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Abstract  

Background 

Musculoskeletal models enable us to estimate muscle-tendon length, which has been shown to 

improve clinical decision-making and outcomes in children with cerebral palsy. Most clinical gait 

analysis services, however, do not include muscle-tendon length estimation in their clinical routine. 

This is due, in part, to a lack of knowledge and trust in the musculoskeletal models, and to the 

complexity involved in the workflow to obtain the muscle-tendon length. 

Research question 

Can the joint angles obtained with the conventional gait model (CGM) be used to generate accurate 

muscle-tendon length estimates? 

Methods 

Three-dimensional motion capture data of 15 children with cerebral palsy and 15 typically developing 

children were retrospectively analyzed and used to estimate muscle-tendon length with the following 

four modelling frameworks: (1) 2392-OSM-IK-angles: standard OpenSim workflow including scaling, 

inverse kinematics and muscle analysis; (2) 2392-OSM-CGM-angle: generic 2392-OpenSim model 

driven with joint angles from the CGM; (3) modif-OSM-IK-angles: standard OpenSim workflow 

including inverse kinematics and a modified model with segment coordinate systems and joint 

degrees-of-freedom similar to the CGM; (4) modif-OSM-CGM-angles: modified model driven with joint 

angles from the CGM. Joint kinematics and muscle-tendon length were compared between the 

different modelling frameworks.  

Results 

Large differences in hip joint kinematics were observed between the CGM and the 2392-OpenSim 

model. The modif-OSM showed similar kinematics as the CGM. Muscle-tendon length obtained with 

modif-OSM-IK-angles and modif-OSM-CGM-angles were similar, whereas large differences in some 

muscle-tendon length were observed between 2392-OSM-IK-angles and 2392-OSM-CGM-angles. 

Significance 

The modif-OSM-CGM-angles framework enabled us to estimate muscle-tendon lengths without the 

need for scaling a musculoskeletal model and running inverse kinematics. Hence, muscle-tendon 

length estimates can be obtained simply, without the need for the complexity, knowledge and time 

required for musculoskeletal modeling and associated software. An instruction showing how the 

framework can be used in a clinical setting is provided on 

https://github.com/HansUniVie/MuscleLength. 
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1. Introduction 

 Three-dimensional gait analysis is used to objectively measure and identify gait abnormalities 

in people with movement disorders [1]. Most clinical gait laboratories use a variant of the Newington-

Helen Hayes model [2,3], which was developed in 1980s and is now known as the conventional gait 

model (CGM). This model produces estimates of joint kinematics and kinetics. Data derived from gait 

analysis based on the CGM has been shown to change treatment decision-making in children with 

cerebral palsy [4]. 

 Musculoskeletal models enable additional analyses beyond those obtained from the CGM. 

These additional analyses include the estimation of muscle-tendon length [5], muscle moment arms 

[6], muscle-tendon forces [7], and joint contact forces [8]. Although musculoskeletal models are as 

reliable as the CGM [9], and despite the above-mentioned advantages, most clinical gait laboratories 

do not routinely use them. Limited trust in the models, the required expertise, and extra time are likely 

the primary reasons for eschewing musculoskeletal modeling in many clinical gait laboratories. 

Cerebral palsy (CP) is the most common paediatric neurologic disorder [10]. CP causes a 

progressive variety of musculoskeletal impairments, including bony torsions that alter muscle moment 

arms, and contractures that alter muscle-tendon lengths. Walking impairments due to the 

neuromusculoskeletal abnormalities are among the most profound disabilities in children with CP [11]. 

Orthopaedic surgerises, including muscle-tendon lengthening [12] or transfer [13], are used to improve 

walking in children with CP. Research has shown that pre-operative muscle-tendon length estimation 

based on musculoskeletal modelling can improve clinical decision-making in children with CP [5,14]. 

