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Abstract
Background: In the spring of 2020, COVID-19 shocked the 
college sports world with athletes having seasons abruptly 
canceled and sent home under mandatory lockdown 
orders. Athletes and athletic performance staff had no idea 
when they would be back on campus or have access to on-
campus athletics facilities. This situation caused substantial 
concern regarding potential adverse changes to athletic 
performance and body composition in the athletes. The 
purpose of this study is to assess how weight, muscle mass, 
and fat mass changed in collegiate athletes while they were 
prohibited from using on-campus athletic facilities due to 
the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Methods: Body weight, fat mass, and muscle mass were 
measured using bioelectrical impedance analysis as part 
of routine care for 77 collegiate athletes (n = 43 male, n = 
34 female) pre-lockdown (Jan 2020) and shortly after their 
return to on-campus training (Aug/Sept 2020). 4 questions 
were asked to assess eating behavior and physical activity. 
Pre- and post-lockdown body composition data and survey 
data were analyzed using ANOVA and ANCOVA (SAS 9.4). 
To account for differences in body size, height was used to 
calculate Body Mass Index (BMI), Fat Mass Index (FMI), 
and muscle mass index (MMI) for assessing changes in 
weight, fat mass, and muscle mass, respectively.

Results: No significant differences by sex in BMI or MMI 
were detected between pre and post lockdown. FMI 
changed according to sex, males lost FMI and females 
gained FMI.

Conclusion: These data demonstrate potential sex 
differences in fat mass changes among college athletes 
during a mandatory absence from on-campus athletic 
facilities and in-person support from coaching and 
performance staff. Future research should determine 
whether future breaks - either anticipated or unanticipated-
influence body composition and what the drivers of changes 
in body composition may be. Such research may help to

develop sex-specific strategies for maintaining optimal body 
composition and athletic performance during extended 
breaks from structured athletic training.

Introduction
College athletes train extensively for their sport over 

the course of the year. During in-season periods, these 
athletes train up to 20 hours a week with additional 
hours spent on recovery, for a total commitment of 
upwards of 30 hours a week. In the off-season, athletes 
still engage in at least 8 hours of training per week and 
continue to spend time on recovery. Mandatory breaks 
from intensive training are integrated into collegiate 
athletes’ training cycles to provide time to focus on 
academics and health. However, it is possible that 
athletes may experience reversals of body composition 
and performance gains during these breaks from 
training. The impact of mandatory breaks from training 
on body composition in collegiate athletes, especially 
unanticipated breaks such as during the COVID-19 
lockdown, warrants further investigation.

COVID-19 had numerous adverse impacts on 
athletes’ mental and physical health including a 
struggle to return to play, difficulty maintaining 
adequate Physical Activity (PA), sleep pattern changes, 
lack of motivation, and overall less healthy behaviors 
[1,2]. These behavior changes could have resulted in 
detraining and reductions in performance [3]. Due to 
the novelty of the situation, researchers and athletics 
staff know very little about the consequences of the 
COVID-19 lockdown on athlete’s body composition. 
Previous studies that have investigated the impact of 
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analysis. Athletes eligible for inclusion in this analysis 
were those with valid body composition measures from 
Jan/Feb 2020 (pre-COVID-19 lockdown) and Aug/Sept 
2020 (post-COVID-19 lockdown) and participated in the 
following sports: Baseball, softball, women’s basketball, 
men’s soccer, and beach volleyball. Student-athletes 
participating in football, men’s and women’s golf, men’s 
and women’s tennis, track and field, cross country, 
court volleyball, rifle, and men’s basketball were not 
eligible for inclusion in this analysis due to not routinely 
having body composition measured, different dates of 
measurement, or different methods for measuring body 
composition compared to the sports included.

