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ABSTRACT

Purpose

The aim was to identify benefits of compression garments used for recovery of exercised-induced muscle
damage.

Methods

Computer-based literature research was performed in September 2015 using four online databases:
Medline (PubMed), Cochrane, WOS (Web Of Science) and Scopus. The analysis of risk of bias was
completed in accordance with the Cochrane Collaboration Guidelines. Mean differences and 95%
confidence intervals were calculated with Hedges’ g for continuous outcomes. A random effect meta-
analysis model was used. Systematic differences (heterogeneity) were assessed with I statistic.

Results

Most results obtained had high heterogeneity, thus their interpretation should be careful. Our findings
showed that creatine kinase (standard mean difference = -0.02, 9 studies) was unaffected when using
compression garments for recovery purposes. In contrast, blood lactate concentration was increased
(standard mean difference = 0.98, 5 studies). Applying compression reduced lactate dehydrogenase
(standard mean difference = -0.52, 2 studies), muscle swelling (standard mean difference = -0.73, 5
studies) and perceptual measurements (standard mean difference = -0.43, 15 studies). Analyses of power
(standard mean difference = 1.63, 5 studies) and strength (standard mean difference = 1.18, 8 studies)
indicate faster recovery of muscle function after exercise.

Conclusions

These results suggest that the application of compression clothing may aid the recovery of exercise
induced muscle damage, although the findings need corroboration.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Amongst recovery interventions to help improve performance, the use of compression garments (CG) is
currently widely used by athletes. These were first used in the medical industry for vascular patients, but
their use has become more and more popular in athletes (Duffield & Portus, 2007). However, there are
still contrasting results in the literature about the potential benefits of CG on the recovery of physiological
parameters and subsequent performance.

Elastic CG externally compress the body through the pressure applied to the skin and musculature, which
depends on the mechanical properties of the garment defined by the manufacturer (MacRae et al., 2011).
Nevertheless, effective pressure gradients for compression clothes do not seem to have been studied
systematically, which is not surprising given the modest effects of CG during or following exercise
(MacRae et al., 2011). Furthermore, attention towards understanding the mechanical and physical
properties of compression clothes in the published literature is rare (Troynikov et al., 2010), although
pressure measurement has become more common in studies on CG in sports (Ali et al., 2010; Trenell et
al., 2006).

The increasing popularity of compression clothing in different sports is likely due to their success in
enhancing performance (Bringard et al., 2006; Doan et al., 2003) and recovery (Gill et al., 2006; Kraemer
et al., 2010). As a result of different findings, manufacturers of these garments have reported that CG
improve recovery, increase power and enhance athletic performance (Wallace et al., 2006). But the
effects of wearing CG on physiological parameters, sports performance and recovery show equivocal
findings (de Glanville & Hamlin, 2012). Graduated CG have been reported to reduce muscle oscillation
(Doan et al., 2003), to increase blood flow and blood flow velocity, to improve peripheral circulation and
venous return (Agu et al., 2004; Davies et al., 2009; Lawrence & Kakkar, 1980; O'Donnell et al., 1979;
Ramelet, 2002; Sigel et al., 1975; Starkey, 2013), to increase arterial perfusion (Bochmann, et al., 2005),
and to reduce the space available for swelling (Davies et al., 2009). CG can also enhance recovery by
acting on markers of exercise-induced muscle damage (EIMD) such as preventing the temporary
reduction in muscle strength, decreased rate of force development, or reduced range of motion (ROM)
(Byrne et al., 2004; Cleak & Eston, 1992; Tee et al., 2007). Besides, they can decrease muscle soreness
(MS) (Ali et al., 2007; Jakeman et al., 2010a; Kraemer et al, 2001a, 2001b; Kraemer et al., 2010) and
enhance the clearance of blood lactate ([La—],) (Chatard et al., 2004) and creatine kinase (CK-3) (Duffield
& Portus, 2007; Gill et al., 2006; Kraemer et al, 2001a; 2001b) following exercise. Nevertheless, others
studies found no beneficial effect of CG on speed and explosive performance during recovery (Carling et
al., 1995; French et al., 2008; Kraemer et al., 2010), ROM (French et al., 2008; Kraemer et al, 2001a;
2001b), MS (Carling et al., 1995; Davies et al., 2009; French et al., 2008; Trenell et al., 2006), or
clearance of [La—], (Duffield & Portus, 2007) and CK-3(Davies et al., 2009; French et al., 2008; Jakeman
et al., 2010a).

As described above, the benefits of compression clothing on indicators of recovery of EIMD seem to have
been demonstrated separately in several studies. Although several meta-analysis have been published to
assess the effect of the application of compression clothing on recovery enhancement, they did not take
into account the variability of results on muscle damage markers due to time-course (Born et al., 2013) or
different muscle damage markers measured in previous researches (Hill et al., 2013). Therefore, the aims
for this systematic review with meta-analysis were to review the current literature about the benefits of
CG for recovery, identify potential explanatory mechanisms for these results and provide practical
recommendations.

2. METHODS

2.1. Data sources

This research was completed in accordance with the recommendations of the Preferred Reporting Items
for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses statement (Moher et al., 2010). A computerized literature
search was performed using four online databases: Medline (PubMed), Cochrane, WOS (Web Of
Science) and Scopus (ended in September 2015). The following key words used to find relevant papers

were: “clothes”, “compression”, “compressive”, “delayed onset muscle soreness”, “exercise”,
“exercise induced muscle damage”, “fatigue”, “garments”, “muscle”, “muscle damage”, “muscle



soreness”, “post-exercise”, “post-game”, ‘“recovery”, “recovery strategy”, ‘“recovery modality”,
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“sports”, “stockings”. The reference sections of all identified articles were also examined.

2.2.Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Studies were included if: 1) participants were randomized into a CG or control group (studies were also
included if the same participant had one limb without CG -control group- and the other with CG -CG
group-); 2) authors measured at least one variable at baseline and again at least 10 minutes after the
exercise bout; 3) CG were worn before and/or during and/or following exercise; 4) participants of the
study did not have any cardiovascular, metabolic, or musculoskeletal disorders. Studies were excluded if
the experimental group received multiple treatments or the control group undertook any practice that
could be perceived to improve recovery, like wearing garments without pressure.

2.3.Study selection

One author selected papers for inclusion (DM). Titles and abstracts of publications obtained by the search
strategy were screened. All trials classified as relevant were retrieved and full text was peer-reviewed.
Based on the information within the full reports, we used the inclusion and exclusion criteria to select the
trials eligible for inclusion in the meta-analysis. Doubts at this stage were resolved by consensus (DM,
JC). 48931 records were identified through database searches and 14 studies through reference list
searches. 48886 studies were excluded by screening the abstract for inclusion criteria. As a result, 59
studies were assessed for eligibility. Of these studies, 39 were excluded because they were not in
accordance with the inclusion criteria. Consequently, 20 studies met the inclusion criteria and were
selected for the meta-analysis (Figure 1).
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Fig. 1 Summary of search strategy and selection process based on included and excluded studies
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2.4.0utcome variables

The literature was examined for the effects of CG on recovery using several outcome variables (reported
in Table 1 as recovery indicators). The heterogeneity of the results can be influenced by type, familiarity,
intensity and duration of the preceding exercise, duration of compression treatment, pressure applied
(mainly reported without being measured by researchers as stated by Hill et al. (2014)), and type of CG.
Subjects’ characteristics, such as age, gender, body shape and composition, exercise familiarity,
differences in training or nutrition status, and ethnicity may also influence the heterogeneity of the results.

2.5.Detail of Comparisons



The characteristics of the participants and the CG, measured variables, and the protocols used in the
different studies are in Table 1 (Ali et al., 2007; Berry & McMurray, 1987; Boucourt et al., 2014;
Bovenschen et al., 2013; Carling et al., 1995; Davies et al., 2009; Duffield et al., 2008; Duffield et al.,
2010; Duffield & Portus, 2007; French et al., 2008; Goto & Morishima, 2014; Jakeman et al., 2010a,
2010b; Kraemer et al, 2001a, 2001b; Ménétrier et al., 2001; Perrey et al., 2008; Rimaud et al., 2010;
Sperlich et al, 2013; Trenell et al., 2006). There was a total of 279 participants (n=169 men, n=99 women,
and 11 not reported) with a mean and SD age of 23.6+2.99 years. There were important differences in
sample size, age, gender and training status of the participants, design of studies, types of CG, time of
treatment, and pressures applied.



Table 1. Studies investigating the effect of compression garments on recovery enhancement

Characteristics of Participants

Characteristics of
Compression Clothing

[La—]p (0,2 h.)

[CK-3] (2,24 h)

[C-RP]p (2,24 h.)

[AST]p 2 h.)

[AST]p (24 h.)

Peak quadriceps extension force (0, 2, 24 h.)
Peak flexion of hamstrings (0, 2, 24 h.)

