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Abstract: The aim of this study was to investigate the relationship between basic cognitive functions
and sport-specific physical performance in young volleyball players. Forty-three female volleyball
players (age 11.2 ± 0.8 years) were tested for cognitive performance by measuring simple reaction
time (clinical reaction time), executive control (Flanker task), and perceptual speed (visual search
task). Moreover, a set of tests was used to assess physical abilities as volleyball-specific skills (accuracy
of setting, passing, and serving) and motor skills (change of direction, vertical jump, and balance).
A cumulated value for both cognitive and sport-specific physical performance tests was computed
by adding up each test’s domain outcomes. Pearson’s r correlation analysis showed a large positive
correlation (r = 0.45, d-value = 1.01) of the cumulated score summarizing cognitive functions with
the cumulated score summarizing sport-specific physical performance. Moreover, small-to-medium
correlations (d-value from 0.63 to 0.73) were found between cognitive and motor skills. Given the
cumulative scores, these results suggest that volleyball athletes with superior basic cognitive functions
present better sport-specific physical performance. Our findings encourage to extend the knowledge
of the associations between cognitive and motor skills within a sports performance context.

Keywords: young athletes; cognition; team sports; sport-specific skills; motor skills; executive functions

1. Introduction

Volleyball is an intermittent team ball sport requiring players to have well-developed
physical and physiological capacities [1] and significant motor control and cognitive func-
tioning. As an open skill sport, sport-specific motor actions are performed in a relatively
dynamic and changing environment, which suggests the involvement of high perceptual–
cognitive demands during a volleyball match [2]. Recent reviews provided evidence of
superior general cognitive functions in expert athletes of team sports over non-expert
peers [3,4]. The importance of cognitive functions in open skill sports has been demon-
strated especially in soccer, in which high-level players demonstrated better cognitive
abilities than their low-level counterparts [5,6]. In addition, better cognitive abilities were
found to be associated with future performance success in young soccer players [7,8].
Similar results were also found for volleyball, where elite players demonstrated better
cognitive functions than non-athlete controls [9]. A recent study in volleyball has adopted a
multidimensional approach to investigate potential differences between players of different
competitive levels [10]. Volleyball-specific skills, change of direction (COD ability), vertical
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jump, and general cognitive functions (executive control and perceptual speed) were found
to be superior in players competing at a higher level compared to their low-level peers [10].
Taken together, these findings suggest that general cognitive functions are important com-
ponents of performance in sports, especially in team sports, where perceptual–cognitive
demands are high [9]. However, a combination of both physical and motor performance
with basic cognitive functions should be considered to depict a complete portrait of ath-
letes’ abilities [10,11]. In the same context, a further study investigated the relationship
between cognitive functions and soccer-specific motor skills in soccer players ranging from
11 to 13 years of age [11]. The attention window was positively correlated with dribbling
skills, and working memory was positively associated with dribbling, ball control, and ball
juggling skills. Interestingly, the cumulated score of the cognitive tests was positively
related to the cumulated score of the motor tests [11]. This finding supports the close
interplay of motor and cognitive skills, suggesting a connection between physical and
cognitive domains in youth athletic development. In a broader view, apart from a field-
based performance context, the health and growth of youngsters (children and adolescents)
engaging in physical activity can be harmonically promoted [12,13] by targeting the whole
area of well-being including social interactions, active lifestyle, cognition, physical fitness,
and motor skills. In a specific view, motor skills and general cognitive functions can
share common bases concurring to enhance a holistic development both in athlete and in
non-athlete youngsters.

In contrast to the relationship between general cognitive functions and sport-specific
motor skills in young soccer players [11], to the best of our knowledge, no studies have
examined the association between general cognitive functions and sport-specific motor
skills in youth volleyball. Similar to Scharfen and Memmert (2019), the present study
intends to extend knowledge on the relationship between general cognitive functions
and motor skills in young athletes. This would promote research and discussion on the
potential interplay between cognition and motor skills as determinants of sport (especially
open skill sports) performance in youth development.

Therefore, the aim of the present study was to investigate the association of basic
cognitive functions (simple reaction time, executive control, and perceptual speed) with
sport-specific physical performance, including volleyball-specific skills (accuracy of setting,
passing, and serving) and motor skills (COD, vertical jump, and balance) in youth volleyball
players. These variables were chosen as a previous investigation showed their importance
in discriminating volleyball players of different competitive levels [10].