Protocol

Body composition data were collected on athletes 
prior to lockdown orders being implemented (January/
February 2020) and as soon as athletes returned to the 
university setting (August/September 2020). Athletes 
also completed questions on changes in PA and diet 
during the lockdown period, which was investigated as 
potential mediators of changes in body composition. 
These questions were created by an author (AJD) who 
was a registered dietitian for UAB Athletics at the time 
of data collection. Body composition and question 
data were initially collected as part of routine care and 
were retrospectively approved for research use by the 
Institutional Review Board at the University of Alabama 
at Birmingham. Student athletes with complete body 
composition measures from pre- and post-lockdown 
provided informed consent to allow their data to be 
used for research purposes.

Body composition assessment
Body composition and body weight were measured 

using Tanita MC-780U (Tanita Corp of America, Inc. 
Arlington Heights, Illinois, USA) a multi-current 8-mode 
bioelectrical impedance analysis machine. Outcomes 
recorded at baseline and follow-up included body 
weight, percent body fat, fat mass, muscles mass, fat 
free mass, and total body water percentage. Athletes 
were assessed in the morning upon waking in a fasted 
state with lightweight clothing and with socks and shoes 
removed.

Self-reported changes in diet and PA behaviors 
questions

Changes in the perceived quality and quantity of 
diet and of PA during the lockdown compared to their 
usual behaviors were assessed using a 5-point Likert 
scale. For quality of diet and PA, the Likert scale was 
anchored with descriptions of 1: A lot worse and 5: A 
lot better. For quantity of diet and PA, the Likert scale 
was anchored with descriptions of 1: A lot more and 
5: A lot less. Diet and PA quality responses of 1 (A lot 
worse) and 2 (Slightly worse) and 4 (Slightly better) and 
5 (A lot better) were combined into single categories 

COVID-19 lockdowns on athlete body composition show 
conflicting results. Two studies, one in football players 
[4] with 4 months between pre- and post-COVID-19 
measurements and a 2-month study in fencing athletes 
[5], both showed a gain of fat mass and loss of muscle 
mass. Alternatively, a study in soccer athletes showed 
no change in body composition [6] during 1 month in 
lockdown. These conflicting results could be partially 
driven by differences in the amount of time between pre- 
and post-COVID-19 body composition measurements. 
In particular, it is possible that 1 month of lockdown is 
not a sufficient amount of time to observe and detect 
body composition changes.

Body composition is important for performance and 
success in sports [7-10]. The absolute amount of fat and 
fat-free mass can impact performance by influencing 
both strength and speed [11]. Reductions in fat mass and 
increases in fat-free mass have been shown to increase 
power output and force generation leading to improved 
performances [12]. These changes in body composition 
are influenced by a variety of factors, mainly one’s PA 
regimen and diet [13,14]. Given that PA and diet are 
likely to change during extended breaks, particularly 
when unanticipated as in the COVID-19 lockdown, it is 
possible that body composition was adversely impacted 
during this time.

To date, little is known about body composition 
changes in athletes during the COVID-19 lockdown, 
and the data currently available in the literature are 
conflicting. It is important to understand how breaks 
from structured activity impact body composition in 
order to maximize player readiness and to understand 
the influence of diet and PA on these changes. The 
purpose of this study was to investigate changes in 
body composition during the COVID-19 lockdown and 
determine if body composition changes were different 
between male and female athletes. We also obtained 
question data from athletes on eating and physical 
activity behaviors to assess how these may have 
influenced body composition changes. We hypothesized 
that body composition would be worse (i.e., increased 
fat mass and reduced fat-free mass) upon the return 
from the COVID-19 lockdown and that there would 
be no sex differences body composition changes. We 
further hypothesized that unhealthy changes in diet 
(greater overall intake and reduced diet quality) and PA 
(reduced overall PA and reduced quality of PA) would 
at least partially explain changes in body composition.

Methods

Participants
Data for this study were obtained from student-

athletes enrolled at a Southeastern division 1 university 
(University of Alabama at Birmingham, UAB). Body 
composition assessments are routinely conducted 
on many student-athletes, which were used for this 
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for non-research purposes and their inclusion in the 
analysis should be considered as exploratory. Initial, 
primary models included the following: Analysis of 
Variance (ANOVA) was used to test for differences in 
changes in BMI between male and female athletes. 
Sex differences between MMI and FMI change were 
assessed using analysis of covariance (ANCOVA) with 
FMI and MMI as covariates, respectively. Subsequently, 
more comprehensive ANCOVA models were used to test 
for sex differences in body composition changes with 
the inclusion of survey responses for diet and PA quality 
and quantity. In all of the models described above the 
dependent variable was body composition change and 
the independent variable was sex. Significance was set 
at p < 0.05 for all outcomes and SAS version 9.4 (Cary, 
NC) was used for all statistical analyses.