Sample size, Applied
gender, age pressure Exercise protocol Effects
Study (y) Athletic category Type (mmHg) (timing and duration of application) Recovery indicator (time following exercise) of CG
Alietal. (2007) 14, M, Recreational Knee length 18-22 2 x20 m. shuttle-runs separated by 1 h. (DE) MS (1,24 h.) —
22+1 runners stockings (GC) HR (1 h.) 1
Berry & 6, M, Healthy college Stockings (GC) 8-18 Study 2: 3-min cycling at 110% VO»; 30- Plasma volume (5, 15, 30 min.) —
McMurray 21.9+4.385 students min. recovery supine (DE, FE for 30 min.; or  [La—]p GCS wore DE, FE (time NR) l
(1987) DE only) [La—]p GCS wore DE only (time NR) >
Boucourt etal. 11, NR, Athletes Sleeves 14-28 15 min. incremental cycling exercise: 3 min.  stO2 (1 to 10 min.) i
(2014) 29.6+2.8 at each intensity - 40, 80, 120, 160 and 200
W, preceded and followed by 10 min. in
seated position (DE, FE for 10 min.)
Bovenschen et 6,M, 7, F, Recreational Stockings one 25-35 Study 1: 10-km Running Track at MS study 1 and 2 (0, 30 min.; 48 h.) >
al. (2013) 40.5+15.8 runners leg (GC) comfortable running speed (DE) Lower leg volume study 1 and 2 (0 min.) l
Study 2: Stepwise, speed incremented (0.5 Lower leg volume study 1 and 2 (5, 30 min.) o
km/h every 3 min.) maximum treadmill (0%)
test (DE)
Carling et al. 7, M, 16, F, Healthy college Sleeves ~17 70 maximal eccentric contractions of non- MS (10 min.; 24, 48, 72 h.) —
(1995) 26+4 students dominant elbow flexors (72 h. FE) Arm middle girth (10 min.; 24, 48, 72 h.) —
Arm volume (10 min; 24, 48, 72 h.) -
Maximal concentric elbow flexor force (10
min.; 24, 48, 72 h.) o
Elbow extensor ROM (10 min.; 24, 48, 72 h.) >
Davies et al. 7, F,19.7+0.5  University netball ~ Tights (GC) 15 5x20 plyometric drop jumps with 2-min. rest ~ MS (24, 48 h.) o
(2009) 4, M, 263+ and basketball between sets (48 h. FE) [CK-3] (24,48 h.) >
5.1 players [LDH-5] (24, 48 h.) —
Mid-thigh girth (24, 48 h.) P
CMJ height (48 h.) -
5-, 10-, 20-m sprint (48 h.) —
5-0-5 agility (48 h.) o
Dulffield et al. 11, M, Regional rugby Tights NR Intermittent sprinting - 10 min: 1x20-m MS (2h.) —
(2010) 209+2.7 players sprint and 10 SJs/min. (DE, 24 h. FE) MS (24 h.) l
RPE (0 h.) -
pH (0,2h.) -
>
>
>
>
e
>
>
>

Knee extensor peak twitch force (0, 2, 24 h.)



Duffield et al.

(2008)

Duffield &
Portus (2007)

French et al.
(2008)

Goto &
Morishima
(2014)

14, M,
19+1

10, M,
22.1+1.1

26, M,
2412+£32

9, M,
21£0.4

Club-standard Tights
rugby players U-

21 of regional

category.

Regional cricket WBC
players

Active Tights (GC)
Trained in WBC
endurance

NR

NR

12-20

NR

Simulated team game: 10-20 m. sprints in a
simulated rugby game (4x15 min.) (DE, and
15 h. FE)

Maximal-distance throwing; throwing
accuracy; intermittent sprinting: 20-m
sprints/min. for 30 min. (DE, and 24 h. FE)

6x10 parallel squats at 100% BW + 11th
repetition at 1-RM (12 h. FE)

6 exercises set for upper body muscles and 3
exercises set for lower body muscles with 10
repetitions at 70%RM with 90 s between sets
and exercises.

MS (pre, post day 1, 24 h. post day 1, post day
2, 48-h post-day 2.)

HR (pre-exercise and every 10 min. throughout
the exercise protocol)

ST (BE, every 10 min. DE and FE)

TT (BE, every 10 min. DE and FE)

[La—]p (BE, DE and 10, 15 min. FE both days)
[CK-3] (BE, post day 1, 24 h. post day 1, 48-
h. post-day 2)

Peak power (BE and after 2nd and 4th quarters
of STG at day 1 and day 2)

20 m sprint (BE and after 2nd and 4th quarters
of STG at day 1 and day 2)

MS, arms (24 h.)

MS, legs (24 h.)

RPE (0 h.)

HR (0 h.)

Body mass (0 h.)

ST (0 h.)

pH (0h.)

[La-Jp (0 h.)

[CK-3] (24 h.)

Sa02 (0 h.)

pO2 (0 h.)

MS (0, 1,24,48 h.)

[CK-3](1,24,48h.)

[Mblp (1, 24, 48 h.)

Mid-thigh girth (48 h.)

Mid-calf girth (48 h.)

CMJ height (48 h.)

SRM back squat (48 h.)

10 m sprint (48 h.)

30 m sprint (48 h.)

Multiplanar speed (48 h.)

Ankle dorsiflexion (0 h.)

Knee extension (0 h.)

Knee flexion (0 h.)

Hip extension (0 h.)

Hip flexion (0 h.)

Hip abduction (0 h.)

MS (24 h.)

[Mblp (1, 3,5, 8,24 h.)

[Tlp(1,3,5,8,24h)

[IGF-1]p (1, 3,5,8,24 h.)

[TL-6]p (1,3,5,8,24 h.)

[IL-1ralp (1, 3, 5, 8,24 h.)

117t =

!

!

A A



Jakeman et al.

(2010a)

Jakeman et al.

(2010b)

Kraemer et al.

(2001a)

Kraemer et al.

(2001b)

17, F,
214+1.7

32, F,
214+1.7

20, F,
212+3.1

15, M,
21.2+3.1

Physically active Tights (GC)
Physically active Tights (GC)
Non-strength- Sleeves (GC)
trained women

without any

resistance training

Non-strength- Sleeves (GC)

trained men

15-17

15-17

10

10

10x10 repetitions of plyometric drop jumps
from a 0.6 m. box. 10 s. between jumps, 1
min. between sets (12 h. FE)

10x10 repetitions of plyometric drop jumps
from a 0.6 m. box. 10 s. between jumps, 1
min. between sets (12h FE)

2x50 arm curls repetitions, with maximal a
eccentric contraction every fourth passive
repetition, with 3 min. rest between set (120
h. FE)

2x50 arm curls repetitions, with maximal a
eccentric contraction every fourth passive

repetition, with 3 min. rest between set (72 h.

FE)

Upper arm girth (24 h.)

Tigh girth (24 h.)

Knee extensor isokinetic muscle strength (1, 3,
5,8,h)

Knee extensor isokinetic muscle strength (24
h)

RM chest press (1,24 h.)

RM chest press (3, 5, 8 h.)

MS (1,24,48,72 h.)

MS (96 h.)

[CK-3](1,24,48,72,96 h.)

CMJ height (1, 24, 72, 96 h.)

CMI height (48 h.)

SJ height (1 h.)

SJ height (24, 48, 72,96 h.)

Knee extensor isokinetic muscle strength (1 h.)
Knee extensor isokinetic muscle strength (24,
48,72,96 h.)

MS (1,24,48,72 h.)

MS (96 h.)

[CK-3] (1,24, 48, 72,96 h.)

CMIJ height (1, 24, 48, 96 h.)

CM]J height (72h.)

SJ height (1, 24, 48, 72,96 h.)

Knee extensor isokinetic muscle strength (1 h.)
Knee extensor isokinetic muscle strength (24,
48,72,96 h.)

Global MS (24, 48,72 h.)

Global MS (96, 120 h.)

[CK-3] (24,48 h.)

[CK-3] (72,96, 120 h.)

[Cortisol]p (24, 48, 72, 96, 120 h).

[LDH-5] (24, 48, 72, 96, 120 h.)

Arm girth (24, 48, 72, 96, 120 h.)

Elbow flexor peak torque (24, 48 h.)

Elbow flexor peak torque (72, 96, 120 h.)
Elbow flexor peak power (24, 48 h.)

Elbow flexor peak power (72, 96, 120 h.)
ROM resting elbow angle (24, 48, 72, 96, 120
h)

Global MS (24, 48 h.)

Global MS (72 h.)

[CK-3] (24,48 h.)

[CK-3](72h.)

Arm girth (24, 48 h.)

Arm girth (72 h.)

—

!
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Elbow flexor peak torque (24, 48 h.) 1
Elbow flexor peak torque (72 h.) —
Elbow flexor peak power (24, 48, 72 h.) i
ROM resting elbow angle (24 h.) R
ROM resting elbow angle (48, 72 h.) 1
Ménétrieretal. 14, M, Moderately Stockings (GC) 15-27 15 min at rest, 30 min at 60% MAV on a StO2 (5, 10 min. following 1st trial; 5 min.
(2011) 21.9+0.7 trained in 12% treadmill slope, 15 min. of recovery, a following 2nd trial) >
endurance running time to exhaustion at 100% MAV on  StO2 (BE, 10, 20, 30 min. following 2nd trial) 1
a 12% treadmill slope, and a last 30 min.
recovery period (DE, and 30 min. FE)
Perrey et al. 8, M, Healthy and Stockings one NR Backwards-downhill walking for 30 min. (5 MS (0, 2,24, 48, h.) —
(2008) 26+4 physically active leg h. per day at 2, 24, 48 and 72 h. FE) MS (72 h.) l
Peak torque twitch of plantar flexors (2, 48, 72
h.) >
Peak torque twitch of plantar flexors (24 h.) i
Peak voluntary torque of plantar flexors (2,
24,48,72h.) -
Rimaud et al. 8, M, Regularly trained Stockings (GC) 12-22 Incremental cycling test. Work rate was RPE (0 h.) o
(2010) 27.1+0.9 in endurance increased every 2 min. by 30 W until HR (0 and during 15 min of recovery) —
exhaustion, followed by 60 min. of passive SBP (0, 3, 5, 10, 15, 30, 60 min.) >
recovery seated on a chair (DE, and 60 min. DBP (0, (3, 5, 10, 15, 30, 60 min.) —
FE) [La-]p (0 h) 1
[La—]p (3, 5, 10, 15, 30, 60 min.) P
VO2max (0 h.) —
Sperlich et al. 6, M, Healthy men. Shorts (GC) one 35 10-min. warm-up at 100W, high intensity MBF (30 min.) !
(2013) 22+2 leg cycling to exhaustion (+25 W/min), 1 min. MGU (30 min.) >
of recovery followed by cycling at 75% of
VO2max (20 min. BE and 40 min. FE)
Trenell et al. 11, M, Recreational Tights (GC) one NR Downhill walking protocol for 30 min. on a MS (1,48 h.) Tv
(2006) 21.2+3.1 athletes leg treadmill: 6 km-h-1, 25% grade (48 h. FE) pH (1,48 h.) —
PCr/Pi (1,48 h.) -
[Mg2+] (1, 48 h.) -
[PDE] (1h.) 1
[PDE] (48 h.) -
[PME] (1,48 h.) o

AST = aspartate transaminase; BE = before exercise ; BW = body weigh; CK = creatine kinase; CMJ = countermovement jump; C-RP = c-reactive protein; DE = during main exercise protocol; DBP =
diastolic blood pressure; F = female; FE = following exercise; GC = graduated compression; HR = heart rate; IGF-1 = insulin-like growth factor-1; IL-Ira = plasma interleukin-1 receptor antagonist;
IL-6 = plasma interleukin-6,; La— = lactate; LDH = lactate dehydrogenase; M = male; MAV = maximal aerobic velocity; Mb = myoglobin; MBF = muscle blood flow; MGU = muscle glucose uptake;
Mg?* = magnesium; NR = not reported; » = plasma; PCr = phosphocreatine; PDE = phosphodiester; pH; Pi = inorganic phosphate; PME = phosphomonoester; pO, = oxygen partial pressure; ROM =
range of motion; RPE = rating of perceived exertion; RM = repetition maximum; SBP = systolic blood pressure; SJ = squat jump; SaO, = oxygen saturation of haemoglobin; StO, = tissue oxygen
saturation; ST = skin temperature; 7 = testosterone; 7T = tympanic temperature; VO, = oxygen uptake; VO,max = maximal VO,; WBC = whole-body compression; 1 indicates significantly higher than
the no CG (control) condition; | indicates significantly lower than the no CG (control) condition; <> indicates not significantly different from the no CG (control) condition; % indicates percentage; ~
indicates approximately; /] indicates concentration.