Two approoaches have been used to estimate muscle-tendon length based on musculoskeletal 

models. The standard musculoskeletal modelling approach (MSM approach) includes scaling a generic 

musculoskeletal model to the anthropometry of the individual, calculating joint angles via inverse 

kinematics, and extracting muscle-tendon lengths [15]. Alternatively, the joint angles obtained with 

the CGM can be used to drive a musculoskeletal model (CGM approach) and extract the muscle-tendon 

lengths [5,16,17]. The CGM approach has the advantage of skipping the scaling and inverse kinematic 

steps, which are needed for the MSM approach. However, the CGM approach potentially introduces 

inconsistencies between joint angles and muscle-tendon lengths due to the difference in segment 

reference frames and joint degrees-of-freedom between the CGM and most musculoskeletal models 

[18]. Furthermore, joint angles in the CGM are calculated with direct kinematics, whereas most 

musculoskeletal models use inverse kinematics for estimating joint angles, introducing another 

difference between the MSM and CGM approaches. So far, no studies evaluated the impact of the 

different approaches on estimated muscle-tendon lengths. 
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The aims of this study were to assess the impact of different approaches on estimated muscle-

tendon lengths and provide the clinical and research community an simple method for estimating 

muscle-tendon length. We hypothesized that  

H1. Muscle-tendon length will differ between the MSM and CGM approaches for some 

muscles due to different segment coordinate systems and joint degrees-of-freedom 

[18]. 

H2. Modifying a musculoskeletal model to have segment reference frames and joint 

degrees-of-freedom consistent with the CGM will lead to an improved agreement 

between the MSM and CGM approaches. 

H3. Scaling and inverse kinematics is not necessary to get reasonable muscle-tendon 

length estimations if the joint angles from the CGM are used to drive an appropriate 

musculoskeletal model. 

In the long run, we hope our research will motivate more clinical gait laboratories to include 

muscle-tendon length estimations in their clinical routine and, therefore, increase the number of 

positive treatment outcomes in children with CP. 

 

2. Methods 

2.1. Participants 

 Three-dimensional motion capture data of 15 children with bilateral CP (mean ± standard 

deviation height: 1.45±0.16 m, weight: 41.6±13.7 kg, metadata of one participant with CP did not 

include height and weight information) and 15 typically developing (TD) children (height: 1.37±0.22 m, 

weight: 37.7±9,1 kg) were retrospectively analyzed for this study. Data was collected at the Gillette 

Children’s Specialty Healthcare Center for Gait and Motion Analysis. The use of previously collected 

de-identified data was approved by the Institutional Review Boards. The motion capture data included 

marker trajectories of the Vicon Plug-in-Gait marker set for the lower limbs plus two additional markers 

on each thigh and one (TD participants) or two (participants with CP) additional markers at each shank. 

 

2.2. Modelling frameworks 

Four different modelling frameworks based on the CGM and two different musculoskeletal 

models were used to calculate muscle-tendon lengths (Fig. 1). 
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Fig. 1. Modelling frameworks used to estimate muscle-tendon length. The CGM and two 
musculoskeletal OpenSim models were used to calculate joint kinematics. Afterward, these joint 
angles were used to drive scaled and unscaled musculoskeletal models to obtain muscle-tendon 
lengths. The right part of the figure indicates which modelling frameworks were compared to answer 
our research hypotheses. H1: muscle-tendon length for some muscles will be different between both 
previously used approaches to estimate muscle-tendon lengths. H2: modifying a musculoskeletal 
model will lead to an improved agreement between both approaches. H3: scaling and inverse 
kinematics is not necessary to get reasonable muscle-tendon length estimations if the joint angles from 
the CGM are used to run an appropriate musculoskeletal model. 

 

2.2.1. Joint kinematics calculations 

Joint angles were calculated using the following three models: 

CGM: The CGM [2,3] uses direct kinematics to calculate joint angles and is implemented in 

the Vicon Plug-in-Gait model, which is widely used in the clinical gait analysis community. 

