 30 122% -0.200.35,-0.05) e
Mazurek et al.(2014) 23 0.5 24 24 0.5 42 91% -0.10 [-0.35,0.15] o
Plavsic etal.(2020) 228 069 22 218 055 22 6.2% 0.10(-0.27,0.47] —
Racil etal.(2013) 218 04 11 262 018 12 89% -0.44[0.70,-0.19) =
Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 348 202 8 544 22 8 0.0% -1.96[2266,18.74] *
Subtotal {95% CI) 124 172 41.5% -0.17 [-0.34, 0.00] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau®*= 0.02; Chi*= 9.90, df=6 (P = 0.13); F= 3%
Testfor overall effect: 2=1.93 (P = 0.05)

2 ’ i

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Fig. 5 Forest plot of cardiovascular metabolic indicators
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Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% Cl

Experimental Control Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% ClI
Else
Boer etal.(2014) 304 717 32 7 14 23% -1.60[-6.55,3.39)
Buchan et al (2011) 192 68 17 1662 72 24  32%  258[1.41,657
G. Baguet et al.(2002) 222 88 20 214 74 33 26%  080[381,541)
Hammarni et al.(2018) 148 15 10 149 18 10 81%  -0.10[-1.55,1.35)
Lambrick et al.(2016) 2485 1073 28 2502 875 27 22% -0.17[5.34,5.00
Subtotal (95% CI) 92 108 18.3% 0.12[-1.11,1.35)
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0.00;, Chi*= 211, df= 4 (P=0.72), F= 0%
Test for overall effect. Z=0.19 (P = 0.85)
Health
Baguet et al.(2001) 2206 96 503 1873 709 48 63% 3.33(1.16, 5.50
Breil et al.(2010) 12 78 13 116 64 8 16%  040[5.77,6.57
Ferrete et al (2014) 128 31 1 122 39 13 49% 0.60[-2.20,3.40
Weston et al.(2016) 183 111 41 196 78 B0 3.2% -1.30}5.23,263)
Subtotal (95% CI) 568 129 16.0%  1.23[-0.96,3.42]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.03; Chi*= 516, df= 3 (P = 0.16), F= 42%
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.10 (P = 0.27)
Obesity
Caoetal(2012) 2641 482 20 3258 555 200 42% -B.17[9.39,-2.95
Cvetkovié et al.(2018) 3115 6.9 10 296 768 11 1.6% 1.55[-4.69,7.79)
Lynne Mary Boddy etal.(2010) 4056 818 8 3545 &7 8 1.0% 511[3.16,13.38)
Ma Qin(2020) 29865 23 15 303 2.3 15 76%  -0.65[-2.30,1.00]
Mu Taiyang(2019) 202 289 11 2119 537 11 3.7%  -0.99[-4.54, 256)
Plavsic et al.(2020) 418 61 22 44 39 22 45% -220(5.23,083
Racil et al.(2013) 343 17 11 354 12 12 87% -1.10}2.31,011]
Racil et al.(2016) 364 15 17 393 07 14 97% -290[3.70,-2.10]
Racil et al.(2016)(2) 365 13 23 37 18 18 82% -050[1.51,051)
Tjenna et al.(2009) 386 07 13 391 06 14 103% -0.500.99,-0.01]
Valérie et al.(2022) 338 36 19 377 36 11 52% -3.90[657,-1.23
Subtotal (95% CI) 169 157 657% -1.59[-2.59,-0.58]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 1.57, Chi*= 43.71, df =10 (P < 0.00001); F= 77%
Test for overall effect: Z= 3.10 (P = 0.002)
Total (95% CI) 829 394 100.0%  -0.79[-1.64,0.06]

Heterogeneity. Tau®= 1.77, Chi*= 66.26, df= 13 (P < 0.00001); F=71%
Testfor overall effect. Z=1.83 (P=0.07)
Test for subaroun differences: ChiF=7.71.df= 2 (P=0.02). F=74.0%

Fig. 6 Participants subgroup analysis of BF% max in children and adolescents in the HIIT

group and the control group
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Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% Cl

100

Experimental Control Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean _SD Total Mean SD_Total Weight [V. Random, 95% CI
Else
Anneke van Biljon et al.(2018) 617 56 29 658 7.2 24 77% -410[-7.63,-057)
Boer etal(2014) 915 131 17 959 8.2 14 31% -4.40[-11.96,3.16)
Lambrick et al.(2016) 6955 7.3 28 64.04 1249 27 5.0%  5.51(0.08,10.94)
Mazurek et al.(2014) 632 46 24 B44 41 42 103% -1.20[3.39,089)
Weston et al.(2016) T4 137 M ™M 88 60 58% T.40(2651215)
Yang Zhongwu(2019) 68.05 289 20 722 379 20 105% -4.15[-6.24,-2.06)
Subtotal (95% CI) 159 187 424%  -0.36[-3.82,3.09)
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 13.82; Chi*= 28.62, df= 5 (P < 0.0001); *= 83%
Test for overall effect. Z=0.21 (P = 0.84)
Health
Martin Srith et al (2019) 725 98 22 73 61 30 60% 1.20[-3.44,5.84)
Rosenkranz et al.(2012) 606 11.3 8 623 AT 8  25% -1.70[11047,7.07)
Subtotal (95% ClI) 30 38 85%  0.57[-3.54,467]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.33,df=1 (F=0.57); F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.27 (P=0.79)
Obesity
Juliana Pizzi et al.(2017) 8446 1286 20 9562 11.81 34 37% -1.16[-7.96,5.64)
Lynne Mary Boddy et al.(2010) 773 69 8 M6 77 8  34% 570[1.46,12.86)
Mu Taiyang(2019) 9163 7.09 11 9386 1044 u" 3.2% -2.23[969,523)
Plavsic et al.(2020) 915 78 22 969 11.4 22 46% -540[11.17,037)
Ratil et al.(2013) 903 67 11 928 37 12 6.2% -250(6.981.98)
Racil et al.(2016) 91 6 17 94 4 14 7T7% -300[6.54,054)
Racil et al.(2016)(2) 90 ] 23 92 3 19 91%  -2.00[-4.80,0.80)
Tjsnna etal.(2008) 981 22 13 1001 23 14 11.2% -2.00[3.70,-0.30)
Subtotal (95% CI) 125 134 491% -2.06 [-3.26, -0.86]
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0.00, Chi*= 618, df= 7 (P = 0.52), F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z= 3.37 (P = 0.0008)
Total (95% CI) 314 359 100.0% -1.24[-2.78,0.30]

Heterogeneily. Tau®= 4.76, Chi*= 36.58, df= 15 (P = 0.001), F= 58%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.58 (P=0.11)
Test for subaroun differences: ChiF=2.10.df= 2 (P=0.35). F= 4.6%
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Fig. 7 Participants subgroup analysis of WC max in children and adolescents in the HIIT

group and the control group
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