2.6.Extraction of data

Mean, standard deviation (SD) and sample size (SS) data were extracted by one author from tables of all
included papers. Whenever necessary we made contact with the authors to get the data. When it was
impossible, mean and SD were extrapolated from the figures. Some studies mentioned analysis of various
outcomes without reporting them in graphs, or sending them to us on request. In these cases data were
excluded from the analysis. Any disagreement was resolved by consensus (DM, JC), or third-party
adjudication (NT).

2.7.Risk of bias

Methodological quality and risk of bias were assessed by two authors independently (DM, JC), and
disagreements were resolved by third part evaluation (NT), in accordance with the Cochrane
Collaboration Guidelines (Higgins & Green, 2008). The items on the list were divided into six domains:
selection bias (random sequence generation, allocation concealment); performance bias (blinding of
participants and researchers); detection bias (blinding of outcome assessment); attrition bias (incomplete
outcome data); reporting bias (selective reporting); and other bias. For each research, domains were
judged by consensus (DM, JC), or third-party adjudication (NT). They were characterized as ‘low’ if
criteria for a low risk of bias were met (plausible bias unlikely to seriously alter the results) or ‘high’ if
criteria for a high risk of bias were met (plausible bias that seriously weakens confidence in the results). If
the risk of bias was unknown, it was considered ‘unclear’ (plausible bias that raises some doubt about the
results). Full details are given in Figure 2 and Figure 3.

Study

Sequence generition
Blinding of persorme]
Other sowwces of bias
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Berry & McMurzy (1987)
Boucous etal (M14)
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Jakeman =tzl (20103)
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Krasmaratal (20013)
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Mznstrier 2zl 2011)
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Fig. 2 Risk of bias graph: review authors’ judgements about each risk of bias item presented as
percentages across all included studies. ® indicate low risk of bias; ? indicate unknown risk of bias; @
indicate high risk of bias

**%] column***
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Other sourcesofbizas |
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Fig. 3 Risk of bias summary: review authors’ judgements about each risk of bias item for each included
study
*¥*%) column***

2 8.Statistical analysis

SS and data variance can influence the discussion of the practical applications of statistical significance
when comparing the data of control and experimental groups. Effect size (ES) quantifies the size of the
difference between two groups, and may be a true measure of the significance of the difference (Coe,
2002). For each study, mean differences and 95% confidence intervals (CI) were calculated with Hedges’
g (Hedges & Olkin, 1985) for continuous outcomes. For continuous outcomes pooled on different scales,
data were modified to fit the same scale. Hedges’ g was computed using the difference between means of
an experimental (compression) and control (non compression) group divided by the average population
SD (Higgins & Green, 2008). Hedges’ g can be small (<0.40), moderate (0.40-0.70) or large (>0.70)
(Hedges & Olkin, 1985). To avoid problems using Q statistic to assess systematic differences
(heterogeneity), we calculated an I? statistic, which indicates the percentage of observed total variation
across studies that is due to real heterogeneity rather than chance (Higgins & Green, 2008). I
interpretation is intuitive and lies between 0% and 100%, 0% indicating no observed heterogeneity, and
larger values showing increasing heterogeneity (Higgins et al., 2003). A restrictive categorization of
values for I* would not be appropriate for all circumstances, although we would tentatively accept
adjectives of low, moderate, and high to I* values of 25%, 50%, and 75% (Borenstein et al., 2009;
Higgins & Thompson, 2002; Higgins et al., 2003). Because several studies did not use a control group,
but instead a control (no treatment) vs. experimental condition comparison within the same subjects, we
used a random effect meta-analysis model. The random effect model will tend to give a more
conservative estimate (i.e. with wider confidence intervals), but the results from the two models usually
agree when there is no heterogeneity. Under the random effect model the true effects in the studies are
assumed to vary between studies and the summary effect is the weighted average of the effects reported in
the different studies (Borenstein et al., 2009). In addition, weighting of the studies was applied according
to the magnitude of the respective standard error. A significance level of p<0.05 was applied. Statistical
analysis and figures were carried out by Review Manager version 5.3.5 (The Nordic Cochrane Centre,
The Cochrane Collaboration, Copenhagen, Denmark) and statistical analyses and figures of risk of bias
were carried out by Microsoft Office Excel 2010.

3. RESULTS

3.1.Physiological and Physical Effects

We identified five studies that determined the effect of CG (stockings, tights and WBC) on [La-],
removal following exercise (Berry & McMurray, 1987; Duffield et al., 2008, 2010; Duffield & Portus,
2007; Rimaud et al., 2010) at an average pressure of 10-20 mmHg (range 8-18 — 12-22). These studies
included 52 male (22.04 + 2.11 years) recreational runners, regularly trained in endurance, regional rugby
and cricket players and healthy college students. The analysis showed large negative effects on [La—],
removal following exercise (Figure 4) with a weighted small standard mean difference of 0.98 at all
follow-up times, smaller than results reported at 0 hour (1.07).
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Experimental Control Std, Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 5% Ci

oh FE
Berry & McMurray (1287) 652 046 6 692 054 6 78% 0.74 [-1.92, 0.45) ——
Dutfield et al. (2010) 196 35 11 189 32 11 s8% 0.09 [-0.92, 0.75) =
Duffield ot al, (2008) 409 028 7 357 039 7 TI% 143(0.21, 265) —
Duffield & Portus (2007) 9 24 10 2233 33 10 78% 2.25(1.08, 342) —
Rimaud et al. (2010) 121 04 8 108 05 8 70% 2.71(1.25,4.18) <
Subtotal (95% CI) a2 42 39.0% 1.07 (-0.20, 2.33) >
Helerogeneity: Tau® » 1.71; Ch* » 24.24, df = & (P < 0.0001); I » 83%

3 min. FE
Rimaud ot al {2010) 1448 048 8 13.77 051 8 80% 1.3610.24, 247] e
Subtotal (95% CI) ') 8 80% 1.36 [0.24, 2.47) -
Heterogeneity. Not applicab

S min FE
Rimaud et al. (2010) 1443 058 8 1349 047 8 78% 1.72(0.52, 2.92) —
Subtotal (95% CI) s 8 T8% 1.72[0.52, 2.92) ~<F
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

10 min FE
Rimaud ot al. {2010) 1229 111 8 1203 059 8 83% 0.28 [-0.71, 1.26] =
Subtotal (95% C1) s 8 83% 0.28 {-0.71, 1.26) &
Helorogeneity: Not appiicable

15 min FE
Rimaud et al. (2010) 10.05 0.62 8 10.11 028 8 sa% 0.07 [-1.05, 0.81) = 7=
Subtotal (95% CI) ] 8 84% .07 [+1.05, 0.91)
Heterogeneity: Not appiicable

30 min FE
Rimaud et al (2010) 573 034 8 517 034 8 79% 1.56 {0.40, 2.72) s
Subtotal (95% C1) ] 8 T% 1.56 [0.40, 2.72) <>
Hetorogeneity. Not apphcable

1h FE
Rimaud et al. (2010) 283 007 8 21013 8  38% 6.61(3.80,9.43) ———
Subtotal (95% Cl) 3 LI ¥ 11 6.61 [3.20, 9.43) R~
Helerogoneity. Not app

2h.FE
Duffield et al. (2010) 27 08 11 29 08 11 A% 0.24 [-1.08, 0.60) —r
Subtotal (95% CI) 1 1M 7% 0.24 [+1.08, 0.60] -
Heterogoneity: Not apphcabi

24h.FE
Duffield et al. (2008) 101 011 7 109 016 7 81% 0.55 [-1.62, 0.53) =0
Subtotal (95% CI) 7 7T 8% .55 [-1.62, 0.53) <
Hetarogoneity: Not appiicable
Total (35% C1) 108 108 100.0% 0.98 [0.28, 1.68) L
Heterogeneity: Tau® » 1.29; Ch¥ » 60.48, df » 12 (P < 0.00001), I* » 0% -;o 5 5 ﬁ,

Test for sudarouo differences: Chi* = 36,19, df = 8 (P < 0.0001). I = 77.9%

Favours [expenmental] Favours fcontrol)

