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Research examining the student-athlete experience proposes a number of factors that can be both sources of stress and/or support. The dual career pathway offers a number of potential positive outcomes including psychological, social, and financial benefits; however, challenges including time management, fatigue, and restricted social activities are well documented. In consideration of the multidimensional student-athlete experience and the numerous factors that influence the complexity of potential stress, a mixed methods research study design was used in the study. First, data collected from surveys completed by 173 elite junior alpine skiers were analyzed to identify the degree to which athletes report experiencing stress associated with specific aspects pertaining to training, life, and organizational factors. These factors were then explored through semi-structured interviews with six coaches at the associated national elite sport schools. Taken collectively, athletes’ reports of psychophysiological training stress on the Multidimensional Training Distress Scale were low. Scores on the college student-athletes’ life stress scale revealed very low levels of general life stress; although the subscales associated with “performance demand” and “academic requirements” scored marginally higher. Scores on the Organizational Stressor Indicator for Sport Performers indicated low levels of organizational stress. The interviews with coaches elucidated the underlying factors potentially influencing athletes’ positive adaptations to stress as they reported programming a number of strategies to reduce negative outcomes. Coaches aimed to teach athletes self-awareness and regulation strategies through the use of the training diaries and ongoing communication to promote positive adaptation to stress. A number of coaches also worked with sport psychology consultants to optimize athletes’ training and study situations. Traditionally, research has noted high levels of stress in student-athletes due to co-occurring demands (school & sport); however, the data in the present study suggests that optimizing support mechanisms across domains can promote positive adaptations to potential sources of stress.
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INTRODUCTION

Research examining the experience of adolescent student-athletes proposes that individuals aiming to achieve high levels of success within both sport and academic domains are prone to increased stress as a result of combined performance demands (Stambulova and Wylleman, 2015; Kristiansen, 2017). The perceived pressure of striving within the intertwined domains has been shown to contribute to reports of symptoms associated with burnout and mental health issues (Sorkkila et al., 2017b, 2018a). An athlete’s ability to adapt to the stressful situation of the dual career pathway (i.e., combining sport and education, sport and work) may be influenced by the contributing factors and support mechanisms that comprise their environment (Stambulova et al., 2015). In particular, within the student-athlete’s environment coaches have been identified as both a potential source of pressure as well as a support (Ronkainen et al., 2018). Further, the role of the coach is to promote athletes’ positive adaptations to the demands of training and competition with the aim of maximizing performance outcomes; their perspective of athletes’ development within the dual career pathway is particularly relevant (Gledhill and Harwood, 2015). Therefore, the purpose of the present study was to examine Swedish elite alpine skiers’ reports of academic and sport related psychological stress in combination with coaches’ perspectives of related factors influencing athletes’ adaptations to stress.

Extensive research investigating the dual career pathway has highlighted problematic aspects derived from the combination of high level sport competition and academic study (see Stambulova and Wylleman, 2015 for a review). Historically, the responsibility for determining how best to navigate the co-occurring demands of academics and sport largely fell upon the athlete (Kristiansen, 2017). In the 1970s the Swedish Sports Confederation acknowledged both the risks and benefits for athletes pursuing a dual career pathway, and identified the need for student-athletes to be able to train and study in an educational environment that could support their sporting aspirations as well as develop academic skills. Subsequently, the first National Elite Sport Schools were established to support athletes in optimizing their holistic health and high performance (Stambulova et al., 2015). Currently, there are 51 National Elite Sport Schools across Sweden supporting about 1200 athletes competing in 30 sports1 ; 11 elite sport schools admit athletes competing in alpine skiing. The role of the sport schools in the development of adolescent student-athletes is particularly important as they are generally attended by individuals 16–19 years old; this age group of athletes are typically approaching or commencing the transition from junior to senior competition, and/or considering the difficult decision of withdrawing from participation in elite level competition (Pummell et al., 2008; Stambulova and Wylleman, 2014). The implications of this transition phase can be particularly impactful upon an athlete’s identity as well as his/her adaptation to the stress underlying these formative years in adolescence (Brewer et al., 1993; López et al., 2015b; Gustafsson et al., 2018).

Adolescence has been identified as a key stage in which strategies promoting positive adaptation to stress and resilience can be developed (Gerber et al., 2013; White and Bennie, 2015). Extensive empirical research in sport suggests that athletes displaying high levels of sporting success and general wellbeing are those that can adapt when confronted with adversities and stressors (Fletcher and Sarkar, 2013; Galli and Gonzalez, 2014; Drew and Matthews, 2018). Multiple decades of research activity has sought to identify potential stressors within the athlete environment (Scanlan et al., 1991; Woodman and Hardy, 2001; McKay et al., 2008). Taken collectively, the findings across this research has led to the categorization of stressors into those that are associated with competitive performance, organizational factors, and personal life beyond the sport context (Fletcher et al., 2006; Sarkar and Fletcher, 2013). Adolescent student-athletes in particular, face an intensification of these potential stressors across domains as they enter a phase of increasing elite competition as well as escalating academic demands (Stambulova et al., 2015; Kristiansen, 2017). Moreover, their strategies to adapt to these stressors are in development as they gain increasing experience and feedback of their efficacy (Holt et al., 2005; Galli and Vealey, 2008; White and Bennie, 2015).

A number of psychological protective factors against the negative effects of stress have also been identified (Sarkar and Fletcher, 2013). In particular, the social support an athlete perceives is identified as being particularly influential to stress adaptation (Rosenfeld et al., 1989; Kerdijk et al., 2016; Hagiwara et al., 2017). Teammates, family, and coaches have been identified as being sources of social support for young elite athletes when dealing with competition and organizational stress (Kristiansen and Roberts, 2010). Coaches in particular can influence athletes’ stress appraisals and adaptation, as well as performance outcomes and general health (Arnold et al., 2017; Dixon et al., 2017; Davis et al., 2018). Specifically, the quality of the coach-athlete relationship has been observed to be associated with stress appraisals and athlete wellbeing (Davis and Jowett, 2014; Nicholls et al., 2016). Coaches can promote athletes’ development of resilience and positive adaptation to stress through the provision of social support as well as facilitating the development of emotion regulation strategies and functional skills to cope with stressors (Turner and Jones, 2014; Davis and Davis, 2016; Lu et al., 2016).

Typically high performance coaches operate within either a club setting or national team program separate from the sport school (Ronkainen et al., 2018). However, in Swedish National Elite Sport High Schools coaches are often hired as staff at the school and have the opportunity to act as a link for athletes between the domains of sport and academics (Stambulova et al., 2015). The opportunity for coaches to gain greater proximity to athletes’ academic setting has the potential to increase coaches’ awareness of the holistic experience of student-athletes; subsequently, this knowledge may influence both their coaching behaviors as well as the quality of their relationship with the athletes. Ultimately, this may also optimize student-athletes’ stress adaptation and promote both high performance and health.

