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Abstract

Purpose. Physiologic demands of five common tasks in firefighting have been examined. Methods.
Eight male volunteers, being dressed up as smoke divers (+21 kg extra load), carried out the following
tasks at constant pace for 5 min: Walking at 1.4 m-s™, walking (all walks at the same speed) while
carrying a 10 kg ladder, walking carrying two hose packs of 16 kg together, walking carrying a 32 kg
spreader tool, finally climbing up and down a ladder at preset pace. A 5 min break separated each
exercise. Heart rate, O,-uptake and ventilation were measured continuously, and blood lactate con-
centration was recorded after each task. Results. The end-exercise heart rate rose from 108 to 180
bpm from first to last task, blood lactate concentration rose from 1 to 7 mmol-L™, O,-uptake rose
from 19 to 48 ml-kg™-min", and ventilation rose from 38 to 124 L-min". Discussion. Walking was an
easy task even when dressed up as a smoke diver. Adding loads increased demands; ladderclimbing
taxed >90% of the subjects’ aerobic power. Conclusions. The physiologic demands varied considera-
bly between different tasks.

Key words: Firefighting; Ladder climbing; Exercise; Heart rate; O,-uptake; Ventilation; Blood lac-

tate concentration; Rating of perceived exertion.

1. Introduction
Firefighting is physically demanding. During simulated firefighting oxygen uptakes of around 40 ml -
kg_l -minor higher have been found in a number of studies [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9]. There are there-
fore minimum requirements of firefirghters’ physical-ability. Thus, firefighters’ are tested regularly on
physical performance tests. The last decades firefighters have increasingly been tested in applied
tests that mimic tasks firefighters meet during real firefighting and rescue work [1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8,
9, 10, 11, 12] as alternatives to standard laboratory tests [6, 7, 11, 13, 14, 15]. In Norway, Fredrikstad
fire brigade has recently modified an applied test from Canada [16]. The new Fredrikstad-test puts
sufficient physical demands-onthe participants to allow screening for physical suitability for firefight-
ing [17]. That test consists of twelve tasks that are carried out in sequence at different posts with
walk between each task to the next post. The overall physiological demand of that test has recently
been established [17]. However, the physiological demand of each task is not known.

The physiological demands of some common tasks have been examined in former studies. Groeller
and coworkers [18] found that hose dragging demanded in average an O, uptake of 2.55 L - min",
while the’ demands of load carrying were considerably less. Similar results were found by Taylor and
coworkers [19] who reported that dragging a fire hose four stairs up was the most demanding task
on the O, delivering system of 15 different tasks examined. Simulated fire extinction with a fire hose
was on the other hand among the least demanding tasks. Simulated forcibly entry using a sledge-
hammer raised the heart rate much without raising the O, uptake in proportion. This latter observa-
tion shows that the heart rate may not be an adequate parameter of the aerobic demand of a task.
There is nevertheless limited information of the demands of different firefighting activities. Moreo-
ver, no one seems to have related measured demands of fire-fighting activities to a reference activity
like walking. Further, although ladder climbing is known to be physically demanding [2, 20], there are
incomplete data on the demands on this essential task too. Finally, since most firefighters wear a
SCBA with a limited air reserve, we measured the lung ventilation of each task examined.



It takes several minutes of exercise at constant intensity before the O, uptake and heart rate reach
steady state and thus reflect the aerobic demand of the task in question. Consequently, each task
must be carried out at constant pace for several minutes, allowing the O, uptake, heart rate and re-
lated parameters to reach a steady state, to provide meaningful data. The physiological demands of
three different carrying tasks at a fixed, preset speed, using walking at the same speed with no extra
load carried as reference, have been measured. We further provide data on the demands of ladder
climbing.

2. Methods
2.1 Approach to the problem

To study physiological demands during steady state, each participant carried out five different tasks,
detailed below, in presumed increasing order of physical demand, for 5 min. The heart rate, O, up-
take and ventilation were registered during the last minute of each task, and further measures of
exertion were recorded just after each task.

2.2 Subjects

Eight male volunteers served as subjects for the study. They were:35+ 11yrold (meants), 1.81
0.05 m tall, weighing 84 + 12 kg, and their maximal O, uptake was 50.8 +2.8 ml - kg™* - min™". They
were all participants in a larger approved study [17]. They were further explained that they served as
volunteers in the study and could withdraw without giving any reason.