Results
As shown in Figure 1, N = 77 of the total 120 student 

athletes eligible for the study had complete body 
composition data from before and after the COVID-19 
lockdown. Self-reported diet and PA data were provided 
by 73 of 77 athletes. Body composition characteristics of 
the n = 77 athletes are shown in Table 1.

of “worse” and “better,” respectively, which resulted 
in 3 categories of “worse”, “no change”, or “better” 
diet and PA quality. Similarly, diet and PA quantity 
responses of 1 (A lot more) and 2 (Slightly more) and 
4 (Slightly less) and 5 (A lot less) were combined into 
relevant categories resulting in 3 categories of diet and 
PA quantity (more, no change, and less). The questions 
available for reference in Appendix 1.

Statistical analysis
Descriptive statistics were conducted to obtain 

mean and standard deviation for quantitative variables 
and frequency statistics for the diet and PA survey 
responses. Height was used to calculate BMI (kg body 
weight/m2), muscle mass index (MMI, kg muscle mass/
m2), and fat mass index (FMI, kg fat mass/m2) to account 
for differences in overall body size among the athletes. 
Exploratory analyses were performed to identify 
potential confounders for the statistical models using 
correlation analysis with body composition variables 
and survey data. Primary models were initially used 
to test for differences in body composition changes 
by sex without including diet and PA behavior survey 
responses. This decision was made because these 
survey-based questions were initially created by AJD 
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Figure 1: Flow chart for COVID-19 Lockdown recruitment.

Table 1: Descriptive Characteristics of Athletes included in the COVID-19 analyses (n = 77). Data are mean ± SD.

Male Baseball Men’s Soccer Female Women’s 
Basketball

Softball Beach 
Volleyball

N 43 24 19 34 8 16 10
AGE (y/o) 20.30 ± 1.26 20.79 ± 1.14 19.10 ± 1.37 19.50 ± 1.26 19.63 ± 0.74 19.69 ± 1.40 19.10 ± 1.37
HT (in) 72.34 ± 2.80 73.48 ± 2.26 70.89 ± 2.79 68.09 ± 2.93 70.88 ± 2.30 66.47 ± 2.60 68.45 ± 2.11
ΔBMI -0.21 ± 0.91 -0.18 ± 1.07 -0.25 ± 0.68 0.23 ± 1.2 0.24 ± 1.17 0.39 ± 1.26 -.001 ± 0.126
ΔFMI -0.22 ± 0.50 -0.26 ± 0.57 -0.18 ± 0.42 0.28 ± 0.91 0.35 ± 0.92 0.35 ± 0.93 0.13 ± 0.94
ΔMMI 0.006 ± 0.66 0.07 ± 0.77 -0.07 ± 0.49 -0.04 ± 0.45 -0.11 ± 0.52 0.05 ± 0.46 -0.13 ± 0.41

Table 2: Results of unadjusted ANOVA for ΔBMI and ANCOVA for ΔFMI and ΔMMI.

F value P value Male Mean ± SD Female Mean ± SD
ΔFMI 11.21 < 0.01 -0.22 ± 0.50 0.28 ± 0.91
ΔBMI 3.43 0.07 -0.21 ± 0.91 0.23 ± 1.2
ΔMMI 1.53 0.22 0.006 ± 0.66 -0.04 ± 0.45

https://doi.org/10.23937/2469-5718/1510220


ISSN: 2469-5718DOI: 10.23937/2469-5718/1510220

• Page 4 of 8 •Dommel et al. Int J Sports Exerc Med 2022, 8:220

from the COVID-19 Lockdown, but do not support our 
hypothesis that there would be no sex differences in 
body composition change. Changes in body composition 
differed by sex. During the COVID-19 Lockdown women 
gained fat mass, a negative change, while men lost fat 
mass, a positive change. Changes in fat mass by sex 
during the COVID-19 lockdown were not related to self-
reported changes in diet and activity levels. No other 
significant relationships or changes by sex were seen in 
BMI or MMI.