Fig. 4 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of [La—

Iy

*%%) column***

The search identified nine studies that examined the potential benefits of compression (stockings, tights,
sleeves and WBC) on CK-3 removal (Davies et al., 2009; Duffield et al., 2008, 2010; Duffield & Portus,
2007; French et al., 2008; Jakeman et al., 2010a, 2010b; Kraemer et al., 2001a, 2001b) at an average
pressure of 12.4-14.4 mmHg (range 10-10 — 12-20) in 80 male and 76 female (N = 156). These studies
included participants ranging in experience from university and regional levels to non-strength-trained
men and women or active people (21.65 + 2.32 years), representing a variety of disciplines (rugby,
cricket, netball and basketball). The use of CG had a small reduction on CK-3 concentrations following
exercise (Figure 5). The analysis showed a weighted small standard mean difference of -0.02 at all
follow-up times. At 1, 24, 48 and 96 hours following exercise, results shows a moderate increase (0.62 at
1 hour; 0.06 at 24 hours; 0.01 at 48 hours; 0.07 at 96 hours), although at 72 hours following exercise

results are favorable to treatment (-0.90)
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Exparimental Controt Std. Mean Diterence $1d. Mean Ditterence
S or Mean S0 Total  Mean SD_Total Weight V. Random, 5% CI IV, Random. 5% C1
On FE
Duffieid ot al. (2008) s 191 7 w9 02 7 3% 0.2010.76, 1.35]
Subtotal (95% C1 7 7 A% 029 [0.76, 1.35)
Haterogoneity. Not applcatie
1h FE
French ot o (2008) 3583 1134 26 4805 A28 M 40% 049 [-1.05 0.06]
Jakeman et al. (2010a) 2488 1086 LI TR ] 4“3 9 % 1161011, 221)
Jakoman et al. (20100) 2438 1106 8 W4T 507 17 3% 1.36 {042, 2.29]
Subtotal (95% C1) @ 2 11.0% 0.62 [0.70, 1.95)
Metorogenoty: Tau' = 118, Chi* = 15,14, df » 2 (P » 0.0005) I = 87%
2n.FE
Duffeld ot af. (2010) 244 0 " ™ [S SR LI & 0.11 (0.72. 0.85]
Subtotal (95% C1) 1" 1"nooam 0.11 [0.72. 0.95)
Hetorogenety: Not appicable
240 FE
Davies ot al, (200%) 05908 41991 11 20084 35 11 3% 0.15 (069, 0.98]
Duffield ot o, (2010) m 20 n 3853 10 11 3™ 0.20 -1.04, 0.64]
Duffieid ot of. (2008) 630 298 7 614 7 T 3an 0.05[-1.00, 1.40)
Duffield & Portus (2007) 1050 166334 10 1268 120 10 35% 143[-243, 042)
French ot af. (2008) 1023 2067 26 TI6E 1321 26 A0% 1.46 §0.84, 207)
Jakoman et al. (2010a) 245 1009 8 3041 1622 9 as% 041 (137, 0.56]
Jakoman et al. (20100) 245 1009 8 2765 622 17 3% 021105, 063
Kraemer of &b, (20010) 46100 25897 %0 2381 419 10 6% 080 10.12.1.72)
Kraemer of al. (2001) @ 648 8 204 621 7 as% 0.01 1,00, 1.02)
Subtotal (95% C1) o 108 32.4% 0.06 [0.52. 0.64)
Hotorogenety: Taw' » 057, Chi' » 3113 df » 8(P = 00001 * » 74%
430 FE
Davies et al. (2009) 287942 419910 11 287042 410918 11 3% 0.00 (084, 0.84]
French et a. (2008) 596 1101 26 3993 759 26 19% 167103, 231)
Jakoman et al. (2010a) 1825 1048 8 1487 413 9 35 041055, 138
Jakoman et al. (20106) 1425 1048 8 155 0 17 3% 2994 144
Kraomer of sk {2001a) 4523 2877 30 73626 55874 10 36% 0.56 [-1 4%, 0.34)
Kraemer of of. (20010) 1514 506 8 m 733 7T 34% 091 [0.17, 1.99]
Subtotal (95% C 7 80 21.4% 0.01 [-1.12, 1.14)
Hetorogenety: Tau' = 1. 76 Chi* = 4725 df = § (P < 0 00001 I* = 89%
T2h.FE
Duffieid et al. (2008) 458 200 7 388 u7 T 3% 0.24 (081, 1.29] . .2
Jakeman et al. (20108) 022 2223 8B 1012 %9 9 35% 0.63 [0.36,.161] s
Jokoman et al. (20106) w2 wms 8 057 425 17 3% 0.73 10,14, 1.00] I~
Kraemer ot . (2001a) MH3 13 10 16312 SE38 10 34% A.79[-2.86, 0.71) -
Kraemer of &f. (20010} 452 713 8 1379 e3s 7 0B% -1229[175Y,.707
Subtotal (95% C1y @ 50 145% 490253, 0.73) <
Hotorogenety: Tau' » 271 Chi* = 3638 df = & (P < 0.00001) I* = 89%
% h FE
Jakoman et al. (20109) 212 1084 8 1054  sa7 9 3% 1414031, 281) —
Jakeman et al. (20108) 2217 2552 8 1003 433 17 3% 085003 1.73] I~
Kraomer of &b (2001a) T STT2 10 151723 72249 10 3% 200 (-322, 095 -
Subtotal (95% CI) 26 36 103% 007 [-1.92 2.06) <>
Metorogenety: Tau' = 252, Ch* = 22.35, df = 2 (P < 0.0001) 1" = 51%
120h.FE
Kraomer of of. (20014) 5689 3182 10 16953 84239 10 34%  -1L71[-2.77,-065) e
Subtotal (95% C 10 10 34%  AT1[277,065) L 3
Hatorogenety: Not applcable
Total (95% CI) %7 354 100.0% 002 (044, 0.40] L
Meterogeneity: Tau' = 1.06; Chi' = 166.24, of = 28 (P < 0.00001); I* = 83% % 5 1 ‘=°

Tost! for subaroud dffarences: CHF* » 12,94, df = 7 (P » 0.10) I* = 42 3% Favours [expecimental] Favours fcontrol]

Fig. 5 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of CK-3
*¥*%) column***

We identified two studies that examined the effect of compression (tights and sleeves) on lactate
dehydrogenase (LDH-5) (Davies et al., 2009;Kraemer et al., 2001a) at an average pressure of 12.5 mmHg
(range 10 — 15), in 4 male and 27 female (N = 31) university netball and basketball players and non-
strength-trained women (22,4 + 2.9 years). Figure 6 shows the meta-analysis of the effects of
compression treatment, with a weighted mean small standard mean difference of -0.52 at all follow-up
times. Although LDH-5 removal seems to be negative at 24 hours following exercise (0.65), results are in
favor of compression at any time point after then.
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Experimontal Control Std. Mean Difference Std, Mean Differenceo

Study or Subgroup Moan SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
24 h. FE
Davies ot al. (2000) 450 901 11 4792 686 11 175% 40.151-0.98, 0.69) v
Kraemer ot al (2001a) 589 485 10 S103 523 10 16.3% 1.40 [0.48, 251)
Subtotal (95% C1) 2 21 337% 0.65 [-0.9¢, 2.25) | S —
Hetorogenoity: Tau® = 1,12; Chi* = 5,95, ¢f = 1 (P = 0.01); I* = 83%
48 h FE
Davies ot al. (2009) 4546 589 11 4831 969 11 174% 0,34 (-1.19, 0.50) —
Kraemer ot ol (2001a) 5648 852 10 7992 1374 10 157% 196 [-3.07, 085) v
Subtotal (5% C1) 21 21 33% 1.1 [-2.70, 0.48] e ~—
Heterogenedty: Tou' = 1,06; Cni* =521, of = 1 (P = 0.02); I = 81%
T2h FE
Kraomer of b (2001a) 7989 1297 10 1183 2943 10 16.1% -1.63[-2.68, 0.59) T T
Subtotal (95% C1) 10 10 16.1%  -1.63[-2.68, -0.59) | —~TERe—
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
9% h. FE
Kraemer etal (2001a) 6808 981 10 773 1736 10 17.0% 0,62(1,53,028) S
Subtotal (95% Ci) 10 10 17.0% .62 (1.53, 0.28) ol
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Total (95% C) 62 62 100.0% 0.52 (142, 0.38) —=GERo—

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1.02; Chi* = 2683, df = 5 (P < 0.0001); I" = 81%

R 1 1 F
Tos! for subaroup dierences: Chi* =585 =3 (P=012) F=487% 2 9 -

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Fig. 6 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of LDH-
5