In consideration of the significant role of coaches in student-athletes’ stress adaptation, the central research question in the present study aimed to explore the underlying factors that influence student-athletes’ experience of academic and sport related stress. In particular, to gain a comprehensive understanding of the context shaping student-athletes’ reports of academic and sport related psychological stress, qualitative interviews with coaches were compared with athletes’ scores on validated multidimensional stress scales using a mixed methods research design.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Extensive research investigating the dual career pathway in sport has previously used research designs that predominantly focus solely upon student-athletes’ perceptions of a range of variables associated with health and performance (see Stambulova and Wylleman, 2019). Although both qualitative and quantitative methods have been used widely across the study of dual career athletes, very limited studies have used mixed methods research (MMR; e.g., Sorkkila et al., 2018b) and to our knowledge no studies have combined data collected from a variety of participants (e.g., athletes and coaches). In consideration of the present study’s research question, as well as the multidimensionality of student-athletes’ experience of stress and the role of significant others (i.e., coaches) potentially impacting upon the complexity of their stress, a MMR study design was used. Bryman et al. (2008) highlight the following criteria in judging the quality of a study and the decision to use MMR: relevance to research questions; transparency; a rationale for using mixed methods research; and the need for integration of mixed methods findings. Specific to the domain of sport, the use of MMR offers many benefits for sport psychology research (Moran et al., 2011) including the ability to offset weaknesses and provide stronger inferences, triangulation, and completeness (Hagger and Chatzisarantis, 2011; Horn, 2011). Although, Sparkes (2015) and Smith and McGannon (2018) note potential challenges with the use of MMR in sport and exercise psychology research (e.g., problematic assumptions and integrating findings), if these issues are considered throughout the research process the integration of research techniques may provide a thorough investigation of a phenomenon of interest (Teddlie and Tashakkori, 2012). These techniques can be typified by both focused descriptive cross-sectional data collection to identify relationships between multiple factors (Gratton and Jones, 2010), in combination with follow-up approaches aiming to collect rich, descriptive data depicting complex experiences and perspectives (Silverman, 2006). The present study collected quantitative survey responses from student-athletes to analyze their experience of psychological stress, in combination with semi-structured interviews devised by the researchers to explore coaches’ perceptions of athletes’ experiences and associated factors (Kvale and Brinkmann, 2009). The findings from the quantitative and qualitative data were subsequently integrated through a process of comparing and contrasting analyses to provide a more comprehensive understanding of stress adaptation within the dual career pathway of adolescent alpine athletes (Creswell and Tashakkori, 2007).

Participants

A sample of 173 junior alpine skiers (78 male, 93 female, 2 did not respond) was recruited from the eleven national elite sports high schools in Sweden that admit alpine skiers. The athletes’ mean age was 17.5 (SD = 1.15); they reported an average skiing experience of 12.78 years (SD = 2.89) and trained on average 13.42 h per week (SD = 4.07). The athletes were at various stages of their studies: 58 (34%) first, 51 (29%) second, 38 (22%) third, and 26 (15%) final year of study.

To explore factors related to the student-athletes’ experiences of psychological stress a purposive sampling technique was adopted (Flick, 2008) to recruit a sample of six coaches (five male, one female), that were each employed at a different national sport high school from which the alpine skiers were recruited. The mean age of the coaches was 46.25 (SD = 6.55); they reported being involved in coaching alpine skiing an average of 14.00 years (SD = 2.71). The present study was appraised and approved by Umeå University’s Coaching Program review panel for student research, the panel is responsible for evaluating ethical aspects of the research; additional ethical scrutiny was deemed not to be required as per applicable institutional and national guidelines and regulations. Principals at each of the participating national elite sports high schools reviewed the ethical considerations of the study prior to approving the commencement of data collection.

Measures

Multi-Component Training Distress Scale

The Multi-component training distress scale (MTDS; Main and Grove, 2009) is a multidimensional questionnaire consisting of 22 items that aim to assess symptoms concerning training distress. It includes six subscales in total; four subscales are measured in terms of their frequency: “depressed mood,” “perceived vigor,” “perceived stress” and “general fatigue” scored on a five-point Likert scale ranging from “never” (0) to “very often” (4). The subscale perceived vigor is scored positively, with higher scores reflecting greater frequency of experiencing higher levels of energy. The remaining two subscales are measured in terms of their intensity: “physical symptoms,” “sleep disturbance” scored on a five-point Likert scale ranging from “not at all” (0) to “extreme amount” (4). The MTDS has acceptable reliability and evidence of construct validity; in the present study the overall internal consistency was α = 0.84. More specifically, the individual subscales demonstrated the following Cronbach’s α: depressed mood = 0.84, perceived vigor = 0.76, physical symptoms = 0.50, sleep disturbances = 0.87, perceived stress = 0.81, fatigue = 0.80.

College Student-Athletes’ Life Stress Scale

The college student-athletes’ life stress scale (CSALSS; Lu et al., 2012) is designed to capture the current state of stress among intercollegiate student-athletes. It is comprised of 24 items that reflect potential stressors respondents may encounter in their everyday life and in sports. The scale includes eight subscales divided into two categories; sport-specific stressors (i.e., “sports injury,” “performance demand,” “coach relationships,” “training adaptation”) and general life stressors (i.e., “interpersonal relationship,” “romantic relationship,” “family relationship,” “academic requirements”). The CSALSS presents potential answers in terms of their frequency scored on a six-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (never) to 6 (always). The CSALSS examines sport-specific stressors and general life stressors and has reported Cronbach’s α of its eight factors ranging from 0.72 to 0.86, with the reliability for all items being 0.88. The scale has been subject to further tests for discriminant and concurrent validity and report standard psychometric results (Lu et al., 2012). The CSALSS demonstrated good internal consistency with Cronbach’s α = 0.82 for sport-specific stress and 0.83 for general life stress in the present study. More specifically, the individual subscales demonstrated the following Cronbach’s α: sports injury = 0.82, performance demands = 0.60, coach relationships = 0.80, training adaptation = 0.67, interpersonal relationships = 0.86, romantic relationships = 0.62, family relationships = 0.81, academic requirements = 0.72.

Organizational Stressor Indicator for Sport Performers

The Organizational Stressor Indicator for Sport Performers (OSI-SP; Arnold et al., 2013) was developed to comprehensively measure the organizational pressures that sport performers may encounter. The OSI-SP consists of 23 items with five subscales: “goals and development,” “logistics and operations,” “team and culture,” “coaching,” and “selection.” Each of the subscales are evaluated in terms of their frequency, intensity, and duration. Items on the OSI-SP are scored on a six-point Likert scale ranging from 0 (never) to 5 (always). The OSI-SP has been validated through a series of studies, with support provided for its internal consistency (Cronbach’s alpha coefficients ranged from 0.75 to 0.85 for the frequency scales, 0.71 to 0.83 for the intensity scales, and 0.74 to 0.83 for the duration scales), content, concurrent, discriminant, and factorial validity (Arnold et al., 2013). In the present study the frequency aspect of the dimensions were measured; Arnold et al. (2013) state that researchers requiring a shorter version of the indicator would benefit using the frequency scale alone. Regarding internal consistency, in the present study the five subscales of OSI-SP demonstrated the following Cronbach’s α: goals and development = 0.81, logistics and operation = 0.89, team and culture = 0.86, coaching = 0.89, selection = 0.43. In consideration of the low Cronbach’s α for the “selection” subscale we inspected the two items comprising the subscale (i.e., “how my team is selected” and “selection of my team for competition”) and determined that they were not entirely relevant for these athletes as their selection to the team was established upon admission to the high school; therefore the subscale was not included in subsequent analyses.