Table 2 shows results from the initial minimally-
adjusted models for sex differences and body 
composition change. The overall models for ΔFMI 
(F=8.79, p<.01) and ΔMMI (F=3.58 , p=0.03) were 
significant, whereas the overall model for ΔBMI was not 
significant (F=3.43, p=0.07). Over the lockdown, ΔFMI 
was different between men and women (F = 11.21, p < 
0.01). ΔFMI was reduced in males (-0.22 ± 0.50), which 
is equivalent to approximately at 1% reduction in total 
fat mass. Alternatively, ΔFMI increased among females 
(0.28 ± 0.91) or approximately a 1% increase in fat mass. 
There was a trend for a sex difference in ΔBMI (F=3.43, 
p = 0.07) that appears to be driven by ΔFMI as there was 
no significant difference in ΔMMI by sex.

As shown in Table 3 the majority of athletes reported 
that the quality of their diet either did not change or 
improved during the COVID-19 lockdown, with only 
20 athletes (27%) reporting worse diet quality. Half of 
the athletes reported eating more during the COVID-19 
lockdown, while the other 50% reported either eating 
less or no change. Approximately half of athletes 
reported a decrease in both the quality and quantity of 
PA during the COVID-19 lockdown.

Table 4, Table 5 and Table 6 are results of more 
comprehensive models testing for sex differences in 
body composition changes with the inclusion of the 
survey responses of diet and PA quality and quantity. 
The overall models for ΔBMI (F=0.75, p = 0.66) and ΔMMI 
(F=1.61, p = 0.13 ) were not statistically significant and 
therefore results from these analyses are inconclusive. 
The overall model for ΔFMI was statistically significant 
(F=2.16, p = 0.03 ), but including diet and PA survey 
responses did not alter the observed sex difference in 
ΔFMI and no main effects were detected for diet or PA. 

Discussion
Results of this study partially support our hypothesis 

that body composition would be worse (i.e., increased 
fat mass and reduced fat-free mass) upon return 

Table 3: Descriptive characteristics of Self-Reported change in Quality and Quality of diet and physical activity.

Question Response Total Male Female
Quality of diet Got worse 20 (27%) 11 (55%) 9 (45%)

No change 18 (25%) 12 (67%) 6 (33%)
Got Better 35 (48%) 20 (57%) 15 (43%)

Quantity of diet Ate more 36 (50%) 24 (67%) 12 (33%)
No Change 20 (28%) 11 (55%) 9 (45%)
Ate less 16 (22%) 7 (44%) 9 (56%)

Quality of PA Got worse 39 (54%) 23 (59%) 16 (41%)
No change 19 (26%) 11 (58%) 8 (42%)
Got Better 14 (20%) 8 (57%) 6 (43%)

Quantity of PA Did more 17 (23%) 10 (59%) 7 (41%)
No Change 20 (28%) 15 (75%) 5 (25%)
Did less 35 (49%) 18 (51%) 17 (49%)

Table 4: Adjusted ANCOVA for ΔBMI.

Variable F Value P Value
Quality of Diet 0.62 0.54
Quantity of Diet 1.91 0.16
Quality of PA 0.11 0.89
Quantity of PA 0.06 0.94
Sex 1.15 0.29

Table 5: Adjusted ANCOVA for ΔMMI.

Variable F Value P Value
ΔFMI 6.10 0.02
Quality of Diet 1.99 0.15
Quantity of Diet 1.65 0.20
Quality of PA 0.72 0.49
Quantity of PA 0.39 0.68
Sex 2.38 0.13

Table 6: Adjusted ANCOVA for ΔFMI.

