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The purpose of this study was to identify basic kinematics differences in shot put
kinematics between athletes with an intellectual disability (ID athletes) and able minded
athletes. Data collection took place at the 2010 INAS athletics world indoor
championships for athletes with an intellectual disability. Four high speed (100Hz) video
cameras were utilized to observe 3D kinematics of the shot using the DLT method. The
performance of ID athletes observed in this study was much lower compared to the
performance of world class able minded athletes described in the literature. An analysis
of basic kinematic characteristics of the gliding technique of the ID athletes revealed that
they use a reduced acceleration path to release the shot, leading to a reduced speed of
release.
KEY WORDS: biomechanics, athletics, Paralympic sport.

INTRODUCTION: Athletes with an intellectual disability are to be re included to the 2012
London Paralympic Games. A prerequisite of the International Paralympic Committee for the
inclusion to the Games is that the disability represents a constraint to performance in the
individual sport. In London’s track and field events, ID athletes will be able to compete in the
long jump, shot put and the 1500m run. Therefore it must be proven that intellectual disability
is a performance limiting factor in these events.
The purpose of this study was to make a comparison between the performances of the
world’s best ID shot putters and the performances of athletes without intellectual disability of
different levels reported in the literature. Kinematic parameters describing the release of the
shot as well as parameters describing the performance of prior phases were included in the
comparison. This kinematic comparison is thought to be the starting point for further research
aiming to clarify the dependency of shot put performance and intellectual ability.
Additionally to an intellectual disability other factors, like for example different levels of
professionalism and restricted access to training facilities and training personal might result
in a reduced performance of ID athletes. Therefore it was hypothesized that ID athletes
would perform on a significant lower level than the world’s best shot putters without
intellectual disability.
METHODS: The performances of the six best male throwers of the 2010 INAS world indoor
championships in athletics were analysed. No information concerning age, body mass,
height et cetera were available from the athletes. Only the best throw of each athlete was
included to this first analysis. Four high speed cameras (A602 fc, Basler AG, Ahrensburg,
Germany) operating at 100Hz were used to capture the motion of the athletes. Two cameras
were placed at a distance of approximately 12m on both sides of the throwing sector. One
camera was filming from the back of the ring while the last camera was capturing images
from the top of the athlete. All camera data was captured synchronously with a Vicon MX
Control unit. The trajectory of the shot was digitized for each frame and camera perspective
(Vicon Peak Motus 9.0). The three dimensional coordinates of the digitized points were
calculated using the DLT method (direct linear transformation; Abdel-Aziz and Karara, 1971).
Data was scaled using a 1x1x2 iron calibration frame visible to all cameras placed in the
middle of the shot put ring. A fourth order zero lag Butterworth low pass filter with a cut off
frequency of 4Hz was applied to smooth the scaled coordinates of the shot. Since all athletes
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implement is a positive contributor to release velocity in all throwing events (see for example
Zatsiorsky et al 1981).
As a result of the reduced length of the accelerative path, release speed of the shot is
reduced for ID athletes, which explains most of the differences found for the official distance
reached by the athletes. This could be a result of a poor execution of the gliding technique.
Technique acquisition might be one major factor which is restricted by an intellectual
disability. Nonetheless performing the gliding technique properly calls for a high potential
force producing, especially for the muscle tendon units of the lower extremity. Without the
using of further information concerning for example force producing capacities or training
history of the athletes no conclusions concerning the exact reasons of the lower performance
of the ID athletes can be drawn.
CONCLUSION: This study tried to identify the most basic kinematic differences in shot
putting techniques of male athletes with a disability compared to athletes of different levels
described in the literature. The most basic result was that the poorer performance of ID
athletes was associated with a reduction of the acceleration path of the shot resulting in a
lower speed of the shot at release. No conclusions can be drawn concerning the roots of this
poor execution of the gliding technique unless further individual information of the athletes is
included into the biomechanical analysis. This should be one goal of future analysis as well
as a more detailed description of kinematic differences between ID and able minded athletes.
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