The process of back-translation (Brislin, 1970) was used to translate all of original questionnaires from English into Swedish. Specifically, a bilingual individual first translated the English version of each scale into Swedish and then another bilingual individual independently translated the Swedish version back to English to compare it with the original versions for confirmation of clarity and accuracy. Revisions to the Swedish versions were discussed and final versions were agreed following the process of inter-translator reliability.

Procedure

Initial discussions and a subsequent study proposal outlining the purpose of the present study were exchanged between the authors of the study and the Swedish Ski Association. Upon receiving an indication of support from the Ski Association, coaches at all of the National Elite Sports High Schools were verbally informed about the purpose of the study at the Swedish National Junior Championships. Emails were then sent to principals and head coaches at each school to update and inform them about the protocol of the study. All 11 schools replied by phone or email with approval and contact information of an individual at the school to support data collection; the total number of student-athletes at the schools with the potential to participate was 296, subsequently this number of questionnaires was sent across the schools.

The participating athletes completed the questionnaire in a classroom setting or a training session under the supervision of a teacher or coach. Prior to completing the questionnaire, athletes were provided information sheets about the nature of the study. They were informed participation was voluntary and that they could skip any questions they did not want to answer or discontinue their participation at any time. After the participants had signed the consent form and completed the questionnaires they placed their questionnaires and consent form in two separate envelopes to ensure their completed responses were kept separate from their names and any potentially identifying information. The sealed envelopes were then mailed to the research team. The data collection occurred toward the end of the competitive season with approximately 6 weeks of events remaining.

Following the analysis of the questionnaire data, it was determined that greater understanding of the alpine athletes’ dual-career context was required and that qualitative data collected from an alternative source (i.e., coaches) would be relevant in exploring the research question as well as support the rationale for using MMR (Bryman et al., 2008). The qualitative interviews were developed upon reflection of the findings from the athletes’ responses and in review of research literature of the student-athlete experience. More specifically, coaches’ perceptions of the potential sources of stress and the support mechanisms that were present within the context of the National Elite Sports High Schools were explored. Therefore, the questions comprising the interview guide were grouped into three sections: (i) perceptions of stress as it relates to student-athlete performance and wellbeing; (ii) sources of stress relating to performance and life in general; (iii) strategies/support systems targeting student-athlete stress. The interviews were semi-structured and contained primarily open-ended questions aimed at encouraging insightful responses. Initially, introductory questions were asked allowing the participant to discuss their general perceptions/personal definition of psychological stress. Questions progressed to be more specific in nature by asking participants to outline the implications of psychological stress on student-athletes’ performance and wellbeing, contributing factors, and sources of support.2

Coaches at the schools where athletes completed the questionnaires were contacted via email and/or telephone and provided information about the research plan to conduct interviews to follow up the questionnaires and were asked if they would be interest in taking part in the study. Those who responded with a confirmation of intention to participate were subsequently contacted to arrange for the completion of the interview. The second author conducted all the interviews as he possesses experience of alpine ski coaching and was able to share experiences from the sport to develop rapport with the coaches.

Prior to commencing the interview, each participant provided his/her consent to be recorded and was reminded that participation in the study was voluntary. The confidentiality of the coaches was assured by the author conducting the interviews. The interviews took place over a 2-week period and were conducted individually over the telephone. The participants were told they would be interviewed about their perceptions of student-athletes’ experiences of stress related to school and performance, as well as potential sources of stress and support. When required, follow up questions were used to encourage further discussion or if participants did not fully understand the question. The interviews ranged in time from 15 to 35 min and were simultaneously recorded on two digital audio recorders. The interviews were conducted in Swedish and subsequently transcribed verbatim; transcripts were checked by the interviewer to ensure accuracy.

Data Analysis

First, to examine student-athletes’ experience of psychological stress, responses to questionnaires were analyzed to identify potential factors that were highlighted by the athletes. Descriptive statistics and bivariate correlations are reported to identify the degree to which athletes reported experiencing stress associated with these factors. In conjunction with the quantitative data analyses of athletes’ reports, coaches’ perceptions of the factors influencing student-athletes’ psychological stress were analyzed. The transcripts from the interviews with the coaches underwent coding and were scrutinized using inductive content analysis.

Coding

A variety of approaches to analyzing qualitative data has been used within sport psychology research exploring psychological stress; in the present study, a conventional content analysis procedure was selected for use to analyze, organize, and articulate the responses of participants. Inductive content analysis was used to assist with the development and interpretation of categories from each of the interview transcripts (Hsieh and Shannon, 2005). This technique was identified as being applicable as it permitted perceptions of specific factors associated with sources of stress to be acknowledged (e.g., organizational stress); categorizing the coaches’ responses also helped differentiate the multidimensional aspects of the dual-career pathway (e.g., academic and sport demands).

The initial stage of the coding process was open coding, this allows researchers to engage the data in the transcripts and promote the identification of raw-data quotes related to student-athletes’ psychological stress (Hsieh and Shannon, 2005). The first and second authors read through the transcripts independently; they produced notes to each segment to facilitate subsequent reviews and enable the coding of chunks of data regardless of the context. Quotes which characterized common themes were collated and labeled as categories prior to being pooled and identified as higher order categories (Aronson, 1995). In sum, categories were structured into general dimensions promoting the development of a comprehensive overview of participants’ collective perceptions to be established (Patton, 2002; Vaismoradi et al., 2016). Two members of the research team undertook the process of coding and established the higher order themes independently; these themes were debated extensively and agreed upon amongst the research team. Further, colleagues of the investigators acted as critical friends (Sparkes and Smith, 2014) and offered a critical perspective of the proposed themes that were identified from the analysis process.

RESULTS

The present study sought to examine the psychological stress of student-athletes studying at National Elite Sport High Schools in Sweden and competing in alpine skiing; underlying factors associated with athletes’ adaptation to stress were also explored. First, data collected from a survey were analyzed to identify the degree to which athletes reported experiencing stress associated with specific aspects pertaining to training, life, and organizational factors. These factors were then explored through semi-structured interviews undertaken with coaches at the high schools to elucidate their influence upon stress adaptation within the dual career pathway of adolescent alpine athletes.

To examine the extent to which athletes reported symptoms of psychophysiological stress related to training, scores on the MTDS were scrutinized. Taken collectively, athletes’ reports of training distress were generally low (see Table 1, for descriptives) with most of the subscales’ (i.e., depressed mood, physical symptoms, sleep disturbance, perceived stress) mean score positioned between the range of “a little bit” and “moderate amount;” the only exception was general fatigue (M = 2.44; SD = 0.82) scoring between “moderate amount” and “quite a bit.” Athletes also reported higher scores on the positively oriented subscale perceived vigor (M = 2.51; SD = 0.68) indicting they frequently experienced higher levels of energy and feeling alert.

TABLE 1. Descriptive statistics, correlations for multi-component training distress scale, college student-athlete life stress scale, and organizational stressor indicator for sport performers.
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Scores on the MTDS were then compared with measures of sport specific stressors on the CSALSS (i.e., sports injury, performance demand, coach relationships, training adaptation), again athletes’ reported very low levels of stress with mean scores between “never” and “rarely” for the factors of coach relationships and training adaptation. The subscales associated with sports injury and performance demand, scored marginally higher with the mean scores between the range of “rarely” and “sometimes” (see Table 1, for descriptives). General fatigue scores on the MTDS were correlated with measures of sports injury r = 0.219, p < 0.01 and performance demand r = 0.304, p < 0.01; although sleep disturbance was noted as being most strongly associated with general fatigue r = 0.486, p < 0.01. In consideration of athletes’ scores on the OSI-SP, the subscales of goals and development and team and culture were on the low end of the six point range between “rarely” and “sometimes,” whilst the subscales of logistics and coaching were in the range between “never” and “rarely” (see Table 1, for descriptives).