2.3 Experiments
The subject dressed up as a smoke diver wearing protecting clothing and bottles with pressurized air,
adding an extra mass of 21 kg as detailed further.in a'parallel paper [17]. In short, the firefighters
wore a standard smoke diving ensemble including fireproof jacket and trousers and insulating wool
underwear. They used standard protective boots and gloves. The subjects did not wear a fire helmet
or an SCBA facemask. However, they wore an SCBA air backpack.

To allow measurement of the O, uptake and related respiratory parameters (e.g. ventilation and R),
the subject wore a dedicated Hans Rudolph 7400 series face mask with a Triple V breathing valve
(Cortex Biophysik, see below). A portable metabolic cart was placed in the hood of the fireproof jack-
et worn, and pulled over to the non-dominant shoulder and secured by Velcro bands. Consequently,
respiratory parameters were measured continuously and registered at 10 s intervals during each
exercise.In-addition the subject wore a Polar electro heart rate belt around the chest with a dedicat-
ed recorder registering the heart rate at 5 s intervals throughout each exercise.

Each participant carried out the five task detailed below. The four walks were carried out in the main
hall, serving as a garage for fire trucks, at Fredrikstad fire station (Norway). From the starting line the
subject walked 35 m toward the wall at the far end, turned and walked back, turned around to start a
new 70 m cycle. The walking speed was preset to 1.4 m - s, which means the each 70 m cycle took
50 s. Throughout the exercise the subject received feedback on the walking speed, thus allowing him
to adjust the speed to the preset value. Each 70 m walk was repeated six times in 5 min for each of
the four walk exercises described below. The chosen walking speed was approximately that found for
the average subject when carrying out the different tasks in the Fredrikstad test [17]. Moreover, that
speed allowed six full cycles in 5 min.



For the ladder climb a corresponding procedure was carried out. More specifically, each climb of ten
rungs up and ten rungs down was preset to take 15 s. That pace equals that of the average partici-
pant in a parallel study [17]. Thus, in 5 min each participant (except one) climbed 20 times up and
down in 5 min. For one very powerfully built and heavy subject (body mass 112 kg) being moderately
fit, it was deemed that this pace would be too demanding for 5 min continuous climbing up and
down for him, and that it would clearly involve considerable anaerobic energy release. Therefore, for
this latter subject the pace was set to 20 s per cycle up and down. This subject thus climbed 15 times
up and down in 5 min.

Each subject carried out the following five tasks and was allowed 5 min rest between two consecu-
tive exercises:

1. 5min walk at a speed of 1.4 m - s~ (task 1). The subject wore only the firefighter outfit plus
bottles with pressurized air plus the metabolic cart measuring his O, uptake. This additional
gear weighed altogether 21 kg.

2. 5 min walk at the speed of 1.4 m - s while carrying a 10.1 kg double ladder on the preferred
shoulder in addition to the 21 kg outfit described above.

3. 5min walk at the speed of 1.4 m - s while carrying two packs with-empty fire hoses weigh-
ing 16.2 kg together in addition to the outfit of task 1.

4. 5 min walk at the speed of 1.4 m - s while carrying a 32 kg spreader tool in addition to the
outfit of task 1.

5. 5 min continuous climb ten rungs up and ten rungs down while wearing the outfit plus meta-
bolic cart (task 1). There was 30 cm between the rungs. Both feet had to be at the top rung
before a decline started. Likewise, both feet-had to'be on the ground before a new climb
started. The ladder made and angle of ~#25° to the wall (65° to the level ground), which
means that 3 m walk in the ladder equals 2.7 m vertical climb [cos(25°) = sin(65°) =~ 0.9].

Just after completing a task the subject’s perceived ratings of exertion was rated on Borg’s CR-10
scale [21, 22], and a blood sample was taken from a cleaned finger tip for measuring the blood lac-
tate concentration.

2.4 Instruments

Expiratory gases were collected and continuously analysed by a MetaMax Il metabolic cart (Cortex
Biophysik, Leipzig, Germany). That instrument’s performance has been found to be among the better
portable metabolic-analysers available [23, 24]. The reported O, uptake has been found to be a few
per cent higherthan the true value (reference against the Douglas bag technique [24]).