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Participants

Fifty-seven young female volleyball players were recruited from the youth academy of
three Italian volleyball teams. Players had been practicing volleyball for at least two years.
This study was conducted during the second half of the competitive season, from April to
May. Experimental procedures were performed in an indoor facility at the same time of
the day (i.e., from 3:00 to 6:00 p.m.) under controlled environmental conditions. Fourteen
datasets were excluded due to missing cognitive dataset, motor dataset, or both, thus lead-
ing to a final sample of 43 participants (age = 11.2 ± 0.8 years, height = 1.52 ± 0.10 m,
body mass = 40.5 ± 7.5 kg). Before the commencement of data collection, players’ legal
guardians provided written consent after being deeply informed about potential risks and
benefits of the study. The study was carried out in accordance with the Helsinki Declaration
of 1975 and was approved by the ethics committee of the Università degli Studi di Milano
(approval number 2/12).

2.2. Procedures

Two testing sessions were scheduled within one week, separated by at least 48 h.
The first testing session aimed to assess anthropometric characteristics and cognitive perfor-
mance, including simple reaction time, executive control, and perceptual speed. Regarding
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the anthropometric measures, body mass and sitting height were also obtained to compute
the corresponding maturity index as from Mirwald and colleagues [14] (Table 1). The sec-
ond testing session aimed to assess volleyball-specific skills and motor skills. A recovery
period of 10 min was allowed between each test to avoid fatigue-induced effects [15].
Participants were familiarized with the testing procedures.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics for anthropometric, motor, and cognitive variables.

N = 43 Mean SD

Age (years) 11.21 0.8
Maturity Offset (years) −2.5 0.7

Body mass (kg) 40.5 7.5
Stature (m) 1.52 0.1

Agility T-test (s) 7.59 0.38
CMJ (m) 0.27 0.03

BESS test (a.u.) 15.0 5.9
Volleyball-specific skills 21.6 4.4

Clinical reaction time (ms) 252 32
Visual search total time (ms) 4307 625

Flanker interference (ms) 133 69
Note: Sample size (N) = 43; CMJ: countermovement vertical jump with arm swing; BESS: balance error scoring
system test; volleyball-specific skills: sum of setting, serving, and passing volleyball skills.

2.3. Cognitive Functions

Cognitive functions included a test to assess simple reaction time in a clinical setting
and two computer-based tasks to assess executive control and perceptual speed.

• Simple reaction time. Participants’ reaction time was assessed using the clinical
reaction time test [16]. During the testing procedure, participants sat at a table,
with the dominant limb’s hand open and placed at the table’s edge. The apparatus
to measure the reaction time was suspended vertically, the weighted disk aligned
with the top of the participant’s open hand. Participants were asked to maintain their
gaze on the weighted disc. At random intervals, the examiner released the apparatus,
and the participant had to catch the apparatus as quickly as possible. The distance
from the top of the disk to the most prominent part of the participant’s hand was
measured and converted to clinical reaction time. Participants completed eight trials;
the mean value was calculated and served for subsequent analysis.

• Executive control. For this test, a modified version of the Flanker task with arrows
was used [17]. Participants were requested to respond as quickly and accurately as
possible to the direction of a left or right target arrow while ignoring two flanking
arrows on each side, pointing towards the same or the opposite direction. The task
included trials in two different conditions, i.e., congruent and incongruent. In the
congruent condition, the target and flanking arrows pointed to the same direction (left:
< < < < < or right: > > > > >), while in the incongruent condition, the flanking arrows
pointed to the opposite direction of the target ones (left: < < > < < or right: > > < >
>). When the arrows appeared on the computer screen, participants had to detect the
target arrows’ direction and press as quickly as possible the keys A or L for left and
right directions, respectively. For each condition, 50 trials were presented randomly
with right and left target arrows occurring with the same probability, for a total of 100
trials. Participants had to respond to the target arrow within 2 s after they appeared
on the screen. Mean response time was computed for each condition, considering only
correct responses. Flanker interference was calculated by subtracting congruent from
incongruent trials’ response times and was considered the outcome variable.