This model outputs three rotations for the pelvis, hip and knee joint and one rotation 

(dorsi-/plantarflexion) for the ankle joint. Vicon Nexus was used for processing the data 

and calculating joint angles. 

2392-OSM: The 2392-OpenSim model [19], a widely used musculoskeletal model, was 

scaled to the anthropometry of each participant based on surface marker locations and 

estimated joint centres [20]. Afterwards, inverse kinematics was used to calculate joint 

angles. This model allows three rotational degrees-of-freedom at the hip joint and one 

degree-of-freedom at the knee joint. The subtalar and metatarsal joints were locked due 

to an insufficient number of foot markers and therefore only one degree-of-freedom 

(dorsi-/plantarflexion) was allowed at the ankle joint. The torso segment was removed 

from the model because we were only interested in muscle-tendon length of the lower 

extremities. 
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modif-OSM: The modified OpenSim model is based on the 2392-OSM, but included two 

additional degrees-of-freedom at each knee joint. Furthermore, the pelvic segment 

coordinate system was tilted by 13 degrees. These two modifications have been shown to 

improve the agreement in joint kinematic estimates between the CGM and 

musculoskeletal OpenSim models [9]. The same standard OpenSim workflow as described 

above, including scaling and inverse kinematics, was used to calculate joint angles. 

2.2.2. Muscle-tendon lengths calculations 

Based on the joint kinematics obtained from the above mentioned three models, the following 

four modelling frameworks were used to calculate muscle-tendon lengths (Fig. 1, supplementary Table 

S1). In every framework, the analyze tool in OpenSim 4.1 [21] was used to derive muscle-tendon 

lengths. 

2392-OSM-IK-angles framework uses the scaled 2392-OSM model to obtain joint angles and 

muscle-tendon lengths.  

modif-OSM-IK-angles framework uses the scaled modif-OSM model to obtain joint angles and 

muscle tendon lengths.  

modif-OSM-CGM-angles framework uses the unscaled modif-OSM model to calculate muscle 

tendon lengths. The model was driven by the joint angles obtained from the CGM. 

2392-OSM-CGM-angles framework uses the unscaled 2392-OSM to calculate muscle tendon 

lengths. The model was driven by the joint angles obtained from the CGM. 

For the modif-OSM-CGM-angles and 2392-OSM-CGM-angles frameworks, the joint angles 

from the CGM were exported from the .c3d file and a .mot file was created using a customized Matlab 

script, which is freely available on github (https://github.com/HansUniVie/MuscleLength). The .mot 

file is necessary to drive the OpenSim models. 

 

2.3. Data analysis 

Muscle-tendon lengths of the following muscles from the right leg were compared between 

the different modelling frameworks: semitendinosus, semimembranosus, biceps femoris (long head), 

rectus femoris, medial gastrocnemius, soleus, iliopsoas and adductor longus. These muscles were 

chosen because they are often included in soft tissue surgeries in children with CP. Data from children 

with CP and TD children were analyzed separately. 
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To address our first hypothesis, i.e. muscle-tendon length for some muscles will be different 

between both previously published approaches to estimate muscle-tendon length, we compared 

muscle-tendon length between the 2392-OSM-IK-angles and 2392-OSM-CGM-angles modelling 

framework using Statistical Parametric Mapping (SPM) [22]. To address our second hypothesis, i.e. 

modifying a musculoskeletal model will lead to an improved agreement between both approaches, we 

compared root-mean-square-differences (RMSD) and maximum differences (max-diff) between the 

2392-OSM-IK-angles vs. 2392-OSM-CGM-angles frameworks to those between the modif-OSM-IK-

angles vs. modif-OSM-CGM-angles frameworks. Paired t-tests were used to evaluate if there was a 

significantly improved agreement between modelling frameworks. For our third hypothesis, that 

scaling and inverse kinematics is not necessary to get reasonable muscle-tendon length estimations if 

the joint angles from the CGM are used to run an appropriate musculoskeletal model, we compared 

muscle-tendon length between the modif-OSM-IK-angles vs. modif-OSM-CGM-angles modelling 

frameworks using SPM. The Bonferroni correction for multiple comparisons was used to adjust the 

significance levels in the SPM analyses and paired t-tests. 