The’MetaMax Il underwent a full two-point calibration before the first testing each day. More
specifically, after a 30 min warm-up period of the instrument, the instrument underwent a
standard-two-point gas calibration procedure using ambient air in a well-ventilated room, and a
gas mix of known content (0.01% O, and 5.01% CO; in N, for the present case), respectively.
Calibration of the Triple V volume transducer was done with a calibrated 3 L syringe (Calibration
Syringe D, SensorMedics, CareFusion, San Diego, CA, USA), and the unit’s barometer was
checked against a separate high-precision barometer (PTB 330 digital barometer, Vaisala OY,
Vantaa, Finland). In addition, before each testing volume calibration and one-point gas calibra-
tion (room air) were carried out.



The heart rate was recorded with an S610i Polar heart rate monitor (Polar Electro OY, Kempele, Fin-
land). The blood lactate concentration was measured by a Lactate Pro LT-1710 analyser (Arkray Inc,
Kyoto, Japan). This instrument has been evaluated and found to be accurate for measuring the blood
lactate concentration precisely, and further to be suited for field experiments over a wide range of
conditions [25, 26]. Rating of perceived exertion was recorded with the Borg CR-10 scale [21, 22]. For
comparisons with essential outcomes in this study, the CR-10 scale scores “very easy” as 1 and “very
strenuous” as 7.

2.5 Data analyses and statistics

Data on O, uptake, lung ventilation, and heart rate reported as steady state values are mean values
during the fifth minute of exercise at constant intensity. The data are summarized as mean * SD of
the eight subjects.



3. Results
The heart rate during the fifth minute of exercise rose from 108 + 15 bpm at the end of the first walk
to 180 + 14 bpm at the end of the ladder climb, the latter value being close to the subjects’ maximum
value of 188 + 10 bpm (Fig. 1, top panel). The perceived exertion rose from 1.0 + 0.6 (“very easy”)
after the first walk to 6.2 £ 1.6 (close to “very strenuous”) for the ladder climb (Fig. 1, lower panel).
The blood lactate concentrations rose from less than 1 mmol - L™ after the first walk to 7.3 + 3.2
mmol - L" at the end of the ladder climb, in fairly close agreement with the numeric value of the
reported CR-10 score.
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Figure 1. Heart rate (top panel) and blood lactate concentration and perceived exertion (cLag & CR-10 score;
lower panel) at the end of 5 min continuous exercise of (left to right) walking at 1.4 m - s, walking while

carrying a 10 kg ladder, walking while carrying 16 kg fire hoses, walking while carrying a 32 kg spreader tool,
and climbing up and down a ladder at a preset pace. The dashed line for the heart rate marks the maximum



heart rate for the average firefighter. The data are mean + SD of eight firefighters being dressed up as smoke
divers wearing protective clothing and a breathing apparatus weighing altogether 21 kg in addition to the tools
carried.

The O, uptake during the last minute of each task rose from 19.2 + 2.2 ml - kg”* - min™ for level
walking to 46.0 + 4.8 ml - kg™ - min™" for ladder climbing (Fig. 2, grey bars). The latter value was 91%
of the subjects’ maximal O, uptake.

For the four walks the O, uptake was further expressed per kg total mass carried (body mass +
protective clothing and bottles + tools carried) to provide a measure of the mechanical efficiency of
walking in the different conditions. That value rose slightly from 15.3 + 1.8 ml - kg™ - min~* for
walking while carrying no tool to 18.8 + 1.1 ml - kg™ - min™ (+23%) when carrying the 32 kg spreader
tool (Fig. 2, black bars).
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Figure 2. O, uptake expressed per kg body mass (grey bars) or per kg total mass carried (body mass + protective
clothing and bottles +tools carried, black bars) at the end of 5 min continuous exercise of (left to right) walking
atl4m- s_l, walking while carrying a 10 kg ladder, walking while carrying 16 kg fire hoses, walking while carry-
ing a 32 kg spreadertool, and climbing up and down a ladder at a preset pace. The dashed line marks the
maximal-0O, uptake for the average firefighter. The data are mean * SD of eight firefighters being dressed up as
smoke divers and thus carrying protective clothing and a breathing apparatus weighing altogether 21 kg in
addition to the tools carried.