*%%) column***

The search identified five studies that examined the use of compression (stockings, tights and sleeves) to
reduce muscle swelling of the limbs (Bovenschen et al., 2013; Carling et al., 1995; Davies et al., 2009;
Kraemer, et al., 2001a, 2001b) at an average pressure of 15.4-17.4 mmHg (range 10 — 25-35), in 32 male
and 50 female (N = 82). These studies included participants ranging in experience from university level
(basketball, netball) to non-strength-trained men and women or recreational runners (25.81 £ 5.26 years).
Figure 7 shows the meta-analysis of the effects of the compression treatment, with a weighted mean small
standard mean difference of -0.73 at all follow-up times. Results from these studies showed that swelling
is reduced with the treatment at all time points (-0.12 at 0 hour; -0.08 at 5 minutes; -0.02 at 30 minutes; -
0.56 at 24 hours; -1.01 at 48 hours; -1.22 at 72 hours following exercise)
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Experimental Control $1d. Mean Difference $Std. Mean Ditference
_Study or Subgroup Mean SO TYotal Mean SO Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI V. Random, 95% CI
OhFE
Bovenschen ol al, (2013) 23348 1262 13 23487 1231 13 58% -0.11 [0.88, 0.68) s
Bovenschen ol al. (2013) 22272 236.75 4 22723 2381 4 43% 017 [-1,56, 1.23) ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 17 17 102%  0.12[0.79,0.5%) g
Heterogenety: Tau' = 0.00; Chi* = 0.00,df » 1 (P » 0.54); I* = 0%
5 mén, FE
Bovenschen et al. (2013) 23239 1266 13 23371 12590 13 Sa% -0.10 [-0.87, 0.67) S
Bovenschen ol al, (2013)  2,2195 233.15 4 22065 23655 4 4% 0.03[-1.41, 1.36] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 17 17 102% .08 [-0.76, 0.59) <
Heterogenety: Tau' =000, Chi* =001, df = 1 (P = 0.83), I' = 0%
10 min. FE
Carling ot ol. {199%) 10258 22 10 10044 3 6 51% 0.80 [-0.26, 1.87) g ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 10 6 S1% 0.80 [0.26, 1.87) R
Hoterogenely. Not applicatie
30 mén, FE
Bovenschon ot al, (2013) 23219 1282 13 23267 1224 13 58% -0.04 [0.81, 073 —
Bovenschen el al. (2013) 22042 2357 4 21932 23475 4 4 0.04 [-1.35, 1.43) ———
Subtotal (95% CN 17 17 102%  0.02[0.70,065) B
Heterogenoty: Tau' = 0.00; Chi* = 0.01, df = 1 (P » 0.92), 1I* = 0%
240 FE
Carfing ot al. (1995) 101.48 19 10 10181 27 6 52% 0.14 [-1.15, 0.87) —
Davies ot al, (2009) 547 48 1 5% 42 1M 5M™ -0.06 [0.90, 0.77) T
Kraemer et sl (2001a) 9971 059 10 10081 067 10 52% 167 (272,062 S —
Kraemer et al (2001b) 100 561 02 8 10062 02 7 52% -0.52 [-1.55, 0.52) !
Subtotal (95% CI) » MO .56 [1.27, 0.14) <
Holorogonoly: Tau' =027, Ch* =628, dl = 3 (P = 0.10); I" = S2%
48N FE
Carling ot al. (1995) 104,06 2 10 10469 3 6 52% 0.25[1.26,0.77 i
Oavies ot al. (2009) 546 49 11 549 43 11 5™ -0.06 [0.90, 0.77) S —
Kraemer et ol (2001a) 8992 071 10 10073 041 10 53% -1.34 [-233,.0.28) N
Kroomer et ol (2001b) 1004 02 a4 100986 015 7 3% 205454, -1.34)
Subtotal (35% CI) 39 u 201% 101 [-2.08, 0.07) R ol
Hotorogenoty: Tau' = 0.88; Chi* = 1221, df = 3 (P = 0.007), I = 75%
Tost for overall effect Z = 1. 84 (P = 0.07)
T2hFE
Carling ot al. {199%) 104,43 2 10 10814 33 6 52% 0,64 [-1.68, 0.41) ——y—
Kraemer et al (2001a) 100912 064 10 10224 048 10 40% -3.50(-5.11,.207
Kraomer et al (2001b) 10042 0.9 8 10036 015 7 52% 0.33 [-0.70, 1.35) -
Subtotal (95% CI) 28 23 144% 1.22(~3.24, 0.79) =B
Heterogenety: Tau' = 2.79; Chi* = 17.70, df = 2 (P = 0.0001); I = 89%
96 h. FE
Kraemer o al. (2001a) 10028 0S54 10 10283 101 10 44% -3.02 (438, .1.65) ——
Sublotal (95% CI) 10 10 44%  -3.02[4.38,-185) -
Haotorogenody. Not appicatie
120 h. FE
Kraomor et al. (2001a) 10026 055 10 10276 089 10 42%  -324[466.-181) e
Subtotal (9% CI) 10 10 42%  324[4.66,.1.81) =
Helerogenety: Not appicable
Total (35% C1) 187 163 100.0%  -0.73(-1.20,-0.26) <
: Yau' = 0.83; Chi* = 76 58, df = 19 (P < 0.00001); I* = 75% % 2 ) % 2

Tost for subaroud dierances: Chi* » 39.05, df » 8 (P < 0.00001), I » 70.5%

Favours [expermentsl]  Favours [control]

Fig. 7 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of

muscle swelling
*4%) column***

3.2.Subsequent-Performance Measures.

We included five studies that determined the effect of CG (tights and sleeves) on the recovery of power
measured by squat jump, countermovement jump and dynamometer cart peak power (Duffield et al.,
2008; Jakeman et al., 2010a, 2010b; Kraemer et al., 2001a, 2001b) at an average pressure of 12.5-13.5
mmHg (range 10 — 15-17) in 29 male and 69 female (N = 98). Participants (20.84 + 2.12 years) were non-
strength-trained men and women, physically active and rugby players of regional category. The analysis
showed large and positive effects on the recovery from power tasks (Figure 8) with a weighted mean
small standard mean difference of 1.63 at all follow-up times. Results obtained at any time point
following exercise were also favorable to the use of CG (0.86 at 1 hour; 1.82 at 24 hours; 2.12 at 48
hours; 2.23 at 72 hours; 1.19 at 96 hours following exercise)
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Experimental
Study or Subgroup Mean S0 Total Mean

Controf

S$td. Mean Difference
SD Tetal Weight IV, Random. 95% CI

Oh FE
Duffoic ot ol (2008)

11076 2528% 7 1132264 204482 7T 35%
7

0,09 (-1.14,0.96)

Subtotal (95% CI) T O3S% 209 [-1.14, 0.96]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

1hFE
Jokeman ot al (20100) 5004 GAx 8 88662 Ao 9 &% 0.08 1-1.03, 0.58)
Jukeman of sl (20100) sa01 276 8 83817 343 17 36% 0051089, 079
Jakeman ot al (2010a) KoeT 655 L] 85,755 7.35% 2 I 050030, 157
Jakeman ot al (20100) 2586 25 8 B4 112 7 2% 3.25(1.96, 4 55)
Subtotal (95% CI) n 2 140% 0.86 [-0.44, 2.16)
Meterogeneity: Tau' = 149 O = 2040, df = 3 (P = 0.0001) I' = 38%

24hFE
Duffiols ot al. (2008) 1158828 206 4% 7 1114644 208495 7T A% 0.20 10.85,1.25)
Jakeman et al (2010a) 2 TAS L} 7934 18282 -] 35% 084 (0.16, 125
Jakeman ot al. (20108) 267 204 8 81.99 357 7 I 325195.45)
Jakeman et al (2010a) 9188 10.07 ] 67.844 152362 9 34% 1731057, 259
Jakeman ot sl (20100) 9146 384 8 70,06 383 7 2T% 548363, 73
Kraemer et al. (2001a) 1087 o 0 10.03 197 10 36% 0521038, 1.47)
Kraemer et al. (2001b) 216 521 8 198 509 7 A 1,71 j0.47,295)
Subtotsl (95% CI) 57 76 DA% 182(0.73,29)
Meterogenelty: Tau' = 1.77. O = 36 50, df = 6 (P < 0.00001);, I' = 84%

48 0. FE
Jakeman ot &l (20100) w2 0w L] 76317 19385 9 15% 1921007, 218)
Jakeman ot al (20100) 51 i 8 79.06 406 7 3.1% 390245, 535
Jakeman ot al (2010a) 88325 10426 8 64766 16536 3% 1501046.278
Jokeman et ol (20100) 02 Jes s 65.78 ag 17 26% LRARER ]
Kraemer ot al, (2001a) 985 113 10 1"not 098 10 36% 05200 -010)
Kraemer et al, {(2001b) 2268 512 L] w7 47 7 32% 2081075 341)
Subtotal (95% CI) 0 69 193% 212(0.41, 3 84)
Meterogeneity: Tan® = 4,15, ChF » 5788, df » 5 (P < 0.00001) I* » 91%

T2hFE
Jakerman ot ol (20100) 97262 10 8 87 9 35% 085015, 188)
Jakeman et al. (20100) 9r.00 3 5 8321 292 7w 34% 235125, 345
Jakeman ot al (2010a) 5887 78507 8 85511 7456 9 34% 1.2910.22,235)
Jokeman ot ol (20106) 9548 258 8 8321 217 17 2% 5151338, 692
Kraemer et al. {2001a) 1nma 0rs 10 1208 1.0 10 35% 145044, 245
Kraamaor et al. (20010) nmn 472 8 46 53 T 28% 330150501
Subtotal (95% CI) 9 195% 2231019, 0.0%)
Heterogenedy: Tau' = 1 29; CnF = 2233, df = 5 (P = 0.0005) I* = 78%

9% h FE
Jakeman ol al (2010a) S8.187 8538 8 ss21 "wn 9 Ae% «0.00 (095 09%)
Jakeman ol ol (20108) .5 242 8 98.52 27 7 16% 0341118051
Jakeman of al (2010a) 101.162 6152 s S2.067 .65 9 315% 1231017, 23
Jakeman et al (20100) 1009 " 8 3. 113 17 258% 492(3.21,662)
Kraemer ot al. (2001a) 128 128 10 1267 083 10 36% 087 (0.06, 1.80)
Subtotal (95% C1) “° 2 17 1.19[-0.14,2.57)

Heteropenedy. Tac' » 190, CnF = 3241, df » &4 (P < 0.00001) I* = 3%

120 h. FE
Kraemer et ol, (2001a) 1403 0o 10 1267
Subtotal (95% C1) 10
Heterogenedty. Not appicable
Total (35% CI) 243

083 10 35% 143042, 243
10 35% 143 (042, 243)
345 100.0% 1.63{1.10,2.16)

Meterogenedty: Tau' = 182, CnF = 16584, df = 26 (P < 0.00001); I* » 85%
Tost for subaroun dfforences: Chi* » 12.10, ol » 6 (P « 0061, I* » S0.4%

| ]

4 2 4
Favours [control]  Favours [exponmeetal]