Athletes’ reports of general life stressors were also examined using scores on the CSLASS relating to the subscales identified as interpersonal relationship, romantic relationship, family relationship, and academic requirements (see Table 1, for descriptives). Scores indicating the frequency that athletes experienced these stressors were very low with means ranging between “never” and “always” for all of the subscales except academic requirements (M = 2.50; SD = 0.99) in the range between “rarely” and “sometimes.” It may be noted that academic requirements was the highest scoring source of stress of all the measures recorded, and was most strongly correlated with reports of perceived stress on the MTDS r = 0.467, p < 0.01. Overall, the analyses of athletes’ responses to the various assessments indicated that they perceived relatively low levels of stress.

To gain a comprehensive understanding of the context shaping student-athletes’ reports of academic and sport related psychological stress, qualitative interviews with coaches were undertaken to collect data exploring the conditions influencing athletes’ scores on the stress scales. In particular, the factors influencing athletes’ overall experience of stress were elucidated by the interviews with the coaches as they identified that athletes’ expected themselves to perform to a high level in both sport and academic study (see Table 2 for higher order themes and categories). Further, multiple coaches outlined that athletes’ previous experience of being “high achievers” in sport and academia guided expectations and evaluations of success. “There are many that are high achievers in elementary school and then they come here and want to continue on the same level and have very good results” (P1).

TABLE 2. Summary of higher order themes and categories pertaining to coaches’ perceptions of factors influencing athletes’ stress adaptation.
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Coaches also differentiated the sources of stress athletes experienced; they noted that the stress had varying implications for performance and wellbeing depending on its initial source. In particular, it was suggested that stress may facilitate sport performance if athletes were able to understand its origin and regulate its intensity; for example, fear arising from the anticipation of a challenging course could enhance an athlete’s concentration and promote greater investment in preparation, “The nervousness itself is a type of additional resource. And it’s something they should learn to manage and use for something positive. You get a focus and you get a certain rise of adrenaline that you can use” (P1).

Alternatively, coaches viewed academic stress as being largely negative for athlete wellbeing. Collectively, the coaches outlined a number of factors contributing to academic stress; in particular, time management was a challenge when the time athlete’s spent traveling and training was difficult to balance with academic requirements. Coach number 3 outlined how the issue of balancing time allocated between sport and studies is exacerbated when athletes are attempting to make the national team and choosing to attend an increased number of competitions in order to gain FIS points:

In our sport there is a stress about being selected for a junior national team and it is of course a great advantage to join a junior team; you get skis, you get clothes, you get everything possible, and a lot of training. It’s obviously a great advantage to be accepted there and it also comes as a stress. You can compete 100 times in 1 year or you can compete 25 and then the question is what is best (strategy to make the team). Plan 25 competitions or leave it up to fate all the time and hope that some time it will work.

The financial cost associated with traveling was also noted by three coaches as a potential stressor for the athlete and their family. Investing in the athletes’ pursuit of elite level sporting success placed a burden on the family in terms of costs as well as time spent traveling to competitions. On a related note, three coaches reported that some parents contribute to athletes’ stress by being too involved. “Committed parents who are behind their children and helping in a healthy way, as I see it, are the ones who are in the background. While those that go ‘all-in’ and plan competitions and are involved in training and everything else, that can be wrong” (P3). However, family and friends at home (outside of the high school) could also provide support to athletes; sincere and non-judgmental interest in the athlete’s development was appreciated by the coaches. Moreover, family and friends may offer an outlet for recovery by providing a space for athletes that was not connected directly with skiing or training. “…it can be nice to spend time with people who don’t ask about how much you squat or how fast you ran 3000 meters ….” (P4). Although, one coach suggested that the potential for feelings associated with a “fear of missing out” can arise when athletes are aware of challenges managing social relationships via connections with friends on social media.

Athletes’ relationships within sport were also influential to their accounts of psychological stress. Multiple coaches provided details about how relationships between teammates were largely positive as the understanding of the shared experience lead to feelings of empathy being exchanged. However, two coaches did note that when athletes compared themselves with teammates’ rates of development, it could be a source of stress, “They should not compare their results but they do it all the time” (P2).

All of the coaches predominantly viewed themselves as being supportive in athletes’ positive adaptations to stress. The coaches reported programming a number of strategies to reduce the negative effects of stress. First, they spoke about the importance of monitoring levels of stress through communication with the athlete. Frequently “checking in” was noted as being central to understanding the athlete experience; although, varying levels of frequency and formality were reported across the coaches’ interviews. Most schools scheduled meetings at least twice an academic term (e.g., beginning and middle), with some schools scheduling meetings to occur monthly or once a week. Three coaches also mentioned less formal opportunities for gaining status updates from athletes when seeing them at the school or time spent together at training, “Usually you can take the lift up with someone to check how it is going” (P2).

Remote forms of monitoring athletes’ adaptation to psychosocial and training factors were also outlined by coaches; training diaries were used at some of the schools. At one school first year students were encouraged to keep a journal of their general thoughts and experiences, then in the second year it was more structured and obligatory. Other schools used online training logs that were shared between athletes and coaches and provided a basis for follow up discussions. “Usually once every week or every second week I will take a look in the training journal to check if they are OK and doing what they are supposed to be doing” (P6).

Through the use of the training diaries and ongoing communication, coaches aimed to teach athletes self-awareness and regulation strategies to promote positive adaptation to stress associated with training and competition demands. Coaches also adopted more pro-active roles in optimizing recovery and preventing negative adaptations, “…many are very, very ambitious and sometimes our role might be to put on the ‘brakes’ more than to apply the ‘gas”’ (P3). The programming of training sessions was often based upon consideration of athletes’ academic requirements; specifically, four coaches outlined limiting training sessions in order to offer time for academic demands. For example, it was a common practice at multiple schools for coaches to avoid training on the Monday following a weekend competition in order for students to catch up on the school work they likely missed on the preceding Friday due to travel arrangements.

The elite sport high schools also attempted to support the student-athletes by offering flexible schedules for classes and assessments that complemented competition schedules. Further, mental health support services were available at all of the schools; however, these provisions were only initiated in severe cases, and coaches suggested that this was not required very often. Two coaches commented that their school had mental coaches that engaged with the athletes to varying degrees. These mental coaches often worked across all the sports offered at the school “I think it is very good, that we have been given the opportunity to have a mental coach; that we can cooperate and help each other” (P2). Although the alpine coaches noted that the mental coach’s effectiveness was enhanced when he/she possessed sport specific knowledge. In terms of more sport specific support, one school offered mentors from the skiing community to the athletes in order to provide an additional support mechanism in preventing negative adaptation to stress. “An athlete should be able to check with their training mentor to check where they are heading, this can help them feel secure” (P3).