Variable F Value P Value
ΔMMI 6.10 0.02
Quality of Diet 3.13 0.06
Quantity of Diet 1.58 0.22
Quality of PA 0.61 0.55
Quantity of PA 0.57 0.57
Sex 7.74 0.01
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college athletes due to extra demands on time, making 
it harder for them to eat how they would like. The 
decreases in time commitments and possible increase in 
access could be driving the changes in eating behaviors 
observed in our study. Another explanation could be 
that the home environment with parents may provide a 
more positive food environment for athletes compared 
to on-campus living (e.g., parent preparing meals, 
greater financial access to foods, cooking appliance, 
etc.). Changes in the food environment were observed 
in the general college age individuals and drove changes 
in this population [25]. For athletes being at home due 
to the structure, access, and time could lead to the 
reported changes in diet in our study, mitigating some 
of the negative effects seen in other populations due to 
the COVID-19 Lockdown.

A strength of our study is that participant 
sex distribution was approximately equal, and 
included several different sports which supports the 
generalizability of these results across sports and 
athletes. The study was limited due to its retrospective 
nature and the fact that athletes had been back on 
campus for a variable amount of time before being 
tested and surveyed. Regardless of this we were able to 
pair our body composition data with survey data which 
few studies have been able to do during the COVID-19 
Pandemic. Due to the uniqueness of the situation, our 
survey had not previously been validated but it was based 
off of questions asked in previously validated surveys. 
BIA is both a strength and limitation of this study. It is 
strength due to its ability to detect changes in body 
composition as well as weight. It is a limited, however, 
because BIA can be influenced by hydration status and 
electrolyte status. However, the measurements were 
collected in a fasting-state in the morning on both 
occasions to partially mitigate this limitation.

Overall, our study found that body composition 
changed over the COVID-19 Lockdown in a sex-specific 
manner with decreases in adiposity for male athletes 
and increases in adiposity for female athletes. Together 
with the existing literature about body composition 
changes during breaks in training, these results will 
inform practitioners about how body composition is 
impacted by planned and unplanned interruptions to 
training for male and female athletes. Athletic programs 
should be aware of unanticipated interruptions and 
have plans in place to support athletes during these 
interruptions. Future studies should prospectively 
evaluate whether these body composition trends are 
apparent during usual breaks for college athletes, and 
use validated methods to objectively evaluate diet and 
behavior change during breaks.

Acknowledgements
The study was designed by Aston Dommel and R 

Drew Sayer and data were collected by Aston Dommel; 

Results of our study are somewhat different to 
what has been reported in the general population 
in response to the COVID-19 lockdown, which have 
found weight gain that was partially due to a decrease 
in activity [15,16]. Prior studies in athletes and non-
athlete college students reported a gain in body fat 
and loss of muscle mass during COVID-19, despite a 
shorter window of assessment compared to our study 
(2 months vs. 6-7 months) [5,17,18]. The study of elite 
fencing athletes by Yasuda, et al. [5] showed no change 
in body composition for men but a gain in fat mass for 
women. In male soccer players a similar to the female 
fencing athletes fat mass increased leading to decreases 
in sprint performance [17]. Again a similar gain in fat 
mass was seen in recreationally active college age males 
during the lockdown, with no decreases in performance 
seen [18]. Although there was no measure of athletic 
performance in the current study, previous studies have 
shown that changes in fat mass are inversely related to 
athletic performance [3,11,12,19,20]. The presence of 
such conflicting findings suggests that more research 
is needed to fully understand the impact of COVID-19 
lockdowns on body composition and health-related 
behaviors.

Question data in the current study showed that the 
majority of athletes had a decrease in both quality and 
quantity of PA. On the other hand, a majority reporting 
that they consumed a greater amount of food but 
also that the quality of their diet was higher during 
the COVID-19 lockdown. Studies looking at similar 
outcomes in non-athletes also showed an increase in 
obesogenic diet behaviors and a decrease in PA due to 
COVID-19 [16,18,21-24]. The decrease in PA seen could 
be explained by the mass closure of gyms due to the 
pandemic and the resulting surge in the purchases of 
home fitness equipment. This situation led to long waits 
for equipment, causing many individuals to resort to 
bodyweight workouts or to not exercise at all. A study 
in rugby players found similar results with their athletes 
increasing both the quality and quantity of their diet 
during this time period [24]. In the current study none of 
the changes in diet or PA were associated with changes 
in body composition. This could be partially due to the 
unvalidated nature of our survey and the brief, single 
question measures of the relatively complex constructs 
of the amount and quality of diet and PA. Another 
possibility could be that while athletes increased their 
food intake they also increased the quality of their diet, 
which may have helped mitigate any adverse changes 
caused by an increase in food intake and decrease in 
physical activity.