The O, uptake was further expressed as the O, cost of movement. For the four walks that means O,
uptake per meter walked per kg “firefighter mass” (body mass + 21 kg protective clothing with
bottles). That cost rose from 0.18 + 0.02 ml O, - m™ - kg™* for walking with no tools to 0.29 + 0.05 ml
0,-m™ - kg™ for walking while carrying the 32 kg spreader tool (+61%; Fig. 3).
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tive clothing (outfit), taken from measurements of the O, uptake at the last minute of 5 min continuous exer-
cise of (left to right) walking at 1.4 m - s walking while carrying a 10 kg ladder, walking while carrying 16 kg
fire hoses, and walking while carrying a 32 kg spreader tool. The data-are-mean + SD of eight firefighters being
dressed up as smoke divers and thus carrying protective clothing and a breathing apparatus.

For ladder climbing the O, cost of climbing one rung up'and down was 0.95 + 0.05 ml O, - kg™* - rung”
! That latter value is not directly comparable to that of level walking, and the values are therefore
not included in figure 3. Since the distance between two rungs was 0.30 m, and the sine of the incli-
nation angle was ~0.9, the O, uptake corresponds to0.95 ml O, - kg™ - rung ™" vertical climb = 3.5 ml
0, - kg™* - m™* vertical climb.



The lung ventilation rose from 38 + 7 L - min™" for level walking to 124 + 18 L - min™" for ladder
climbing (Fig. 4, upper panel). The respiratory exchange ratio (R) rose from 0.81 + 0.03 for level
walking to 0.95 + 0.04 for ladder climbing (Fig. 4, lower panel).
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Figure 4.-Lung ventilation (top panel) and R (lower panel) at the end of 5 min continuous exercise of (left to
right) walkingat 1.4 m - s_l, walking while carrying a 10 kg ladder, walking while carrying 16 kg fire hoses,
walking while carrying a 32 kg spreader tool, and climbing up and down a ladder. The data are mean + SD of
eight firefighters being dressed up as smoke divers and carrying protective clothing and a breathing apparatus
weighing altogether 21 kg in addition to the tools carried. The y-axis of the lower panel starts at 0.7.

3.1 Summary statistics

For each parameter examined above (heart rate, blood lactate concentration, CR-10 score, O, up-
take, lung ventilation, and R) the values rose statistically significantly with increasing exercise de-
mand.
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4. Discussion
The main results in this study were first that level walking carrying no extra mass apart from the pro-
tective clothing plus bottles with pressurized air, was a task with low physiologic demands. Ladder
climbing at the preset pace forced the subjects to exercise near their maximal O, uptake and heart
rate. For the other three tasks, where the subjects were carrying equipment of different masses, the
physiologic demands were between these extremes.

The Fredrikstad-test is composed of eight different tasks that are carried out altogether twelve times.
Between each task there is 7 to 47 m walk, altogether 289 m for the sum of the eleven walks. Each
task lasts less than 1 min and with no rest between tasks. Since it takes several minutes for the O,
uptake and heart rate to reach steady state values, those quantities lag behind each task’s demand.
Moreover, the responses to the demands of one task are carried over to subsequent tasks. Therefore
the demand of each separate task cannot be assessed during continuous measurements of the Fred-
rikstad-test.

We have here quantified the physiologic demands of four of the tasks, tasks that are carried out alto-
gether seven times during the test, in addition to the walking between tasks. We used level walking
with no extra load as a reference for comparisons of walking while carrying extra loads. We have in
addition measured the demand of ladder climbing since those measurements were readily carried
out. Practical and organizational considerations did not allow. corresponding measurements of the
four remaining tasks. More specifically, each of them would presumably involve anaerobic energy
release when carried out as in the main test.

Our data suggest that the aerobic demand of the five activities examined averaged 19 (walking), 23
(walk while carrying a ladder), 25 (walk while carrying hose packs), 31 (walk while carrying the
spreader tool), and 48 ml - kg™ - min~*(ladder climb). The latter value is the average of the seven
subjects walking up and down twenty times, excluding data on the one who climbed at a lower pace.

Several former studies have’examined physiologic demands of fire-fighting activities. Gledhill and
Jamnic found that vertical ascends, particular when carrying heavy equipment, was the most de-
manding [2]. Our data on the demands of ladder climbing are in line with that. Bilzon and coworkers
found that carrying 30 kg drums of liquid foam was the most strenuous task, demanding around

42 ml 0, - kg™~ min™ [5]. Our task of carrying a 32 kg spreader tool, demanding only 31 ml O, - kg™ -
min~', might appear similar to that task. An important difference is that while our subjects carried the
spreader tool on a level floor, the subjects of Bilzon et al. carried their drums down a ladder. Thus, it
may be more important whether movements are in the vertical or horizontal plane than whether
additional masses are moved. Moreover, even descends may be more demanding than level walking.