GENERAL DISCUSSION

Previous research highlights that student-athletes are typically extremely motivated to excel in both education and sport (Lupo et al., 2015; Stambulova et al., 2015; Ryba et al., 2017) and coaches in the present study suggest that the alpine athletes they work with also expect themselves to be successful in both domains. However, athletes’ scores across the measures of the sport and life stress indicate they were not experiencing particularly high levels of stress. As a source of stress, academic requirements scored highest; although athletes’ reports indicate that stress related to demands at school were not frequently a cause for concern. Research by López et al. (2015a) of Spanish student-athletes highlights that the most significant barrier to studying is time management. Time management was also reported by coaches in the present study as being a challenge for the athletes; therefore, time management skills appear to be an important skill to teach student-athletes at an early stage in the dual career process.

In the present study, coaches outlined that time spent traveling to competitions has implications that extend beyond the athlete to include their family. Research examining stress in youth sport identifies that the time and money spent in high level sport participation can have a negative impact upon the wellness of both the athletes and the parents due to excessive investment (Harwood and Knight, 2009). The alpine student-athletes indicated that their family and romantic relationships were not frequently a source of stress; coaches also outlined how friends outside of sport were a source of support in providing an outlet for alternative interests and recovery. Related research with data collected from sport parents suggests, however, that maintaining these relationships can be difficult for talented young athletes (Elliott et al., 2018). In consideration of the positive effects of friendships outside of sport found in the present study, and the difficulties in maintaining these relationships reported in previous research, it appears important to support athletes’ development of social skills and efforts in nurturing important social connections.

Relationships within sport between teammates were also noted to be influential to athletes’ stress adaptation. Coaches suggested that teammates for the most part were supportive of each other, and empathy associated with shared experiences helped athletes’ stress management. Athletes indicated that the team and culture surrounding them was not a frequent source of stress. Research investigating the availability of social support from teammates has been shown to be associated with lower risk of burnout and enhanced self-determined motivation (DeFreese and Smith, 2013; Appleby et al., 2018). This is particularly important for coaches, sport psychology practitioners, and sport schools to note as research indicates that athletes’ performance expectations in the domains of sport and school can influence their risk for burnout (Sorkkila et al., 2017a, 2018b).

A central finding taken from the integration of the quantitative and qualitative data analysis was the role of the coach in athletes’ stress adaptation and the underlying mechanisms of developing and maintaining a high quality coach-athlete relationships. Athletes’ scores on the measure of coaches as a source of organizational stress were the lowest recorded on the scale. In review of the interviews with the coaches it was apparent that extensive efforts were made on the part of coaches to connect with their athletes through a range of communication strategies. Research suggests that effective communication between a coach and athlete can optimize the coach-athlete relationship and assist in protecting athletes from negative implications of stress (e.g., exhaustion; Rhind and Jowett, 2011; Davis and Davis, 2016; Lu et al., 2016; Davis et al., 2018). In addition to regular face to face communication across a number of venues (e.g., chairlift, school hallway) coaches used remote communication tools to collect information from the athletes. The collection of subjective self-ratings (e.g., stress, mental fatigue, motivation) has been shown to be important information in monitoring athletes’ training load to optimize performance and prevent injury (Coyne et al., 2018). Further, feedback from athletes was integrated with information regarding other factors influencing athletes’ wellbeing (e.g., academic demands), and coaches reported adjusting training protocols accordingly. Sorkkila et al. (2018b) interviews with Finnish athletes highlight that athletes appreciate adaptations to training schedules in consideration of academic demands as well as competitive seasons.

The flexibility of academic and training schedules was one feature of the National Elite Sport Schools that appeared to benefit athletes’ stress adaptation. Further coaches noted the provision of mental health support services and mental skills coaches within the schools acted as support mechanisms for athletes. However, a lack of sport specific knowledge on the part of the psychological support could be a barrier to their effectiveness. To obtain a successful support provision, the importance of applied sport psychology practitioners to thoroughly learn about the sport and its conditions is well documented (e.g., Ravizza, 1988; Gould et al., 1991; Pain and Harwood, 2004). Sport specific support can also be sought through the use of mentors and their effectiveness is well established within other areas of sport (e.g., women coaches; Vinson et al., 2016), and many North American sport programs use mentors extensively with student-athletes (e.g., Perna et al., 1996; Hoffmann and Loughead, 2016); however, their use in European academic-sport programs to promote athletes’ health and high performance has not been as well documented or evaluated.

The present mixed methods research study not only provided an overview of various psychological stress symptoms reported by elite adolescent alpine student-athletes, it also offered unique insight from the coaches responsible for working with the athletes in their sport and academic development. Thus, the results contribute not only to an understanding of various stressors that may be present when adolescents attend national elite sport schools but also various efforts (e.g., support by mentors and practical arrangements) that may facilitate the combination of sport and studies. Importantly, the results in this study indicate that the combination of academic study and sport does not automatically induce high levels of stress among young athletes. Rather, the thoughtful efforts of the coaches to support and care for the athletes and the overall structure and support resources the sports program itself includes seem to be of great importance to young athletes’ stress experiences. A comprehensive understanding of different supportive factors in the environment and personal strategies that young athletes may need to successfully develop both in school and in sport also helps to customize and increase relevant support to this young population. This project is the first to focus specifically on student-athletes competing in the sport of alpine skiing, as well as recruit coaches directly employed at the elite sport high schools.

The study does, however, have a number of limitations that warrant discussion. Specifically, the cross-sectional data does not permit conclusions regarding causation to be determined. Longitudinal research would enhance knowledge derived from the present study and enable researchers to observe changes in stress adaptation and fluctuations of the impact of specific factors over time. Moreover, longitudinal research incorporating objective measures of stress reactivity (e.g., biomarkers; Blume et al., 2018) would supplement self-report data. One challenge to longitudinal data is the attrition of participants; the present study may also have suffered indirectly from this issue as those student-athletes that were potentially overwhelmed with stress may have been absent at the time of data collection and/or dropped out of the school earlier in the course of their studies. That said, the interviews with the coaches offered the opportunity for those students that may have dropped out from the program to be represented from the coaches’ perspectives. The contributing factors influencing student-athlete drop out are difficult to capture with traditional approaches to data collection undertaken at the schools. Future research investigating stress adaptation in sport would be enhanced by collecting data from individuals that choose to withdraw from the stressful situation. Additionally, collecting data from multiple sources (e.g., coaches, parents) that were involved with the athlete’s experience may elucidate the factors influencing stress adaptation.

Extensive research attention has been paid to the dual career pathway and advanced understanding of the student-athlete experience. Further research is required with alternative research designs and methods using a variety of data sources to gain greater insight from key stakeholders. Developing a more comprehensive understanding of the factors underlying stress adaption will enhance both the performance and holistic health of the student-athlete. The National Elite Sport Schools in Sweden were originally implemented to facilitate the combination of school and high-level sport. Thus, the aim was thereby to contribute to a positive and helpful overall solution for young athletes who wished to strive to reach the elite sport level in their sports. Contrary to this original aim, a traditional assumption in sport psychology research is that the combination of academic study and high-level sport may also involve challenges that could make athletes vulnerable to increased levels of stress (cf. Stambulova and Wylleman, 2015; Sallen et al., 2018). In the present study, the stress levels reported by the athletes were nevertheless relatively low in intensity. Thus, the data in the present study do not support the assumption of increased stress levels among student-athletes. Importantly, what has been less considered in previous research is the consideration of various levels of psychosocial resources student-athletes possess, their level of resilience, as well as the possibility of increased maturity and personal development that attending a national elite sport school may also plausibly contribute. In light of this consideration, instead of a unilateral search of reported stress experiences based on common assumptions, which may also increase the risk of confirmation-bias, future research would be well served by paying attention to potential psychosocial resources and supportive systems within the school-sport environment which may act to counteract stress and potentially promote psychological growth among student-athletes. The present study contributes to the literature with a first step toward such an approach in which the focus was to explore both reported stress experiences, as well as contextually supportive factors in the student-athlete life-situation.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The datasets generated for this study are available on request to the corresponding author.