• Perceptual speed. The visual search task [18]. was used to measure the perceptual
speed. Different stimuli were presented on a computer screen, i.e., a target (an orange
letter T) and distractors (blue and/or upside-down orange Ts). Participants had to
press the keyboard’s space button when the target stimulus appeared among distractor
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stimuli. They had to avoid pressing the key if the target was missing. The target
stimulus could be present among the 5, 10, 15, and 20 items composing each trial,
randomized across a total of 100 trials. For each item trial, 25 trials were presented
randomly, with the present or absent target occurring with the same probability.
Participants had to respond as quickly and accurately as possible within 4 s from the
trial presentation. Mean response time was computed for each item trial considering
only correct responses. The sum of the response times for the 5, 10, 15 and 20 items
was considered as the outcome variable (visual search total time).

2.4. Sport-Specific Physical Performance
2.4.1. Volleyball-Specific Skills

Participants were tested on the accuracy of setting, serving, and passing skills in
an indoor facility [19,20], following the procedures adopted in a previous study [21].
Two digital cameras (240 fps, 1080 p, FDR1000V, Sony, Tokyo, Japan) were used to film
each skill. Skills’ accuracy was based on the participants’ ability to hit specific targets.
Six trials for each skill were performed. For each skill, the sum of points of the six trials
was considered as the overall score.

• Setting. The player was positioned close to the net and received the ball from the
coach located at a distance of 5 m. The player had to set the ball to a circular target
(diameter = 0.8 m) placed in a square (side length = 2.3 m). Setting the ball in the
circular target awarded 3 points, hitting the edge of the circle 2 points, placing the ball
outside of the circle and inside the square 1 point, and placing it outside of the square
0 points.

• Serving. The player had to serve in the opposite half-court (width = 9 m) from a service
position. One point was awarded when the ball reached the opposite half-court, 0
points when a serve fell outside the opposite half-court.

• Passing. The player had to direct a pass from the coach to a target (length = 1.6 m;
width = 2.3 m) positioned at the net 2 m from the right-hand sideline. This target
was chosen because it was the approximate position of the setter during a match.
The coach, positioned in the opposite field 1 m above the ground and 6 m from the
net, threw an overhead pass to the receiving player. The player was required to pass
the ball to another player standing with the arms extended above their head (setter)
in the primary target area. A secondary target area was created, extending from
the right-hand sideline (length = 3 m; width = 4.1 m). A pass in the primary target
area awarded 2 points, in the secondary target area 1 point, and outside the target
area 0 points. For a complete description of the testing battery, please refer to the
literature [19,20]. The sum of the accuracy score of the three skills was considered as
the outcome variable.

2.4.2. Motor Skills

Motor skills tests included the assessment of COD, vertical jump, and balance.

• COD. The modified agility T-test was used to assess COD speed [22]. Participants
began with both feet behind the starting line. At participants’ discretion, they sprinted
towards a cone set 5 m in front of them and touched it with the right hand. Then,
participants performed a lateral shuffle to the left towards a cone set at a distance of
2.5 m and touched it with the left hand. Then, they shuffled towards a cone set 5 m to
their right and touched it with the right hand. After that, they shuffled to their left for
2.5 m and touched the first cone again with the left hand. Finally, they ran backwards
and crossed the starting line. Each participant completed two trials, separated by a
recovery of 3 min. Participants were required to face forward continuously and not to
cross their feet; the inability to comply with these instructions determined the trial’s
invalidation. In this case, an additional trial was completed. The average time of two
successful trials was included in the analysis. Performance time was recorded using a
timing gate system (Witty, Microgate, Bolzano, Italy) [15,23].
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• Vertical jump. Participants performed three countermovement jumps (CMJ) with arm
swing. An infrared-validated device (Optojump next system, Microgate, Bolzano,
Italy) was used to measure vertical jump height [24]. Each participant completed three
jumps, observing a recovery period of 3 min between each trial. The average jump
height was used for the subsequent analysis [23].