Fig. 8 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of

muscle power
*¥*%) column™***

We included eight studies that determined the effect of CG (tights and sleeves) on the recovery of muscle
strength measured by maximal voluntary contraction, peak torque, isokinetic muscle strength and 1
repetition maximum (RM) (Carling et al., 1995; Duffield et al., 2010; Goto & Morishima, 2014; Jakeman
et al., 2010a, 2010b; Kraemer et al., 2001a, 2001b; Perrey et al., 2008) at an average pressure of 13.4-13.8
mmHg (range 10 — 17) in 50 male and 85 female (N = 135). These studies included various participants
with experience ranging from college and regional levels to non-strength-trained men and women, active
people, or trained in endurance (22,29 £ 2.59 years). Figure 9 shows the meta-analysis of the effects of
the compression treatment, with a weighted mean small standard mean difference of 1.18 at all follow-up
times. Results obtained at 0 hour following exercise (0.18) and 2 hours following exercise (0.35)
indicated small effect on recovery of muscle strength, whereas at 1 (0.92), 3 (2.36), 5 (2.98), 8 (2.88), 24
(1.01), 48 (1.47), 72 (1.57) and 96 hours following exercise (1.88) the effect of the treatment was large.
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Experimental Control Std. Mean Differonce Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean SO Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Oh.FE
Dutietd ot al. (2010) 56 TST 11 .72 947 11 25% 0.18 [-0.68, 1.02)
Dufield et al. (2010) 9819 SET1 11 BS17 6349 11 285% 021 [1.05,0,63)
Outheld ot al. (2010) 2866 4621 11 .32049 4514 11 25% 0.71 [-0.15, 1.58]
Porroy ot al. (2008) 76572 1974 8 75783 18514 8 24% 004 [-0,94, 1,02
Subtotal (95% CI) 41 FTR Y 1'3 0.18 [-0.26, 0.62)
Heterogenetty: Tau® = 0,00; Chi* = 236, df = 3 (P = 0.50); I = 0%
10 min, FE
Carling et al. (1925) 161 56 10 186 123 6 23% 2027 [1.29,0.74) s—_pts
Subtotal (95% C1) 10 6 23%  027[-129,074) E=0
Hetorogeneity: Not appicable
1h FE
Golo & Morishima (2014) 8964 256 9 793 536 0 21% 234 (1.08,3.61] ——
Golo & Mordishima (2014) 8523 1874 0 8364 187 9 23% 1.320.27, 2.38) —
Jakoman etal. (2010a) 17637 1068 8 19422 7516 9 24% 0,19 (-0.77, 1.14) —p—
Jakeman et al. (2010b) 791 396 & 1826 162 17 25% 0.13 [0.71, 0.97] oy e
Subtotal (95% CI) M “ 92 0.92[-0.03, 1.87) <
Hetorogonedy: Tau' = 0.67; Chi* = 10.64, of = 3 (P = 0.01); I* = 72%
2N FE
Dutield et al, (2010) 46 656 11 91 91T 11 25% 052033, 1.37) -+
Dutieid et al. (2010) 4379 4835 11 3016 5228 11 25% 0.31 [0,53, 1.15] -+—
Dutield ot al. (2010) AS016 4778 11 .19616 4221 11 25% 0.34 [0.50, 1.18] 2 o
Porrey et al. (2008) 8253 19.311 8 78338 1916 8 23% 021 [-0.78, 1.19] v
Subtotal (95% C1) 41 4@ omy 0.35 (-0.08, 0.79] >
Hetorogenelty: Tou' =000, Chi* =024, df = 3 (P =0.97); I*= 0%
3N FE
Golo & Modshima (2014) 9206 209 9 7549 571 9 17% 3.67{2.03,5.31) ——
Golo & Morishima (2014) 8806 278 9 8500 324 9 23% 1.2210.19, 2.25) ———
Subtotal (95% C1) 18 18 40% 2.36[-0.04, 4.75) =l
Hetorogenedty: Tau' =259, Chi* =614, df = 1 (P = 0.01); I' = 84%
ShFE
Golo & Monshima (2014) 9276 1067 9 7999 48 9 18% 3.28(1.76, 4.80) —p—
Golo & Modshima (2014) 9256 259 0 B450 204 9 20% 2.74(1.37.4.41] ——p—
Subtotal (95% C1) 18 18 38% 2.98(1,96, 4.00] <
Meterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 0.27, df = 1 (P = 0.61); P = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = .73 (P < 0.00001)
8h.FE
Golo & Morishima (2014) 9604 0845 9 86003 4614 2 19% 288(1.47.4.29] ep—
Golo & Morishima (2014) 9662 403 9 8532 342 9 19% 2.83(1.47.4.29) —p—
Subtotal (95% C1) 18 18 3% 288 (1,88, 3,88) -
Hetorogenesty: Tau* = 0.00; Chi* = 0.00, df » 1 (P = 1.00); F » 0%
24n.FE
Dutheid ot al, (2010) 46 65 11 91 97T 1 25% 052033, 137 -
Duttield ot al. (2010) A1379 4935 11 3016 5228 11 25% 0.31 053, 1,15] o Lo
Dutheld ot al, (2010) 8016 4778 11 -19616 4221 11 25% 0.34 [0.50, 1,18) —pr—
Golo & Modishima (2014)  97.12 0897 9 9179 4339 9 22% 1611051, 2.71] ——
Golo & Morishima (2014) 976 251 9 B1 305 9 18% 3.24(1.73,4.75) ——
Jakeman et ol (2010a)  -13537 8354 8 24144 10386 O 23% 1.06 §0.03, 2.10] ——
Jakeman et al. (20100) 1403 341 8 2244 202 17 20% 3.22(1.94,4.51) ——
Kraemer ot al. (2001a) 267 272 10 2482 163 10 24% 0.38 [-0.51, 1.26] ol hs
Carling ot al. (3595) 176 62 10 183 103 6 23% -0.08[-1,10,0.93) et =
Kraomer ot al. (2001b) 43799 3878 8 3729 3N 7 21% 1.7310.48,2.97] ot
Porrey ot al. (2008) 74933 25606 8 75844 22462 B 24% -0.04 [-1.02.0.94) ——
Subtotal (95% C1) 103 108 250% 1.01[0.41, 1.60) L 3
Heterogeneity: Tau® » 0.73; Chi* = 37.54, & » 10 (P < 0.0001); I* » 73%
48 h. FE
Carting et al (1595) 173 74 10 203 143 6 23% 0.27(-1.29,0,75) —
Jakeman ot al. (2010a) 5726 1675 8 29811 14363 9 22% 1471037, 2.58) —
Jakoman et al. (20100) 589 592 8 3023 329 17 15% 552365, 7.38] e —
Kraomaer ot o (2001a) 2748 302 10 2579 241 10 24% 059 [-0.31, 1.49] T
Kraomer ot ol (2001b) 43048 3919 8 34184 3256 7  19% 2.53(1.07.4.00] e
Porrey ot al. {2008) 81211 20345 8 83227 77227 B 23% -0.10 [-1.08, 0.88] o
Subtotal (95% C1) 52 57 127% 147016, 2.77] e
Meterogeneity: Tau® = 2.28; Chi = 3888, of = & (P < 0.00001); I* = 87%
72h FE
Cartieg ot ol (1995) 18.1 7 10 197 128 6 23% 0.16 [-1,17, 0.85) —
Jakeman ot al. (2010a) 5 123 8 22333 17412 9 23% 1.0810.04, 292 e
Jakeman et al. (2010) 503 456 8 -2051 567 17 21% 2.79(1.60, 3.99) A
Kraemer et & (20012) 2881 429 10 259 38 10 24% 0,69 [0.22, 1.60) ™
Krasmer ot al (2001b) 47.283 4041 8 20968 3.187 7 13% 4,44 12.33, 6.55) S —
Subtotal (95% C1) 4 49 10.5% 1.57 [0.30, 2.84) -
Heterogenetty: Tau' = 1.69; Chi' = 24.08, of = 4 (P < 0.0001): 1" = B3%
9 h. FE
Jakeman ot al. (2010a) 0512 11.288 B -14.480 16057 9 23% 1.01 [0.01, 2.04) e
Jakeman et al. (2010b) 034 374 8 1302 311 17 19% 3.90 [2.45, 5.34] ———
Kraemer ot & (20010) 206 279 10 2660 289 10 24% 0.98 {0.04, 1.92) p——
Subtotal (95% C1) 26 3% 66% 1.88 [0.26, 3.50) -=cTge—
Meterogenetty: Tau' = 1.70; Chi* = 12.67, &f = 2 (P = 0.002) I* = 84%
120h FE
Kraemaor ot & (2001a) 3301 382 10 2958 283 10 24% 0.98 10.04, 1.92] e
Subtotal (95% C1) 10 10 24% 0.98 (0,04, 1.92) -
Heterogenedty: Not appicable
Total (95% CI) 415 446 100.0% 1.18 (0.84, 1.51) *

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.96; Chi* = 156,08, of = 44 (P < 0.00001) I = 78%
Teost for sudaroup dfferences: Chi* = 56,68, af = 11 (P < 0.00001). ¥ = 50.6%
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Fig. 9 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of

muscle strength
*#%D column***
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3.3.Perceptual Responses

The search identified fifteen studies that examined the effectiveness of CG (stockings, tights and sleeves)
on perceived MS (Ali et al., 2007; Bovenschen et al., 2013; Carling et al., 1995; Davies et al., 2009;
Duffield et al., 2008, 2010; Duffield & Portus, 2007; French et al., 2008; Goto & Morishima, 2014;
Jakeman et al., 2010a, 2010b; Kraemer et al., 2001a, 2001b; Perrey et al., 2008; Trenell et al., 2006) at an
average pressure of 15.3-18.1 mmHg (range 10 — 25-35), in 135 male and 99 female (N = 234). These
studies included recreational runners and athletes, active participants, non-strength-trained men and
women, healthy college students, university netball and basketball players, U-21 rugby players of
regional category, regional cricket players, and people trained in endurance (23.32 + 3.22 years). Figure
10 shows the meta-analysis of the effects of compression treatment, with a weighted mean small standard
mean difference of -0.43 at all follow-up times. Although at 1 h. following exercise (0.15) MS seemed to
be increased, results obtained showed that MS was reduced with the treatment (-0.19 at 0 hour; -0.41 at 2
hours; -0.49 at 24 hours; -0.51 at 48 hours; -0.82 at 72 hours; -0.90 at 96 hours following exercise)
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Std. Mean Ditference

IV, Random, 95% C1

Experimental Control Std. Mean Diference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD_Total Mean SO _Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

Oh FE
Dufield et al. (2008) 55 15 7 66 15 7 19% -0.69[-1.78, 0.40]
DufSeld & Portizs (2007) 3533 1266 10 44 09 10 21% 0.76 {-1.67, 0.16]
Dutieid & Portus (2007) 3233 1133 10 39 11 10 22% 0.57 [-1.47,0.33]
French et al. (2008) 7486 0710 26 6824 1033 26 27% 0.73[0.17, 1.30]
Perrey et al (2008) 1 09 8 1 08 8 20% 0.00 |-0.98, 0.95]
Subtotal (95% CI) 61 61 10.9% 019 [-0.87, 0.48)
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.3% Ché = 1220, &f = 4 (P = 0.02); I" = 67%

10 min. FE
Caring et al. (199%) 083 083 10 1 1 6 20% <0.18 -1.19, 0.83]
Subtotal (95% CI) 10 6 20% Q.18 [-1.19,0.83)
Hi genedty: Not