ETHICS STATEMENT

This study was carried out in accordance with the recommendations of “Tränarprogrammet/Coaching Program review committee for Student Research at Umeå University” with written informed consent from all subjects. All subjects gave written informed consent in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. The protocol was approved by the Tränarprogrammet/Coaching Program review committee for Student Research at Umeå University as well as each of the participating schools.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

PD designed the study, analyzed the data, and prepared the manuscript. AH designed the study, collected and analyzed the data, and reviewed the manuscript. WL designed the study, collected and analyzed the data. CL designed aspects of the study, consulted on the analyses and wrote sections as well as reviewed the manuscript.

FOOTNOTES

1http://www.svenskidrott.se/elitidrottpagymnasiet/

2The interview guides are available from the first author upon request.

REFERENCES

Appleby, R., Davis, P., Davis, L., and Gustafsson, H. (2018). Examining perceptions of teammates’ burnout and training hours in athlete burnout. J. Clin. Sport Psychol. 12, 316–332. doi: 10.1123/jcsp.2017-0037

Arnold, R., Fletcher, D., and Daniels, K. (2013). Development and validation of the organizational stressor indicator for sport performers (OSI-SP). J. Sport Exerc. Psychol. 35, 180–196. doi: 10.1123/jsep.35.2.180

Arnold, R., Fletcher, D., and Daniels, K. (2017). Organisational stressors, coping, and outcomes in competitive sport. J. Sports Sci. 35, 694–703. doi: 10.1080/02640414.2016.1184299

Aronson, J. (1995). A pragmatic view of thematic analysis. Qualitat. Rep. 2, 1–3.

Blume, K., Körber, N., Hoffmann, D., and Wolfarth, B. (2018). Training load, immune status, and clinical outcomes in young athletes: a controlled, prospective, longitudinal study. Front. Physiol. 9:120. doi: 10.3389/fphys.2018.00120

Brewer, B. W., Van Raalte, J. L., and Linder, D. E. (1993). Athletic identity: hercules’ muscles or achilles’ heel? Int. J. Sport Psychol. 24, 237–254.

Brislin, R. W. (1970). Back-translation for cross-cultural research. J. Cross. Cult. Psychol. 1, 185–216. doi: 10.1177/135910457000100301

Bryman, A., Becker, S., and Sempik, J. (2008). Quality criteria for quantitative, qualitative and mixed methods research: a view from social policy. Int. J. Soc. Res. Methodol. 11, 261–276. doi: 10.1136/bmjopen-2015-010034

Coyne, J. O., Haff, G. G., Coutts, A. J., Newton, R. U., and Nimphius, S. (2018). The current state of subjective training load monitoring—a practical perspective and call to action. Sports Med. Open 4:58. doi: 10.1186/s40798-018-0172-x

Creswell, J., and Tashakkori, A. (2007). Editorial: developing publishable mixed methods manuscripts. J. Mixed Methods Res. 1, 107–111. doi: 10.1177/1558689806298644

Davis, L., Appleby, R., Davis, P., Wetherell, M., and Gustafsson, H. (2018). The role of coach-athlete relationship quality in team sport athletes’ psychophysiological exhaustion: implications for physical and cognitive performance. J. Sports Sci. 36, 1985–1992. doi: 10.1080/02640414.2018.1429176

Davis, L., and Jowett, S. (2014). Coach–athlete attachment and the quality of the coach–athlete relationship: implications for athlete’s well-being. J. Sports Sci. 32, 1454–1464. doi: 10.1080/02640414.2014.898183

Davis, P. A., and Davis, L. (2016). “Emotions and emotion regulation in coaching,” in The Psychology of Effective Coaching and Management, ed. P. A. Davis (New York, NY: Nova Science Publishers Inc.), 285–306.

DeFreese, J. D., and Smith, A. L. (2013). Teammate social support, burnout, and self-determined motivation in collegiate athletes. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 14, 258–265. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2012.10.009

Dixon, M., Turner, M. J., and Gillman, J. (2017). Examining the relationships between challenge and threat cognitive appraisals and coaching behaviours in football coaches. J. Sports Sci. 35, 2446–2452. doi: 10.1080/02640414.2016.1273538

Drew, B., and Matthews, J. (2018). The prevalence of depressive and anxiety symptoms in student-athletes and the relationship with resilience and help-seeking behavior. J. Clin. Sport Psychol. 1, 1–32. doi: 10.1123/jcsp.2017-0043

Elliott, S., Drummond, M. J., and Knight, C. (2018). The experiences of being a talented youth athlete: lessons for parents. J. Appl. Sport Psychol. 30, 437–455. doi: 10.1080/10413200.2017.1382019

Fletcher, D., Hanton, S., and Mellalieu, S. D. (2006). “An organizational stress review: Conceptual and theoretical issues in competitive sport,” in Literature Reviews in Sport Psychology, eds S. Hanton and S. D. Mellalieu (Hauppauge, NY: Nova Science), 321–374.

Fletcher, D., and Sarkar, M. (2013). Psychological resilience: a review and critique of definitions, concepts, and theory. Eur. Psychol. 18:12. doi: 10.1027/1016-9040/a000124

Flick, U. (2008). Designing Qualitative Research. London: Sage.

Galli, N., and Gonzalez, S. P. (2014). Psychological resilience in sport: a review of the literature and implications for research and practice. Int. J. Sport Exerc. Psychol. 13, 243–257. doi: 10.1080/1612197X.2014.946947

Galli, N., and Vealey, R. S. (2008). “Bouncing back” from adversity: Athletes’ experiences of resilience. Sport Psychol. 22, 316–335. doi: 10.1123/tsp.22.3.316

Gerber, M., Kalak, N., Lemola, S., Clough, P. J., Perry, J. L., Pühse, U., et al. (2013). Are adolescents with high mental toughness levels more resilient against stress? Stress Health 29, 164–171. doi: 10.1002/smi.2447

Gledhill, A., and Harwood, C. (2015). A holistic perspective on career development in UK female soccer players: a negative case analysis. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 21, 65–77. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2015.04.003

Gould, D., Tammen, V., Murphy, S., and May, J. (1991). An evaluation of US Olympic sport psychology consultant effectiveness. Sport Psychol. 5, 111–127. doi: 10.1123/tsp.5.2.111

Gratton, C., and Jones, I. (2010). Research Methods for Sports Studies. London: Routledge.

Gustafsson, H., Martinent, G., Isoard-Gautheur, S., Hassmén, P., and Guillet-Descas, E. (2018). Performance based self-esteem and athlete-identity in athlete burnout: a person-centered approach. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 38, 56–60. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2018.05.017

Hagger, M. S., and Chatzisarantis, N. L. (2011). Never the twain shall meet? Quantitative psychological researchers’ perspectives on qualitative research. Qualitat. Res. Sport Exerc. Health 3, 266–277. doi: 10.1080/2159676x.2011.607185

Hagiwara, G., Iwatsuki, T., Isogai, H., Van Raalte, J. L., and Brewer, B. W. (2017). Relationships among sports helplessness, depression, and social support in American college student-athletes. J. Phys. Educ. Sport 17, 753.