• Balance. Participants performed the balance error scoring system (BESS) test [25,26].
They were instructed to maintain three stances (bilateral, unilateral, and tandem
stances) on both a firm and a foam pad. In the bilateral stance, both feet were in contact
with the floor, with the internal malleoli closed to each other. In the unilateral stance,
the body was supported by the non-dominant limb, while the dominant one was kept
off the ground with the hip flexed at 20◦ and the knee flexed at 45◦ [23]. In the tandem
stance, the foot of the dominant limb was positioned in front of the non-dominant one,
with the latter touching the heel of the dominant foot with the toe. Each participant
was instructed to keep a stable position for 20 s in each stance. Participants were
filmed to allow a posteriori evaluation for reliability and performance purposes.
The number of errors detected during each stance was recorded according to previous
protocols [23,26]. In case of multiple errors at once, a single error was counted.
The BESS test score was obtained by summing the total errors recorded on the firm
and foam pad surfaces.

2.5. Data Analysis

A cumulated value for all cognitive tests was computed by adding up the outcomes of
each cognitive test (cognitive score). Similarly, a cumulated value for the sport-specific phys-
ical performance tests was computed by adding up the outcomes of each volleyball-specific
and motor skills (motor score). All values were z-standardized before this calculation.
This approach was previously adopted in a similar study in soccer players [11]. For tempo-
ral outcome variables (COD, simple reaction time, Flanker interference, visual search total),
the inverse of the z-scores was computed so that positive values corresponded to better
performances in accordance with the z-scores for the remaining variables.

2.6. Statistical Analysis

Normality of data distribution was tested using the Shapiro–Wilk’s test. Relative and
absolute intra-session reliability of cognitive functions, volleyball-specific skills, and motor
skills was assessed using the intra-class correlation coefficient (ICC) [27] and the coefficient
of variation (CV), respectively. Intra-rater reliability for the BESS score was assessed
using both ICC and CV. Pearson’s r correlation coefficient was used to investigate the
correlation between the players’ cognitive, volleyball-specific, and motor skills test results.
Moreover, effect sizes (ES) were computed for each correlation coefficient using Cohen’s d
transformation of r into a d-value according to Equation (1) [28]:

d =
2·r√
1− r2

(1)

ES were interpreted as null (<0.2), small (0.2–0.5), medium (0.5–0.8), and large (>0.8).
The level of significance was set at p ≤ 0.05. Statistical analysis was performed using SPSS
v21.0 (IBM, Chicago, IL, USA) and a customized Excel worksheet (Microsoft, Redmond,
WA, USA).

3. Results

Excellent relative and absolute reliability was found for visual search total time
(ICC = 0.84 [0.76–0.9]; CV = 15%), flanker task congruent (ICC = 0.93 [0.89–0.95]; CV = 16%),
and flanker task incongruent (ICC = 0.91 [0.87–0.94]; CV = 16%). Also, the clinical reaction
time showed a good reliability (ICC = 0.8, 95% CI [0.72–0.87]; CV = 13%). Moreover,
good-to-excellent relative and absolute reliability was obtained for volleyball-specific skills
(ICC = 0.84, 95% CI [0.78–0.89]; CV = 20%), COD (ICC = 0.91, 95% CI [0.84–0.95]; CV = 13%),
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CMJ (ICC = 0.94, 95% CI [0.91–0.96]; CV = 5%), BESS (ICC = 0.91, 95% CI [0.87–0.94];
CV = 3%). The descriptive statistics of each outcome variable are shown in Table 1.

Firstly, a significant correlation was found between cognitive and motor score (large ES)
(Table 2). The cognitive score significantly correlated with the modified agility T-test
(medium ES) and CMJ (large ES). The motor score significantly correlated with clinical
reaction time (medium ES) and visual search total time (medium ES). Furthermore, signifi-
cant correlations were also found between CMJ and clinical reaction time (medium ES),
CMJ and visual search total time (medium ES), BESS and visual search total time (medium
ES). Correlation coefficients, inferential statistics, and ESs are shown in Table 2. Figure 1
shows the relationship between cognitive and motor scores.

Table 2. Correlations between sport-specific physical performance (volleyball-specific skills, COD, vertical jump, balance)
and cognitive skills.