There are a couple explanations that could be driving 
this change of diet behavior during COVID versus at 
school. Studies have shown that during college it can 
be hard for students to eat well due to access and time 
constraints [25-27]. These issues would be higher in 

https://doi.org/10.23937/2469-5718/1510220


ISSN: 2469-5718DOI: 10.23937/2469-5718/1510220

• Page 6 of 8 •Dommel et al. Int J Sports Exerc Med 2022, 8:220

Across a Competitive Season in Collegiate Speed-Power 
Track and Field Athletes. J Strength Cond Res 35: 2067-
2074.

8. Abe T, Kawamoto K, Dankel SJ, Bell ZW, Spitz RW, et al. 
(2020) Longitudinal associations between changes in body 
composition and changes in sprint performance in elite 
female sprinters. Eur J Sport Sci 20: 100-105.

9. Roelofs EJ, Smith-Ryan AE, Trexler ET, Hirsch KR 
(2017) Seasonal Effects on Body Composition, Muscle 
Characteristics, and Performance of Collegiate Swimmers 
and Divers. J Athl Train 52: 45-50.

10. Silvestre R, West C, Maresh CM, Kraemer WJ (2006) Body 
Composition And Physical Performance In Men’s Soccer: 
Astudy Of A National Collegiate Athletic Association 
Division Iteam. J Strength Cond Res 20: 177-183.

11. Stanforth PR, Crim BN, Stanforth D, Stults-Kolehmainen 
MA (2014) Body Composition Changes Among Female 
NCAA Division 1 Athletes Across the Competitive Season 
and Over a Multiyear Time Frame. J Strength Cond Res 28: 
300-307.

12. Gabbett T, Ryan P (2009) Tackling technique, injury risk, 
and playing performance in high-performance collision 
sport athletes. Int J Sports Sci Coaching 4: 521-533.

13. GartheI, Raastad T, Refsnes PE, Koivisto A, Sundgot-
Borgen J (2011) Effect of two different weight-loss rates 
on body composition and strength and power-related 
performance in elite athletes. Int J Sport Nutr Exerc Metab 
21: 97-104.

14. Thomas DT, Erdman KA, Burke LM (2016) Position of the 
Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics, Dietitians of Canada, 
and the American College of Sports Medicine: Nutrition and 
Athletic Performance. J Acad Nutr Diet 116: 501-528.

15. Bhutani S, Dellen MR, Cooper JA (2021) Longitudinal 
weight gain and related risk behaviors during the COVID-19 
pandemic in adults in the US. Nutrients 13: 671.

16. Pellegrini M, Ponzo V, Rosato R, Scumaci E, Goitre I, et al. 
(2020) Changes in Weight and Nutritional Habits in Adults 
with Obesity during the “Lockdown” Period Caused by the 
COVID-19 Virus Emergency. Nutrients 12: 2016.

17. Grazioli R, Loturco I, Baroni BM, Oliveira GS, Saciura V, 
et al. (2020) Coronavirus Disease-19 Quarantine Is More 
Detrimental Than Traditional Off-Season on Physical 
Conditioning of Professional Soccer Players. J Strength 
Cond Res 34: 3316-3320.

18. Chwałczyńska A, Andrzejewski W (2021) Changes in Body 
Mass and Composition of the Body as Well as Physical 
Activity and Time Spent in Front of the Monitor by Students 
of the Wroclaw University of Health and Sport Sciences 
during the Period of COVID-19 Restrictions. Int J Environ 
Res Public Health 18: 7801.