Rescuing victims has been part of several simulated fire-fighting studies. The demands of such activi-
ties are conflicting. The participants in the study of Bugajska and coworkers experienced that task as
the most demanding and considerably more strenuous than extending stairways [27]. Recently Tay-
lor and coworkers examined that further [19]. Their results confirm the findings of Bugajska and
coworkers that rescue victim is experienced as being “very strenuous”. However, the aerobic de-
mand was measured to be around 1.8 L - min™* (20-25 ml - kg™ - min~* for an average male firefight-
er). There may thus be a mismatch between subjectively experienced and physiologically measured
demands, at least for that task. As pointed out above, upper body exercise may raise the heart rate in
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disproportion to the increase in the O, uptake. Thus, one specific task may be scored as more or less
strenuous depending on what quantity is being measured or rated.

We measured the physiologic demands of five different types of fire-fighting tasks. These values al-
low us to draft a test based on these tasks and further to estimate the aerobic demand of this hypo-
thetical test. More specifically, in the Fredrikstad-test walking between tasks took 33% of the total
time. Consequently, the aerobic demand of that task weighs 33% of the total. In the hypothetical test
each of the three next tasks weigh equally, while ladder climbing is given double weight since that
task is repeated during the real Fredrikstad-test. The calculated aerobic demand of that hypothetical
test is only 29.2 ml - kg™ - min™" for the average subject. Further, the estimated heart rate of this test
is 140 bpm, the lung ventilation 69 L - min~", the expected blood lactate concentration 2.8 mmol - L%,
and the expected CR-10 score 3.3. All values are far less than those recorded for the real Fredrikstad-
test [17].

It could be argued that these data are based on walking at a speed of 1.4 m - s *. [t appeared that on
the Fredrikstad-test the average subject walked around 10% faster. Correcting for this gives an esti-
mated aerobic demand of around 32 ml - kg™* - min™. That value is still only 70% of the measured O,
uptake during the real test (excluding low values during the first few minutes). It is also lower than
our proposed lower limit of 35 ml - kg™ - min™ for strenuous activity during firefighting [11, 17].

These considerations suggest that the Fredrikstad-test is far more demanding physiologically than
the hypothetical test composed of the five different tasks examined here. Consequently, the de-
mands of the four kind of tasks not examined here, are presumably higher than for those examined
here, perhaps except for the ladder climbing. There may.thus be a need for examining the physiolog-
ic demand of the four remaining tasks, if possible.

To sum up, real firefighting and rescue work is a mixture of several different tasks. Our results show
that the physiological demand varies considerably between tasks. Consequently, tests that include
only one or a few tasks may have limited value.

Conflicts of interest
The authors have no potential conflict of interest in this study.

References

1. Q'Connell ER; Thomas PC, Cady LD, et al. Energy costs of simulated stair climbing as a job-
related task in fire fighting. ] Occup Med. 1986;28(4):282-284.

2. Gledhill'N, Jamnik VK. Characterization of the physical demands of firefighting. Can J Sport
Sci. 1992;17(3):207-213.

3. Holmer |, Gavhed D. Classification of metabolic and respiratory demands in fire fighting

activity with extreme workloads [S0003-6870(06)00015-9 pii ;10.1016/j.apergo.2006.01.004
doi]. Appl Ergon. 2007;38(1):45-52.

4. Heimburg EDv, Rasmussen AK, Medbg JI. Physiological responses of firefighters and
performance predictors during a simulated rescue of hospital patients. Ergonomics.
2006;49(2):111-126.

5. Bilzon JL, Scarpello EG, Smith CV, et al. Characterization of the metabolic demands of
simulated shipboard Royal Navy fire-fighting tasks. Ergonomics. 2001;44(8):766-780.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

12

Williams-Bell FM, Villar R, Sharratt MT, et al. Physiological demands of the firefighter
Candidate Physical Ability Test [10.1249/MSS.0b013e31818ad117 doi]. Med Sci Sports Exerc.
2009;41(3):653-662.