N = 43 Agility T-Test CMJ BESS Test Volley-Specific Skills Motor Score

Clinical reaction time
Pearson Correlation 0.247 −0.317 * 0.146 −0.277 −0.354 *
p-value 0.111 0.038 0.349 0.072 0.02
d-value 0.509 −0.668 0.296 −0.577 −0.757

Flanker Interference
Pearson Correlation 0.246 −0.121 −0.103 −0.207 −0.169
p-value 0.112 0.441 0.51 0.182 0.279
d-value 0.51 −0.24 −0.21 −0.42 −0.34

Visual search total time
Pearson Correlation 0.201 −0.303 * 0.346 * −0.103 −0.343 *
p-value 0.196 0.049 0.023 0.511 0.025
d-value 0.41 −0.636 0.738 −0.207 −0.729

Cognitive score
Pearson Correlation −0.358 * 0.395 ** −0.209 0.295 0.451 **
p-value 0.019 0.009 0.178 0.055 0.002
d-value −0.767 0.860 −0.428 0.617 1.011

Note: sample size (N) = 43; * = correlation was considered significant at the 0.05 level (two-tailed); ** = correlation is significant at the 0.01
level (two-tailed). For temporal outcome variables (change of direction ability (COD), clinical reaction time, Flanker interference, visual
search total time), the inverse of the z-scores were computed so that positive values corresponded to better performances in accordance
with the z-scores for the remaining variables.

Figure 1. Scatterplot showing the relationship between cognitive score and motor score (r = 0.451,
p = 0.002).

4. Discussion

The aim of the present study was to investigate the association between basic cognitive
functions and sport-specific physical performance in young volleyball players. The main
finding was that the cumulated score summarizing cognitive functions showed a large
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positive correlation with the cumulated score summarizing sport-specific physical per-
formance. Overall, this suggests that volleyball athletes with superior basic cognitive
functions (expressed by cumulated cognitive score) presented better sport-specific physical
performance (expressed by the cumulated motor score).

This finding is in line with a recent study investigating the relationship between
cognitive functions and sport-specific motor skills in young soccer players [11]. In that
study, the cumulated score of cognitive tests (measuring attention window, perceptual
load, multiple object tracking, and working memory) was found to be associated with the
cumulated score of motor tests [11]. Specifically, attention window and working memory
were positively correlated with dribbling, ball control, and ball juggling [11]. These results
could imply that well-developed cognitive functions may contribute to enhance players’
skills within a game-based context characterized by unpredictable scenarios.

In volleyball, players play in complex and dynamic environments, where they have
to pay attention to the ball, teammates, and opponents’ movements. This dynamic en-
vironment exacerbates their cognitive demands, prompting the players to cope with the
increasing complexity of the game [2,29]. Of note, albeit small-to-moderate d-values,
the relationships between volleyball-specific skills and cognitive functions were almost
significant (Table 2). This is in contrast to a previous study in which cognitive func-
tions significantly correlated with soccer-specific skills (such as dribbling, ball control,
ball juggling) [11]. An explanation for this discrepancy can be found within the features
of the sport-specific skills. In the current volleyball-specific skills test, athletes were re-
quired to hit specific targets under a spatial constraint, but no temporal constraints were
present. However, in the previous study [11], players had to perform dribbling, ball control,
and ball juggling tests under both spatial and temporal constraints. The combination
of spatial and temporal constraints is a typical feature of uncertainty conditions such as
those found in open skill sports, where perceptual–cognitive demands are paramount [30].
To assess volleyball-specific skills, the inclusion of temporal constraints within a test (to-
gether with spatial constraints) would better reflect the perceptual–cognitive demands of a
game compared to a test including only spatial constraints, as done in this study [19,20].
It is conceivable to assume that this might contribute to further the association between
volleyball-specific skills and cognitive functions. Nevertheless, to the best of the authors’
knowledge, the present testing battery (including only a spatial constraint) is the only
valid and suitable system to assess volleyball-specific skills in studies investigating the
exercise–cognition relationship [10,21].