19. Koundourakis NE, Androulakis NE, Malliaraki N, Tsatsanis 
C, Venihaki M, et al. (2014) Discrepancy between exercise 
performance, body composition, and sex steroid response 
after a six-week detraining period in professional soccer 
players. PLoS One 9: e87803.

20. Requena B, García I, Suárez-Arrones L, de Villarreal ES, 
Orellana JN, et al. (2017) Off-Season Effects on Functional 
Performance, Body Composition, and Blood Parameters in 
Top-Level Professional Soccer Players. J Strength Cond 
Res 31: 939-946.

21. Evenson A, Doan C, Johnson K, Berens B (2021) Dietary 
Intake Changes in College Students During the COVID-19 
Pandemic. J Acad Nutr Diet 121: A21.

the data were analyzed by A Dommel, JR Fernandez, 
and RD Sayer; and data interpretation and manuscript 
preparation were undertaken by A Dommel, JR 
Fernandez, and RD Sayer. All authors approved the final 
version of the paper. A Dommel is supported by a NIH 
T-32grant (T32HL105349) awarded by the Heart, Lung 
and Blood Disease Institute (NHLBI) and additionally 
supported by Award Number P30DK056336 from the 
National Institute of Diabetes And Digestive And Kidney 
Diseases. The authors have no conflicts of interest 
in this study. Additional contributions in manuscript 
development were made by Paula C. Chandler-Laney. 
The authors would also like to thank the Nutrition and 
Obesity Research Center at the University of Alabama 
at Birmingham and UAB Athletics for support during 
development of this publication.

Sources of Support
Aston Dommel is supported by a NIH T-32 grant 

(T32HL105349) awarded by the Heart, Lung and Blood 
Disease Institute (NHLBI) and additionally supported 
by Award Number P30DK056336 from the National 
Institute Of Diabetes And Digestive And Kidney Diseases. 
The content is solely the responsibility of the authors 
and does not necessarily represent the official views 
of the National Institute of Diabetes And Digestive And 
Kidney Diseases or the National Institutes of Health.

Authors Contribution
All authors listed have contributed to the writing of 

this paper to qualify for authorship.

References
1. Chen P, Mao L, Nassis GP, Harmer P, Ainsworth BE, et 

al. (2020) Coronavirus disease (COVID-19): The need to 
maintain regular physical activity while taking precautions. 
J Sport Health Sci 9: 103-104.

2. Pillay L, Rensburg DCCJ, van Rensburg AJ, Ramagole 
DA, Holtzhausen L, et al. (2020) Nowhere to hide: The 
significant impact of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) 
measures on elite and semi-elite South African athletes. J 
Sci Med Sport 23: 670-679.

3. Ormsbee MJ, Arciero PJ (2012) Detraining Increases Body 
Fat and Weight and Decreases V [Combining Dot Above] 
O2peak and Metabolic Rate. J Strength Cond Res 26: 
2087-2095.

4. Cholewinski MC, Buzzard JA, Gordon Q, Ross RN, 
Funderburk LK, et al. (2021) Changes in Body Composition 
and Activity Levels of a Division-1 Football Team During 
COVID-19. Journal of Exercise and Nutrition 4.

5. Yasuda J, Kondo E, Takai E, Eda N, Azuma Y, et al. (2021) 
The Effects of the COVID-19 Environments on Changes 
in Body Composition in Japanese Elite Fencing Athlete. 
Sports (Basel, Switzerland) 9: 95.

6. Ghiani G, Roberto S, Mura R, Fois F, Scorcu M, et al. (2021) 
Body composition changes during the lockdown-restart 
transition due to the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic in a group of 
professional football players. J Sports Med Phys Fitness.