Harwood, C., and Knight, C. (2009). Stress in youth sport: a developmental investigation of tennis parents. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 10, 447–456. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2009.01.005

Hoffmann, M. D., and Loughead, T. M. (2016). A comparison of well-peer mentored and non-peer mentored athletes’ perceptions of satisfaction. J. Sports Sci. 34, 450–458. doi: 10.1080/02640414.2015.1057517

Holt, N. L., Hoar, S., and Fraser, S. N. (2005). How does coping change with development? A review of childhood and adolescence sport coping research. Eur. J. Sport Sci. 5, 25–39. doi: 10.1080/17461390500076915

Horn, T. S. (2011). Multiple pathways to knowledge generation: qualitative and quantitative research approaches in sport and exercise psychology. Qualitat. Res. Sport Exerc. Health 3, 291–304. doi: 10.1080/2159676x.2011.607181

Hsieh, H. F., and Shannon, S. E. (2005). Three approaches to qualitative content analysis. Qualitat. Health Res. 15, 1277–1288. doi: 10.1177/1049732305276687

Kerdijk, C., van der Kamp, J., and Polman, R. (2016). The influence of the social environment context in stress and coping in sport. Front. Psychol. 7:875. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2016.00875

Kristiansen, E. (2017). Walking the line: how young athletes balance academic studies and sport in international competition. Sport Soc. 20, 47–65. doi: 10.1080/17430437.2015.1124563

Kristiansen, E., and Roberts, G. C. (2010). Young elite athletes and social support: coping with competitive and organizational stress in “Olympic” competition. Scand. J. Med. Sci. Sports 20, 686–695. doi: 10.1111/j.1600-0838.2009.00950.x

Kvale, S., and Brinkmann, S. (2009). Interviews: Learning the Craft of Qualitative Research. California: SAGE.

López, D. S., Barriopedro, M., and Conde, E. (2015a). Supporting dual career in Spain: elite athletes’ barriers to study. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 21, 57–64. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2015.04.012

López, D. S., Barriopedro, M., and Sanz, I. (2015b). Dual career motivation and identity on elite athletes. Rev. Psicol. Deporte 24, 55–57.

Lu, F. J., Hsu, Y. W., Chan, Y. S., Cheen, J. R., and Kao, K. T. (2012). Assessing college student-athletes’ life stress: initial measurement development and validation. Meas. Phys. Educ. Exerc. Sci. 16, 254–267. doi: 10.1080/1091367x.2012.693371

Lu, F. J., Lee, W. P., Chang, Y. K., Chou, C. C., Hsu, Y. W., Lin, J. H., et al. (2016). Interaction of athletes’ resilience and coaches’ social support on the stress-burnout relationship: a conjunctive moderation perspective. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 22, 202–209. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2015.08.005

Lupo, C., Guidotti, F., Goncalves, C. E., Moreira, L., Doupona Topic, M., Bellardini, H., et al. (2015). Motivation towards dual career of European student-athletes. Eur. J. Sport Sci. 15, 151–160. doi: 10.1080/17461391.2014.940557

Main, L., and Grove, J. R. (2009). A multi-component assessment model for monitoring training distress among athletes. Eur. J. Sport Sci. 9, 195–202. doi: 10.1080/17461390902818260

McKay, J., Niven, A. G., Lavallee, D., and White, A. (2008). Sources of strain among UK elite athletes. Sport Psycholog. 22, 143–163. doi: 10.1123/tsp.22.2.143

Moran, A. P., Matthews, J. J., and Kirby, K. (2011). Whatever happened to the third paradigm? Exploring mixed methods research designs in sport and exercise psychology. Qualitat. Res. Sport Exerc. Health 3, 362–369. doi: 10.1080/2159676x.2011.607843

Nicholls, A. R., Levy, A. R., Jones, L., Meir, R., Radcliffe, J. N., and Perry, J. L. (2016). Committed relationships and enhanced threat levels: perceptions of coach behavior, the coach–athlete relationship, stress appraisals, and coping among athletes. Int. J. Sports Sci. Coach. 11, 16–26. doi: 10.1177/1747954115624825

Pain, M. A., and Harwood, C. G. (2004). Knowledge and perceptions of sport psychology within English soccer. J. Sports Sci. 22, 813–826. doi: 10.1080/02640410410001716670

Patton, M. Q. (2002). Qualitative Research and Evaluation Methods. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Perna, F. M., Zaichkowsky, L., and Bocknek, G. (1996). The association of mentoring with psychosocial development among male athletes at termination of college career. J. Appl. Sport Psychol. 8, 76–88. doi: 10.1080/10413209608406309

Pummell, B., Harwood, C., and Lavallee, D. (2008). Jumping to the next level: a qualitative examination of within-career transition in adolescent event riders. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 9, 427–447. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2007.07.004

Ravizza, K. (1988). Gaining entry with athletic personnel for season long consulting. Sport Psycholog. 4, 330–340.

Rhind, D., and Jowett, S. (2011). “Working with coach–athlete relationships: their quality and maintenance,” in Professional Practice in Sport Psychology: A Review, eds S. Mellalieu and S. Hanton (London, UK: Routledge), 219–248.

Ronkainen, N. J., Ryba, T. V., Littlewood, M., and Selänne, H. (2018). ‘School, family and then hockey!’ Coaches’ views on dual career in ice hockey. Int. J. Sports Sci. Coach. 13, 38–45. doi: 10.1177/1747954117712190

Rosenfeld, L. B., Richman, J. M., and Hardy, C. J. (1989). Examining social support networks among athletes: description and relationship to stress. Sport Psycholog. 3, 23–33. doi: 10.1123/tsp.3.1.23

Ryba, T. V., Stambulova, N. B., Selänne, H., Aunola, K., and Nurmi, J. E. (2017). “Sport has always been first for me” but “all my free time is spent doing homework”: dual career styles in late adolescence. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 33, 131–140. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2017.08.011

Sallen, J., Hemming, K., and Richartz, A. (2018). Facilitating dual careers by improving resistance to cronic stress: effects of an intervention program for elite student athletes. Eur. J. Sport Sci. 18, 112–122. doi: 10.1080/17461391.2017.1407363

Sarkar, M., and Fletcher, D. (2013). How should we measure psychological resilience in sport performers? Meas. Phys. Educ. Exerc. Sci. 17, 264–280. doi: 10.1080/1091367X.2013.805141

Scanlan, T. K., Stein, G. L., and Ravizza, K. (1991). An in-depth study of former elite figure skaters: III. Sources of stress. J. Sport Exerc. Psychol. 1, 102–120. doi: 10.1123/jsep.13.2.103

Silverman, D. (2006). Interpreting Qualitative Data, 3rd Edn. London: Sage.