The importance of general cognitive functions in volleyball has been widely demon-
strated in previous studies [9,10,21,31]. The combination of cognitive functions (executive
control and perceptual speed) and volleyball-specific skills was found to be useful for
discriminating players of different competitive levels [10]. Of note, the current cumulated
cognitive score was based on tasks assessing executive control and perceptual speed [10],
as well as on clinical reaction time [21]. Parallelly, the current cumulated motor score was
composed of scores obtained from tests assessing key performance components. Specifi-
cally, COD performance (assessed by the agility T-test), vertical jump (assessed by CMJ),
and volleyball-specific skills involve key aspects for volleyball players [10,20,32]. Also bal-
ance (assessed by the BESS test) is an important component of physical performance
because it is required to safely accomplish the execution of any specific movement pattern,
especially during the landing phase after a vertical jump [33,34]. Nevertheless, besides the
cumulated scores, only a few significant medium relationships were found between each
motor and cognitive test (i.e., of CMJ with visual search total time and clinical reaction time,
BESS test with visual search total, Table 2). Indeed, due to the multidimensionality and
complexity of volleyball, considering only a single component of physical performance
may be less informative on the relationship with the cognitive dimension.

The present study assessed motor skills relevant for sports performance in youth
athletic development (i.e., volleyball) as done in the study by Scharfen and Memmert on
soccer [11]. The finding of a positive association between cognitive and sport-specific
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performance domains is in line with the large body of literature reporting a substantial
relationship between general motor and cognitive skills in children [35], adolescents [36],
and adults [37]. Indeed, besides the wellestablished relationship between general measures
of cognitive and motor functions, our findings provide evidence of a close interplay
between cognitive and motor skills in a sports performance context, suggesting a connection
between physical and cognitive domains in youth athletic development [11].

A further insight from the present study regards the mutual relationship between cog-
nitive and motor neural networks [38,39]. Although speculative, the association found in
the current study may be partly explained by shared underlying neural processes involved
in motor and cognitive tasks. In this regard, Diamond proposed the notion of synchronous
activation of the cerebellum and prefrontal cortex in both motor and cognitive tasks to
explain the relationship between the motor and the cognitive domains [40]. Consequently,
these structural and functional links between neural networks underpinning cognitive
and motor tasks might contribute to explain—at least partially—the positive association
between the two cumulated scores.

Besides supporting the theoretical association between the cognitive and the motor
domains, our findings could also be useful from a practical perspective. For example,
in the light of the evidence previously derived from the cognitive component skills ap-
proach [3,4,9], focusing on the importance of cognitive functions for sport performance
may help coaches scout for new talented volleyball players in a more multidimensional
way. Adding cognitive tests to assess players’ physical and motor performance may pro-
vide coaches with a more comprehensive picture of the players’ profiles in terms of talent
selection. Moreover, this could also help coaches and technical staff to monitor the psycho-
cognitive state of their athletes throughout a season including training sessions, official
competitions, and recovery sessions.

This study presents some limitations that should be acknowledged. First, as a corre-
lational study aiming to assess the associations between general cognitive functions and
sport-specific physical performance in volleyball, a causal relationship between cognitive
and motor domains should be investigated using longitudinal study designs. Second,
the study employed a relatively small sample size. Additionally, we tested only female
athletes, and results cannot be surely extended also to male subjects. Cognitive functions
are influenced by many variables, such as age [41] and sex [42]. For these reasons, any form
of generalization should be avoided, and results interpreted with caution. Finally, to assess
volleyball-specific skills, we adopted tests with spatial constraints only. The combina-
tion of spatial and temporal constraints would mirror sport-specific perceptual–cognitive
demands. However, given its cross-sectional nature, the present study contributes to
providing preliminary knowledge on the interplay between physical and cognitive perfor-
mance for youth athletic development, laying the foundations for further investigations on
the topic. In this respect, an improved understanding of such an interplay could also be
helpful for promoting a holistic development approach to health and growth [12,13].

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, we found that combinations of cognitive functions (executive control,
perceptual speed, clinical reaction time) and sport-specific physical performances (includ-
ing COD, vertical jump, balance, volleyball-specific skills) were closely related in youth
volleyball athletes. Although this is only a first attempt to understand the relationship
between cognitive and motor behaviors (especially in an open skill sport), these find-
ings highlight the importance of expanding the knowledge on the associations between
cognitive and motor skills within a sports performance context.
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15. Trecroci, A.; Milanović, Z.; Rossi, A.; Broggi, M.; Formenti, D.; Alberti, G. Agility Profile in Sub-Elite under-11 Soccer Players:

Is SAQ Training Adequate to Improve Sprint, Change of Direction Speed and Reactive Agility Performance? Res. Sports Med.
2016, 1–10. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Eckner, J.T.; Whitacre, R.D.; Kirsch, N.L.; Richardson, J.K. Evaluating a Clinical Measure of Reaction Time: An Observational
Study. Percept Mot Ski. 2009, 108, 717–720. [CrossRef]

17. Eriksen, B.A.; Eriksen, C.W. Effects of Noise Letters upon the Identification of a Target Letter in a Nonsearch Task. Percept. Psychophys.
1974, 16, 143–149. [CrossRef]

18. Treisman, A. Focused Attention in the Perception and Retrieval of Multidimensional Stimuli. Percept. Psychophys. 1977, 22, 1–11.
[CrossRef]

19. Gabbett, T.J.; Georgieff, B. The Development of a Standardized Skill Assessment for Junior Volleyball Players. Int. J. Sports
Physiol. Perform. 2006, 1, 95–107. [CrossRef]

20. Gabbett, T.; Georgieff, B.; Domrow, N. The Use of Physiological, Anthropometric, and Skill Data to Predict Selection in a
Talent-Identified Junior Volleyball Squad. J. Sports Sci. 2007, 25, 1337–1344. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

www.sobigdata.eu
www.sobigdata.eu
http://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181ddf835
http://doi.org/10.1080/17461391.2012.738712
http://doi.org/10.1002/acp.3526
http://doi.org/10.1002/acp.1588
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0091254
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0165741
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0034731
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0170845
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28178738
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2013.00036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23471100
http://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000003519
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31972828
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.00817
http://doi.org/10.47197/retos.v0i39.78528
http://doi.org/10.3390/jcm9092919
http://doi.org/10.1080/15438627.2016.1228063
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27593436
http://doi.org/10.2466/pms.108.3.717-720
http://doi.org/10.3758/BF03203267
http://doi.org/10.3758/BF03206074
http://doi.org/10.1123/ijspp.1.2.95
http://doi.org/10.1080/02640410601188777
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17786686


Brain Sci. 2021, 11, 227 10 of 10

21. Formenti, D.; Duca, M.; Trecroci, A.; Ansaldi, L.; Bonfanti, L.; Alberti, G.; Iodice, P. Perceptual Vision Training in Non-Sport-
Specific Context: Effect on Performance Skills and Cognition in Young Females. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 18671. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Sassi, R.H.; Dardouri, W.; Yahmed, M.H.; Gmada, N.; Mahfoudhi, M.E.; Gharbi, Z. Relative and Absolute Reliability of a Modified
Agility T-Test and Its Relationship With Vertical Jump and Straight Sprint. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2009, 23, 1644–1651. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

23. Trecroci, A.; Cavaggioni, L.; Lastella, M.; Broggi, M.; Perri, E.; Iaia, F.M.; Alberti, G. Effects of Traditional Balance and Slackline
Training on Physical Performance and Perceived Enjoyment in Young Soccer Players. Res. Sports Med. 2018, 26, 450–461.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Glatthorn, J.F.; Gouge, S.; Nussbaumer, S.; Stauffacher, S.; Impellizzeri, F.M.; Maffiuletti, N.A. Validity and Reliability of Optojump
Photoelectric Cells for Estimating Vertical Jump Height. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2011, 25, 556–560. [CrossRef]

25. Hansen, C.; Cushman, D.; Chen, W.; Bounsanga, J.; Hung, M. Reliability Testing of the Balance Error Scoring System in Children
Between the Ages of 5 and 14. Clin. J. Sport Med. 2017, 27, 64–68. [CrossRef]

26. Hansen, C.; Cushman, D.; Anderson, N.; Chen, W.; Cheng, C.; Hon, S.D.; Hung, M. A Normative Dataset of the Balance Error
Scoring System in Children Aged Between 5 and 14. Clin. J. Sport Med. 2016, 26, 497–501. [CrossRef]

27. Koo, T.K.; Li, M.Y. A Guideline of Selecting and Reporting Intraclass Correlation Coefficients for Reliability Research. J. Chi-
ropr. Med. 2016, 15, 155–163. [CrossRef]

28. Ellis, P.D. The Essential Guide to Effect Sizes: Statistical Power, Meta-Analysis, and the Interpretation of Research Results; Cambridge
University Press: Cambridge, UK, 2010.