7. Mangine GT, Eggerth A, Gough J, Stratton MT, Feito Y, 
et al. (2021) Endocrine and Body Composition Changes 

https://doi.org/10.23937/2469-5718/1510220
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34100783/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34100783/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34100783/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31109250/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31109250/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31109250/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31109250/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27905858/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27905858/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27905858/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27905858/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16506863/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16506863/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16506863/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16506863/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23860290/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23860290/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23860290/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23860290/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23860290/
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1260/174795409790291402
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1260/174795409790291402
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1260/174795409790291402
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21558571/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21558571/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21558571/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21558571/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21558571/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33669622/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33669622/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33669622/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32645970/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32645970/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32645970/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32645970/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33136774/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33136774/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33136774/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33136774/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33136774/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34360094/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34360094/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34360094/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34360094/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34360094/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34360094/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24586293/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24586293/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24586293/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24586293/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24586293/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27438062/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27438062/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27438062/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27438062/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27438062/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8372426/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8372426/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8372426/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7031771/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7031771/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7031771/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7031771/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32448749/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32448749/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32448749/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32448749/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32448749/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22027854/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22027854/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22027854/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22027854/
https://www.journalofexerciseandnutrition.com/index.php/JEN/article/view/85
https://www.journalofexerciseandnutrition.com/index.php/JEN/article/view/85
https://www.journalofexerciseandnutrition.com/index.php/JEN/article/view/85
https://www.journalofexerciseandnutrition.com/index.php/JEN/article/view/85
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8309863/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8309863/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8309863/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8309863/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34651614/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34651614/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34651614/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34651614/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34100783/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34100783/


ISSN: 2469-5718DOI: 10.23937/2469-5718/1510220

• Page 7 of 8 •Dommel et al. Int J Sports Exerc Med 2022, 8:220

25. Cluskey M, Grobe D (2009) College Weight Gain and 
Behavior Transitions: Male and Female Differences. J Am 
Diet Assoc 109: 325-329.

26. Small M, Bailey-Davis L, Morgan N, Maggs J (2013) 
Changes in eating and physical activity behaviors across 
seven semesters of college: living on or off campus matters. 
Health Educ Behav 40: 435-441.

27. Deliens T, Clarys P, Bourdeaudhuij ID, Deforche B (2014) 
Determinants of eating behaviour in university students: 
a qualitative study using focus group discussions. BMC 
Public Health 14: 53-53.

22. Huber BC, Steffen J, Schlichtiger J, Brunner S (2021) 
Altered nutrition behavior during COVID-19 pandemic 
lockdown in young adults. Eur J Nutr 60: 2593-2602.

23. Peterson JA, Chesbro G, Larson R, Larson D, Black CD 
(2021) Short-Term Analysis (8 Weeks) of Social Distancing 
and Isolation on Mental Health and Physical Activity 
Behavior During COVID-19. Front Psychol 12: 652086.

24. Roberts C, Gill N, Sims S (2020) The Influence of COVID-19 
Lockdown Restrictions on Perceived Nutrition Habits in 
Rugby Union Players. Front Nutr 7: 589737.

https://doi.org/10.23937/2469-5718/1510220
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19167962/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19167962/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19167962/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23232092/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23232092/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23232092/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23232092/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24438555/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24438555/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24438555/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24438555/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33258996/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33258996/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33258996/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33815233/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33815233/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33815233/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33815233/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33195376/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33195376/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33195376/


ISSN: 2469-5718DOI: 10.23937/2469-5718/1510220

• Page 8 of 8 •Dommel et al. Int J Sports Exerc Med 2022, 8:220

Appendix 1
1. How do you feel the quality of your diet changed over the course of lockdown compared to your usual diet 

at UAB? (select one)

a. A lot worse

b. Slightly worse

c. No change

d. Slight better

e. A lot better

2. How do you feel the quantity of your diet changed over the course of lockdown compared to your usual 
diet at UAB? (select one)

a. A lot more

b. Slightly more

c. No change

d. Slight less

e. A lot less

3. How do you feel the quality of your physical activity changed over the course of lockdown compared to 
your usual physical activity at UAB? (select one)

a. A lot worse

b. Slightly worse

c. No change

d. Slight better

e. A lot better

4. How do you feel the quantity of your physical activity changed over the course of lockdown compared to 
your usual physical activity at UAB? (select one)

a. A lot more

b. Slightly more

c. No change

d. Slight less

e. A lot less
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