Heimburg EDv, Medbg JI. Energy cost of the Trondheim firefighter-test for experienced
firefighters. Int J Occupational Safety and Ergonomics (JOSE). 2013;19(2):211-225.
Williams-Bell FM, Boisseau G, McGill J, et al. Air management and physiological responses
during simulated firefighting tasks in a high-rise structure [S0003-6870(09)00101-X pii
;10.1016/j.apergo.2009.07.009 doi]. Appl Ergon. 2010;41(2):251-259.

Dreger RW, Petersen SR. Oxygen cost of the CF-DND fire fit test in males and females [h07-
020 pii ;10.1139/h07-020 doi]. Appl Physiol Nutr Metab. 2007;32(3):454-462.

Elsner KL, Kolkhorst FW. Metabolic demands of simulated firefighting tasks [902570891 pii
;10.1080/00140130802120259 doi]. Ergonomics. 2008;51(9):1418-1425.

Mamen A, Oseland H, Medbg JI. A comparison of two physical ability tests for firefighters.
Ergonomics. 2013;56(10):1558-1568. doi: 10.1080/00140139.2013.821171.

Fullagar HHK, Sampson JA, Mott BJ, et al. Employment Standards for Australian‘Urban
Firefighters. Part 4: Physical Aptitude Tests and Standards. J Occupational Environmental
Med 2015;57(10):1092-1097.

Sheaff AK, Bennett A, Hanson ED, et al. Physiological determinants of the candidate physical
ability test in firefighters [10.1519/JSC.0b013e3181f0a8d5 doi]. J-Strength Cond Res.
2010;24(11):3112-3122.

Stevenson RDM, Siddall AG, Turner PFJ, et al. Physical Employment Standards for UK
Firefighters. Minimum Muscular Strength and Endurance Requirements. J Occupational
Environmental Med. 2017;59(1):74-79.

Lindberg A-S, Oksa J, Gavhed D, et al. Field tests for evaluating the aerobic work capacity of
firefighters. PLoS ONE. 2013;8(7):e68047. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0068047.

Deakin JM, Pelot R, Smith JT, et al. Development of a Bona Fide Physical Maintenance
Standard for CF and DND Fire Fighters.-Queen's University, Kingston, Ontario: Department of
National Defence, Canada; 1996. p. 1-119.

Mamen A, Heimburg ED v, Oseland H, et al. Examination of a new functional firefighter
fitness test. Int J Occupational Safety and Ergonomics (JOSE). 2018;In review.

Groeller H, Fullagar HHK, Sampson JA, et al. Employment Standards for Australian Urban
Firefighters. Part 3: The Transition From Criterion Task to Test. ] Occupational Environmental
Med. 2015;57(10):1083-1091.

Taylor NAS, Fullagar HHK, Sampson JA, et al. Employment Standards for Australian Urban
Firefighters. Part 2: The Physiological Demands and the Criterion Tasks. J Occupational
Environmental Med. 2015;57(10):1072-1082.

Lemon PW, Hermiston RT. The human energy cost of fire fighting. ] Occup Med.
1977;19(8):558-562.

Borg G. A'category scale with ratio properties for intermodal and interindividual
comparisons. In: Geissler HG, Petzold P, editors. Psychophysical judgment and the process of
perception. Berlin: VEB Deutscher Verlag der Wissenschaften; 1982. p. 25-34.

Borg G. Psychophysical bases of perceived exertion. Med Sci Sports Exerc. 1982;14(5):377-
381.

Medbg JI, Mamen A, Welde B, et al. Examination of the Metamax | and Il oxygen analysers
during exercise studies in the laboratory. Scand J Clin Lab Invest. 2002;62(8):585-598.
Medbg JI, Mamen A, Resaland GK. New comparison of the performance of the Metamax |
metabolic analyser with the douglas-bag technique. Scand J Clin Lab Invest. 2012;72(2):158-
168.

Medbg JI, Mamen A, Olsen OH, et al. Examination of four different instruments for
measuring blood lactate concentration. Scand J Clin Lab Invest. 2000;60(5):367-380.
Mukherjee S, Chia M. Evaluation of the lactate pro portable blood lactate analyser involving
multiple-tester approach. Asian J Exerc Sports Sci. 2006;3(1):55-60.



13

27. Bugajska J, Zuzewicz K, Szmauz-Dybko M, et al. Cardiovascular stress, energy expenditure and
subjective perceived ratings of fire fighters during typical fire suppression and rescue tasks.
Int J Occup Saf Ergon. 2007;13(3):323-331.