Smith, B., and McGannon, K. R. (2018). Developing rigor in qualitative research: problems and opportunities within sport and exercise psychology. Int. Rev. Sport Exerc. Psychol. 11, 101–121. doi: 10.1080/1750984x.2017.1317357

Sorkkila, M., Aunola, K., and Ryba, T. V. (2017a). A person-oriented approach to sport and school burnout in adolescent student-athletes: the role of individual and parental expectations. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 28, 58–67. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2016.10.004

Sorkkila, M., Ryba, T. V., Aunola, K., Selänne, H., and Salmela-Aro, K. (2017b). Sportburnout inventory–dual career form for student-athletes: assessing validity and reliability in a finnish sample of adolescent athletes. J. Sport Health Sci. (in press). doi: 10.1016/j.jshs.2017.10.006

Sorkkila, M., Aunola, K., Salmela-Aro, K., Tolvanen, A., and Ryba, T. V. (2018a). The co-developmental dynamic of sport and school burnout among student-athletes: the role of achievement goals. Scand. J. Med. Sci. Sports 28, 1731–1742. doi: 10.1111/sms.13073

Sorkkila, M., Ryba, T. V., Selänne, H., and Aunola, K. (2018b). Development of school and sport burnout in adolescent student-athletes: a longitudinal mixed-methods study. J. Res. Adolesc. doi: 10.1111/jora.12453 [Epub ahead of print].

Sparkes, A. C. (2015). Developing mixed methods research in sport and exercise psychology: critical reflections on five points of controversy. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 16, 49–59. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2014.08.014

Sparkes, A. C., and Smith, B. (2014). Qualitative Research Methods in Sport, Exercise and Health: From Process to Product. New York, NY: Routledge.

Stambulova, N., and Wylleman, P. (2014). “Athletes’ career development and transitions,” in Routledge Companion to Sport and Exercise Psychology, eds A. Papaioannou and D. Hackfort (New York, NY: Routledge).

Stambulova, N. B., Engström, C., Franck, A., Linner, L., and Lindahl, K. (2015). Searching for an optimal balance: dual career experiences of Swedish adolescent athletes. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 21, 4–14. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2014.08.009

Stambulova, N. B., and Wylleman, P. (2015). Special issue: dual career development and transitions. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 21, 1–134.

Stambulova, N. B., and Wylleman, P. (2019). Psychology of athletes’ dual careers: a state-of-the-art critical review of the European discourse. Psychol. Sport Exerc. 42, 72–88. doi: 10.1016/j.psychsport.2018.11.013

Teddlie, C., and Tashakkori, A. (2012). Common “core” characteristics of mixed methods research: a review of critical issues and call for greater convergence. Am. Behav. Sci. 56, 774–788. doi: 10.1177/0002764211433795

Turner, M. J., and Jones, M. (2014). “Stress, emotions, and athletes’ positive adaptation to sport: Contributions from a transactional perspective,” in Positive Human Functioning From a Multidimensional Perspective, eds A. R. Gomes, R. Resende, and A. Albuquerque (New York, NY: Nova Science Publishers Inc.), 143–162.

Vaismoradi, M., Jones, J., Turunen, H., and Snelgrove, S. (2016). Theme development in qualitative content analysis and thematic analysis. J. Nurs. Educ. Pract. 6, 100–110. doi: 10.5430/jnep.v6n5p100

Vinson, D., Christian, P., Jones, V., Williams, C., and Peters, D. M. (2016). Exploring how well UK coach education meets the needs of women sports coaches. Int. Sport Coach. J. 3, 287–302. doi: 10.1123/iscj.2016-0004

White, R. L., and Bennie, A. (2015). Resilience in youth sport: a qualitative investigation of gymnastics coach and athlete perceptions. Int. J. Sports Sci. Coach. 10, 379–393. doi: 10.1260/1747-9541.10.2-3.379

Woodman, T., and Hardy, L. (2001). A case study of organizational stress in elite sport. J. Appl. Sport Psychol. 13, 207–238. doi: 10.1111/j.1600-0838.2012.01521.x

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Davis, Halvarsson, Lundström and Lundqvist. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.
OPS/images/cross.jpg
3,

i





OPS/images/fpsyg-10-01641-t001.jpg
1
1. Stress 1
2. Depressed mood 0.591**
3. Vigor —0.188*
4. Physical symptoms 0.204**
5. Sleep disturbance 0.459**
6. Fatigue 0.457**
7. Injury 0.253%
8. Performance demands 0.523**
9. Coach relationship 0.371*
10. Training adaptation 0.478**
11. Interpersonal relationship  0.345**
12. Romantic relationship 0.215™
13. Family relationship 0.358**
14. Academic requirements ~ 0.467**
15. Goals and development  0.544**
16. Logistics operations 0.492**
17. Team and culture 0.507**
18. Coaching 0.382**
M 1.96
SD 0.81

1

—0.270**
0.265**
0.555**
0.434*
0.408**
0.632**
0.321*
0.509**
0.548**
0.447*
0.465**
0.408**
0.642*
0.509**
0.507**
0.382**
1.16
0.82

1
0.065
—0.173*
—0.358™*
—0.001
—0.060
—0.229**
—0.218**
—0.133
—0.083
—0.171*
—0.070
—0.108
—0.064
—0.156*
—0.251**
2.51
0.68

1
0.289**
0.242**
0.365**
0.335**
0.117
0.253**
0.165*
0.131
0.187*
0.227**
0.389**
0.394**
0.328**
0.027
1.53
0.71

1
0.486™*
0291
0.817*
0.174*
0.303**
0.158*
0.067
0.291*
0.257*
0.419**
0.311**
0.416™
0.131
1.06
1.03

1
0:209%*
0.304**
0.310**
0.416™*
0.164*
0.279**
0.366**
0.404**
0.319**
0.397**
0.246™*
0.283**
244
0.82

1
0.423**
0.107
0.280**
0.216**
0.216**
0.197*
0.220**
0.643**
0.308**
0.252**
0.079
2.32
1.32

1
0.386™*
0.632**
0.459**
0.369**
0.390**
0.437*
0.737*
0.485**
0.474**
0.266™*
2.46

0.94

1
0.659**
0.421**
0.363**
0.239**
0.246™
0.362**
0.439**
0.481*
0.812*
1.86

0.96

10

1
0.486**
0.451**
0.387**
0.403**
0.504**
0.498**
0.452**
0.603**
1.99

0.88

1

1
0.575**
0.412**
0.255**
0.319**
0.430**
0.536**
0.326**
1.73

0.98

12

1
0.2562**
0.304**
0.250**
0.460**
0.264**
0.277*
1.64

0.81

13

1
0.382**
0.393**
0.399**
0.391*
0.216™
1.72

0.94

14

;
0.443*
0.414%
0.311**
0.243*
2.50

0.99

15

1
0.549**
0.479**
0.306**
1.74
1.02

16

1
0.570**
0.346**
0.84
0.66

17 18
1
0.461* 1
1.10 0.78
1.04 1.07

P

P

N =178 *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01. Range of scores for: “depressed mood”, “perceived vigor”, ‘perceived stress” “general fatigue” is O to 4 representing frequency, “physical symptoms”, “sleep disturbance” is O to 4

»

P

U

5w

5w

representing intensity; “sports injury”, “performance demand’, “coach relationships”, “training adaptation”, “interpersonal relationship”, “romantic relationship”, “family relationship”, “academic requirements” is 1 to 6

O

representing frequency; “goals and development’, “logistics and operations”, “team and culture”, “coaching” is O to 5 representing frequency.
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