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	Condition
	M ± SD
	MAE
	p
	SEE
	ICC
	Lower 95%CI
	Upper 95%CI

	%FatSKF
	18.05 ± 8.56
	
	
	
	
	
	

	%FatUWW
	22.32 ± 8.23
	4.90 ± 3.46
	<0.001
	4.00
	0.875
	0.815
	0.917

	%FatBIS
	23.02 ± 8.14
	5.36 ± 3.14
	<0.001
	3.53
	0.902
	0.854
	0.935

	%FatDXA
	26.23 ± 8.79
	8.18 ± 2.82
	<0.001
	2.82
	0.948
	0.921
	0.966

	%Fat4C
	21.61 ± 8.34
	4.05 ± 2.84
	<0.001
	3.33
	0.918
	0.877
	0.946

	Note: %Fat, relative adiposity; 4C, 4-compartment model; BIS, bioimpedance spectroscopy; CI, confidence interval. DXA, dual-energy x-ray absorptiometry; ICC, intraclass correlation coefficient; M, mean; MAE, mean absolute error; SD, standard deviation; SEE, standard error of the estimate; SKF, skinfold assessment; UWW, hydrodensitometry.