1h FE
A ot al (2007) 27 036 14 27 036 14 24% 0.00(-0.74,0.74)
AN ot al. {2007) 36 045 14 27 045 14 21% 1.94(1.02, 2.86)
Fronch et al, (2008) 5997 107¢ 26 S641 1973 26 27% 0.31 1024, 0.36]
Jakeman ot al, (20100) 1175 1264 8 3244 1865 9 19% -132(-240.-024)
Jaweman et al. (2010b) 3057 2404 8 2587 1222 1T 22% 027(057,1.12)
Tronell ot al. (2006) 23 22 1 33 2% m 22% -0.45-1.30, 0.40]
Subtotal (95% CI) 81 91 138% 0.15[-0.57, 0.87)
Heterogoenoity: Tau® = 0.62: Ch* = 24.06, & = 5 (P = 0.0002) I » 79%

2hFE
Dufield et al. (2010) 3125 2 11 4625 1875 11 22% 0.74 (1161, 0.13]
Perrey ot ol (2008) or o9 8 07 08 8 20% 0.00 {-0.98, 0.98]
Subtotal (95% CI) 19 " % 041113, 032)
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.05; Chi* = 1.24, df = 1 (P = 0.27). I" = 10%

240 FE
AS et al (2007) 27 045 14 27 063 14 24% 0.00(-0.74,0.74)
Carfing ot al. (199%) 234 117 10 25 1a7 6 20% 0.13(-1.14, 0.88)
Davies et al. (2009) 22 T 1 2 11 1 23% 0.151.0.65, 1.02)
Dufield et al, (2010) 35 1625 11 6125 1715 11 24% <150 [-2.46, -0.53|
Outfield ot al. (2008) 69 16 7 8 177 1% 0.62(1.71, 0.46)
Outeld & Portus (2007) 220967 10 34 11 10 21%  -1.11[2.07.-015)
Outield & Portiss (2007) 1667 1.2 10 3 12 10 21% <106 [-2.01, -0.11)
French et al. (2008) 6548 0587 26 7054 0768 26 27% 0.73[-1.29.-0.17]
Goto & Morighma (2014) 49 6 9 73 5 9 21% 0.41]-1.35,052)
Jakeman et al. (2010a) 4112 225 B8 704 0506 9 1% <1.74 [-2.90. -0.58]
Jakeman et al, (2010b) 357 143 8 5137 156 17 22% <100 [-1.89. -0.10]
Kraomer ot al. (2001a) 205 053 10 218 062 10 22% 0.22{-1.10, 0.65)
Keaomer ot al. (2001b) 31 055 8 22 035 7 186% 181054, 307)
Porray ot & (2008) 45 186 8 47 16 8 20% 0.12 1-1.10, 0.86]
Subtotal (95% C1) 150 155 293%  0.49(-0.88,-0.11)
Heterogenetty: Tau® » 0.31; Ché » 31,86, &f » 13 (P » 0.003) F » 59%

480 FE
Carfing et al. (1995) 383 134 10 417 184 6 20% 0.21-1.22,081)
Davies ot al. (2003) 22 14 11 26 13 1 22% 0.32(-1.16, 0.52)
French et al (2008) 6397 058 26 7167 1167 26 27% 082 [-1.39, .0.26)
Jakeman et al. (2010a) 55876 1745 8 74 1M 9 19% “1.19[-2.25,-0.14)
Jakeman et al. (2010b) 2642 1541 B 6637 1358 17 18% “2.73(-3.90, -1.55)
Kraemer ot al. (2001a) 422 07 10 395 185 10 22% 0.18 1.0.70, 1.06)
Kraemer et al. (2001b) 375 056 & 33 05 7 19% 0.79 (027, 1.36)
Perrey ot al. (2008) 54 16 8 56 14 8 20% 0.13§-1.11, 0.885)
Trenell ot al. (2006) 36 24 11 44 22 1% 22% 0.351122,047]
Subtotal (95% CI) 100 105 10.0% .51 [-1.05, 0.03)
Heoterogeneity: Tau® = 0.46; Ch* = 26.76, of = 8 (P = 0.001); I" = 69%

T2h.FE
Caring ot al, (1995) 383 217 10 383 284 6 20% 0.00(-1.01, 1.01)
Dufield ot al. (2008) 25 7 T 3821 7 19% 0491156, 0585)
Jakeman ot al. (20100) 2762 1.196 8 46 1434 9 19% <131 [-2.39.-0.24)
Jakeman ot al, (2010b) 1977 106 8 3187 103 17 21% <1.13[-2.04,-022]
Kraemer ot al. (2001a) 361 101 10 318 103 10 22% 040 [-0.48, 1.29]
Kraemer of al. (2001b) 183 047 8 4 04 7 08% -4.65 [-6.84, -2 46)
Parrey ot ol (2008) 33 14 8 41 18 8 20% 047 |-1.47, 053]
Subtotal (95% CI) £ 64 130%  -0.32[-1.61,-0.03]
Heterogeneity: Tau® » 0.80. Ch* » 2255, &f » 6 (P » 0.0010), I » 73%

96 N FE
Jakeman et al. (2010a) 1025 133 B 1455 0485 9 21% 0.42|-1.38, 0.55)
Jakeman et al. (2010b) 1 1387 8 1162 068 17 22% <0.17 [-1.01, 0.68]
Kraemer et al. (2001a) 102 048 10 251 074 10 1% 229[-347.-1.11)
Subtotal (95% CI) 26 ¥ 6% 0,90 [-2.10, 0.30)
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.85; Ch? = 881, df = 2 (P = 0.01), I = 77%

120 h. FE
Kraemer et al. (2001b) 024 027 8 054 047 719N 0.751-1.81,031]
Subtotal (95% CI) L} 7T 1% 0.75 (+1.81,0.31)
+ geneity: Not
Total (95% CI) 514 544 100.0%  -0.43[-0.66,.0.19)

Hoterogeneity: Tau® = 0.45; Ch* = 14860, of = 47 (P < 0.00001); I* = 63%

Test for subarouo difforences: Ch = 527, =8 (P =073), F=0%
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Fig. 10 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures

perceived MS
*#ED column***

4. DISCUSSION

of
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These results suggest that the application of compression clothing may aid the recovery of EIMD.
However they must be interpreted with caution, because they also indicate very high heterogeneity. I*
statistic focuses on the effect of any type of heterogeneity on the meta-analysis (Higgins et al., 2003),
which includes additive components due to within-study variation (usually between-patient variation) and
between-study variation (heterogeneity) (Higgins & Thompson, 2002). Each study was conducted with
different methods and participants, thus it can be assumed that the high heterogeneity reported in most
results of this meta-analysis is due to these aspects.

4.1.Physiological and Physical Effects

The literature suggests that compression-induced increase in venous blood flow could increase the
clearance of metabolites and the supply of nutrients (Berry & McMurray, 1987; Chatard et al., 2004).
However we have found negative effects of CG on [La—], removal following exercise (Fig. 5). It is worth
mentioning that [La—], per se is not necessarily a valid indicator of recovery quality (Barnett, 2006).
However, the fact that lactate is somewhat retained in the previously active muscle with compression
stockings rather than being cleared more quickly without (Berry & McMurray, 1987; Rimaud et al., 2010)
suggests that the efficacy of wearing compression stockings during passive recovery may be limited
(Rimaud et al., 2010). It may instead favor muscle glyconeogenesis (Bangsbo et al., 1997), an important
fate of lactate during recovery (Fournier et al., 2002; McDermott & Bonen, 1992). Furthermore, some
studies reporting changes in [La—], (Berry & McMurray, 1987; Chatard et al., 2004) have also reported
small plasma volume shifts, which may account for the observed reductions in [La—],.

Strenuous exercise that damages skeletal muscle cell structure results in an increase in blood CK-3
Armstrong et al., 1991; Epstein, 1995; Mair et al., 1995). This response is a reflection of both diffusion
and clearance from the circulatory system (Clarkson & Hubal, 2002). CK-3 travels from the damaged
muscle tissue into the interstitial fluid prior to entering the circulation (Hortobagyi & Denahan, 1989),
thus CK-3 does not appear in the blood until several hours after the injection (Volfinger et al., 1994). On
the one hand, several studies reported that CK-3 concentrations in experimental groups were not as high
as those found in control groups, but differences among groups started occurring 24 (Duffield & Portus,
2007), 48 (Kraemer et al., 2001a) or 72 hours following exercise (Kraemer et al., 2001b). On the other
hand, several studies showed no difference between conditions, although CK-3 activity increased
significantly after damaging exercise in both groups (Davies et al., 2009; Duffield et al., 2008, 2010;
French et al., 2008; Jakeman et al., 2010a, 2010b). Previous findings (Born et al., 2013; Hill et al., 2013)
have pointed out that the use of CG is able to reduce concentrations of CK-3, which may be attributed to
an attenuation in the release of CK-3 into the bloodstream, the improved venous return and the enhanced
clearance of metabolites (Ali et al., 2007; Kraemer et al., 2004). However our results (Fig 6.) indicate that
this benefit is not clearly shown, and it remains unclear why. Nevertheless, LDH-5 (Fig. 7) seems to be
reduced, especially 48 hours following exercise. The responses of CK-3 and LDH-5 might depend upon
where the primary site of muscle damage occurred (Kraemer et al., 2001a), the training status of the
participants (Maughan & Gleeson, 2010; Pyne, 1994), the type and familiarity with the exercise modality
used, and therefore, the extent of myocellular release of specific proteins. The high inter- and intra-
individual variability in CK-3 and LDH-5 response question its accuracy at gauging the magnitude of
muscle damage because these parameters mostly serve as global markers for damage to contractile
elements and as indicators of recovery, rather than providing evidence for its progress (Clarkson et al.,
1986; Friden & Lieber, 2001).