29. Lennartsson, J.; Lidström, N.; Lindberg, C. Game Intelligence in Team Sports. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0125453. [CrossRef]
30. Sheppard, J.M.; Young, W.B. Agility Literature Review: Classifications, Training and Testing. J. Sports Sci. 2006, 24, 919–932.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
31. Conejero Suárez, M.; Prado Serenini, A.L.; Fernández-Echeverría, C.; Collado-Mateo, D.; Moreno Arroyo, M.P. The Effect of

Decision Training, from a Cognitive Perspective, on Decision-Making in Volleyball: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis.
Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 3628. [CrossRef]

32. Gabbett, T.; Georgieff, B. Physiological and Anthropometric Characteristics of Australian Junior National, State, and Novice
Volleyball Players. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2007, 21, 902–908. [CrossRef]

33. Sharma, A.; Geovinson, S.G.; Singh Sandhu, J. Effects of a Nine-Week Core Strengthening Exercise Program on Vertical Jump
Performances and Static Balance in Volleyball Players with Trunk Instability. J. Sports Med. Phys. Fit. 2012, 52, 606–615.

34. Sadeghi, H.; Shariat, A.; Asadmanesh, E.; Mosavat, M. The Effects of Core Stability Exercise on the Dynamic Balance of Volleyball
Players. Int. J. Appl. Exerc. Physiol. 2013, 2, 1–10. [CrossRef]

35. Van der Fels, I.M.J.; Te Wierike, S.C.M.; Hartman, E.; Elferink-Gemser, M.T.; Smith, J.; Visscher, C. The Relationship between
Motor Skills and Cognitive Skills in 4–16 Year Old Typically Developing Children: A Systematic Review. J. Sci. Med. Sport 2015,
18, 697–703. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Rigoli, D.; Piek, J.P.; Kane, R.; Oosterlaan, J. An Examination of the Relationship between Motor Coordination and Executive
Functions in Adolescents. Dev. Med. Child Neurol. 2012, 54, 1025–1031. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Voelcker-Rehage, C.; Godde, B.; Staudinger, U.M. Physical and Motor Fitness Are Both Related to Cognition in Old Age.
Eur. J. Neurosci. 2010, 31, 167–176. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Gao, Z.; Davis, C.; Thomas, A.M.; Economo, M.N.; Abrego, A.M.; Svoboda, K.; De Zeeuw, C.I.; Li, N. A Cortico-Cerebellar Loop
for Motor Planning. Nature 2018, 563, 113–116. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Leisman, G.; Moustafa, A.A.; Shafir, T. Thinking, Walking, Talking: Integratory Motor and Cognitive Brain Function. Front. Pub-
lic Health 2016, 4. [CrossRef]

40. Diamond, A. Close Interrelation of Motor Development and Cognitive Development and of the Cerebellum and Prefrontal Cortex.
Child Dev. 2000, 71, 44–56. [CrossRef]

41. Huizinga, M.; Dolan, C.V.; van der Molen, M.W. Age-Related Change in Executive Function: Developmental Trends and a Latent
Variable Analysis. Neuropsychologia 2006, 44, 2017–2036. [CrossRef]

42. Stoet, G. Sex Differences in the Processing of Flankers. Q. J. Exp. Psychol. 2010, 63, 633–638. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-55252-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31822740
http://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181b425d2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19675502
http://doi.org/10.1080/15438627.2018.1492392
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29963921
http://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181ccb18d
http://doi.org/10.1097/JSM.0000000000000293
http://doi.org/10.1097/JSM.0000000000000285
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcm.2016.02.012
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0125453
http://doi.org/10.1080/02640410500457109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16882626
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17103628
http://doi.org/10.1519/R-20616.1
http://doi.org/10.26655/ijaep.v2i2.15
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsams.2014.09.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25311901
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8749.2012.04403.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22845862
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2009.07014.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20092563
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0633-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30333626
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2016.00094
http://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8624.00117
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2006.01.010
http://doi.org/10.1080/17470210903464253
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20013515

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Participants 
	Procedures 
	Cognitive Functions 
	Sport-Specific Physical Performance 
	Volleyball-Specific Skills 
	Motor Skills 

	Data Analysis 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