The inflammatory response which follows tissue damage to the sarcolemma, leads to a disruption of
calcium homeostasis, cell necrosis and infiltration of neutrophil cells (Armstrong, 1984; Friden et al.,
1989). This release of the proteins from the damaged contractile elements into the interstitial fluid
(Kraemer et al., 2001a) results in sensations of pain and soreness and creates an increase in tissue osmosis
(Volfinger et al., 1994). Because of the osmotic gradient, fluid from the circulatory system is absorbed,
which increases the interstitial fluid and intracompartmental pressure, resulting in an edema (Kraemer et
al., 2001a). Applying compression can reduce exercise-induced edema by promoting lymphatic outflow
and transporting the profuse fluid from the interstitium of the muscle back into the circulation (Burnand et
al., 1980; Kraemer et al., 2001a). This is due to an external pressure gradient that attenuates changes in
osmotic pressure and reduces the space available for swelling and haematoma to occur (Kraemer et al.,
2004). Although several studies reported no significant difference between compression and control
groups (Carling et al., 1995; Davies et al., 2009), others found differences after a running exercise
(Bovenschen et al., 2013), at 24 hours (Goto & Morishima, 2014), 48 hours (Kraemer et al., 2001b) and
the fifth day of recovery (Kraemer et al., 2001a). Based on our results (Fig. 8) the greater benefits of
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compression in reducing swelling occurred at 48 and 72 hours following exercise, when swelling appears
intramuscularly and subcutaneously (Kraemer et al., 2004). A reduction in the edema could attenuate the
inflammatory response that would promote further structural damage (Kraemer et al., 2001a), and hence
potentially be the underlying cause of the decreased perception of soreness (Jakeman et al., 2010a), or the
enhanced recovery of power and strength measurements when wearing CG.

4.2 Subsequent-Performance Measures.

The decreased force after fatiguing exercise protocols (Clarkson et al., 1992; Howell et al., 1993;
Newham et al., 1983; Nottle & Nosaka, 2005) is due to pain and structural damage (Kraemer et al.,
2001a, 2001b), local muscle trauma (Allen, 2001) and the possible reduction in contractile function due to
the peripheral contractile interference (Duffield et al., 2010; Green, 1997) caused by the accumulation of
metabolic intermediates (Green, 1997). This disruption of the neural function has also been associated
with the inhibition of muscle function (Michaut et al., 2002; Perrey et al., 2008) suggesting the existence
of a “central modulation”, presented in the literature as a central protection of the muscle from further
peripheral fatigue and damage (Gandevia, 2001). The muscle fiber alignment provided by CG (Kraemer
et al., 2001b) may limit EIMD and stimulate a better recovery of membrane structures, which may speed-
up the recovery of contractile components and excitation—contraction coupling processes, and may serve
as an external mechanical support to the muscle. However these findings may also be explained by other
physiological markers. This might be why power (Fig. 9) and strength (Fig. 10) results at all follow-up
times revealed a great positive effect when applying compression compared with control groups,
confirming the findings of earlier research (Born et al., 2013; Hill et al., 2013). Although benefits were
reported immediately following exercise, power and strength values were higher when subjects were
wearing CG, especially 24 hours following exercise. Several authors have indicated that the compression
treatment seems to be particularly beneficial between 48 and 72 hours following exercise for peak torque
and isokinetic muscle strength (Jakeman et al., 2010a, 2010b; Kraemer et al., 2001a, 2001b; Perrey et al.,
2008) and at 24 hours following exercise for voluntary muscle activation (Perrey et al., 2008). These
results suggest that despite the fact that contractile properties could recover relatively early, the recovery
of the ability to generate force seems to be delayed. The individual stretch-shortening cycle (SSC)
contribution to increased power output should also be considered (Miyaguchi & Demura, 2006). As it
largely removes the contribution of the SSC to performance, the SJ along with knee extension may be
considered as a better indicator of knee extensor performance than CMJ performance (Jakeman et al.,
2010a). Other performance areas related to power but not analyzed here are sprint and agility
performances. Sprint or repeated-sprint performance (5, 10, 20 and 30 m.) measured in several studies
(Davies et al., 2009; Duffield et al., 2008; French et al., 2008), as well as the 5-0-5 agility test (Davies et
al., 2009), or multiplanar speed (French et al., 2008) show equivocal findings because there was no
significant difference between CG and a control group 24—48 hours after various types of exercise.

4.3.Perceptual Responses

Exercise-induced MS accompanies muscle damage, and ratings of perceived MS are widely used to
evaluate CG effects during recovery (MacRae et al., 2011) because it provides further information
regarding the state of the muscle environment, although it may not specifically reflect the magnitude of
exercise-induced muscle damage (Nosaka et al., 2002). The underlying mechanisms behind the cause of
delayed onset muscle soreness (DOMS) remain unclear (Cheung et al., 2003; Maclntyre et al., 1995),
because active inflammatory cells are not always present with signs and symptoms of DOMS (Schwane et
al., 1982). Therefore other factors are likely to contribute to the perception of soreness (Friden et al.,
1986; Newham, 1988; Stauber et al., 1990). DOMS are related to mechanical forces in the contractile or
elastic tissue, that result in the disruption of the muscle fiber and surrounding connective tissue
(Armstrong, 1984; Stauber et al., 1990), the inflammatory response (Smith, 1991) or a combination of
both (Clarkson & Hubal, 2002; Connolly et al., 2003). Moreover, the time course between damage and
pain is controversial, as the inflammatory response starts as rapidly as a few hours after tissue injury,
before muscles become painful (Armstrong et al., 1980). The positive effects of CG on these symptoms
could cause reductions in perceived MS regardless of measurement time, but we must be cautious with
this interpretation due to the subjectivity of these measurements (Brophy-Williams et al., 2014; Davies et
al., 2009). MS Results obtained at different follow-up times indicated that CG alleviated the perception of
DOMS. As such, the use of CG may be beneficial to promote psychological recovery from high-intensity
exercise regardless of potential physiological changes.

5. LIMITATIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS.
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Many factors can influence the inconclusive findings and the high heterogeneity stated. Although studies
reported pressures ranging from 15 to 35 mmHg, which are within the range of values considered as
beneficial, it is likely that participants may not have received adequate levels of pressure to induce
measurable changes (Brophy-Williams et al., 2014; Hill et al., 2015). The variations in pressure
classifications between countries (Bianchi & Todd, 2000; Clark & Krimmel, 2006; Linnitt & Davies,
2007), different manufacturers of CG (Jonker et al., 2001), type of CG (graduated compression or not),
anatomical regions covered by the garment (Bottaro et al., 2011; Kraemer et al., 2001a), postures and foot
positions (Wertheim et al., 1999) and gender (Tiidus & Enns, 2008; Volfinger et al., 1994) may also
contribute to the inconsistencies between results. Moreover, some athletes may be more or less
susceptible to alterations in myocyte membrane permeability, or have differing biomarker clearance rates
due to individual responses to exercise and training status. Further research with different types of CG
(whenever was possible with a placebo condition) is needed to identify the optimal pressure to induce the
greatest increase in venous blood flow (Brophy-Williams et al., 2014; Driller & Halson, 2013). It is also
necessary to know the optimal length of time that CG must be worn, the effect of compression clothes to
tolerate greater training loads or maintain consistency between trials, over a number of days following
exercise and how this treatment affects longer-term recovery, the influence of posture and his relation to
the pressure exerted, and if wearing compression while participants sleeps affect MS perception.

Due to the variation in muscle damage characteristics from one individual to another (Warhol et al.,
1985), the variability in responses to EIMD (Clarkson & Hubal, 2002), the complex nature of EIMD, and
the inconsistent findings, limited practical recommendations can be reported. Athletes should benefit
from these resources especially in sports where limited rest between competitions is available, when there
is a significant increase in training intensity and volume, or during travel. To provide the ideal graduated
compression, the CG need to be custom fit to the contours of an individuals” limbs. Although therapeutic
compression should be applied immediately after EIMD and for at least 72 hours following exercise
(Kraemer et al., 2004), the benefits of CG seem to be most pronounced when they are applied for
recovery purposes 12 to 48 hours following exercise (Born et al., 2013). To date, it can be assumed that
the longer an athlete can wear compression for following exercise, the better (Vaile et al., 2010).

6. CONCLUSIONS.

Based on our results, CG may be able to assist athletic recovery following exercise, but the findings are
often isolated (need corroboration) or inconclusive (mixed results across studies). Most results obtained
have high heterogeneity, thus findings should be interpreted with caution, because sometimes true effects
are assumed to vary between studies. In addition, similarly to other reviews, it is possible that certain
studies appeared after the manuscript was completed. Therefore, although various unknown factors may
affect our findings, CG seem to be beneficial for the recovery of several markers of EIMD in athletes..
Compression treatment does not attenuate the concentration of CK-3 following exercise, and there seems
to be increases in [La—], and reductions on LDH-5 concentration. Nevertheless, it accelerates the recovery
of muscle function, mainly 24 hours following exercise. Power and strength results indicate the benefits
of CG on other physiological variables, such as those related to muscle swelling. Finally, perceptual
measurements tend to be better with compression, being most pronounced 72 hours following exercise.
Thus, the present review found conclusive evidence that swelling, power, strength, and MS are improved
during recovery with CG, HR seems to be unaffected, but there are little and inconsistent evidence of the
benefit of CG in other markers of EIMD like [La—],, CK-3 or LDH-5.
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LEGENDS OF FIGURES

Fig. 1 Summary of search strategy and selection process based on included and excluded studies

Fig. 2 Risk of bias graph: review authors’ judgements about each risk of bias item presented as
percentages across all included studies. ® indicate low risk of bias; * indicate unknown risk of bias; @
indicate high risk of bias

Fig. 3 Risk of bias summary: review authors’ judgements about each risk of bias item for each included
study

Fig. 4 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of [La—

Ip
Fig. 5 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of CK-3

Fig. 6 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of LDH-
5

Fig. 7 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of
muscle swelling

Fig. 8 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of
muscle power

Fig. 9 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of
muscle strength

Fig. 10 Forest plot representing a comparison between the use of a CG and a control for measures of
perceived MS
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Highlights

Controversy in pressure, time of treatment and type of garment to maximize benefit.

Conclusive evidence increasing power and strength.

Conclusive evidence reducing perceived muscle soreness and swelling.
No clear evidence of decreased lactate or creatine kinase.

Little evidence of decreased lactate dehydrogenase.
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