Additionally, we visualized joint angles and quantified differences in joint angles between 

modelling frameworks using RMSD. All muscle-tendon lengths were normalized to the anatomical 

neutral position. Furthermore, joint angles and muscle-tendon lengths were time-normalized to 100 

% of the gait cycle. To evaluate if different approaches have an impact on clinical reasoning, we 

quantified the number of CP children with short muscle-tendon length for each modelling frameworks. 

Short muscle-tendon length (𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑀𝐿𝐶𝑃𝑠ℎ𝑜𝑟𝑡
) was defined as a maximum length during walking 

(𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑀𝐿) below the mean (max𝑀𝐿𝑇𝐷𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛
) minus two standard deviation values (max𝑀𝐿𝑇𝐷𝑆𝐷

) of the 

maximum length from the TD participants (Equation 1). Typical muscle-tendon length 

(𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑀𝐿𝐶𝑃𝑡𝑦𝑝𝑖𝑐𝑎𝑙
) was defined as a maximum length equal to or above this threshold (Equation 2). 

𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑀𝐿𝐶𝑃𝑠ℎ𝑜𝑟𝑡
<  max𝑀𝐿𝑇𝐷𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛

−  2 × max𝑀𝐿𝑇𝐷𝑆𝐷
   Equation 1 

𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑀𝐿𝐶𝑃𝑡𝑦𝑝𝑖𝑐𝑎𝑙
≥  max𝑀𝐿𝑇𝐷𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛

−  2 × max𝑀𝐿𝑇𝐷𝑆𝐷
   Equation 2 

 

3. Results 

3.1. Joint kinematics 

Joint angles obtained with the 2392-OSM showed up to 17.1° (18.1°) RMSD (mean (standard 

deviation)) for hip flexion/extension angles compared to the other two models (CGM and modif-OSM). 

Knee and ankle joint kinematics in the sagittal plane were comparable between models with mean 

RMSD between 1.6° and 5.2° (Fig. 2, supplementary Table S2). Apart of hip and knee angles in the 
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transverse plane, we found a good agreement in joint kinematics between the CGM and modif-OSM 

(mean RMSD between 0.5° and 7.1°, supplementary Table S2). 

 

Fig. 2. Joint kinematics (mean waveforms ± one standard deviation) obtained with the three 
different models for our participants with CP (top three rows) and our TD participants (button 
three rows). In both participants groups, hip flexion/extension angles from the 2392-OSM showed 
large differences compared to the other two models (CGM and modif-OSM). 

 

3.2. Muscle-tendon lengths 

In both participant groups (CP and TD), comparing muscle-tendon lengths between 2392-OSM-

IK-angles and 2392-OSM-CGM-angles showed significant differences across the whole gait cycle for all 

analyzed muscles except the medial gastrocnemius and soleus muscles (Fig. 3). The comparison 
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between modif-OSM-IK-angles and modif-OSM-CGM-angles only showed significant differences 

during short periods of the gait cycle. 

 
Fig. 3. Normalized muscle length (mean waveforms ± one standard deviation) obtained with the four 
different modelling frameworks for our participants with CP (top two rows) and our TD participants 
(button two rows). *** = significant difference between 2392-OSM-IK-angles and 2392-OSM-CGM-
angles, ||| = significant difference between modif-OSM-IK-angles and modif-OSM-CGM-angles. 

 

In children with CP, average RMSD and max-diff in normalized muscle-tendon length for the 

2392-OSM-IK-angles vs. 2392-OSM-CGM-angles comparison were 3.6% and 4.7%, respectively. Similar 

values were found in our TD participants (3.8% and 5.0% for average RMSD and max-diff, respectively). 
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Average RMSD for the modif-OSM-IK-angles vs. modif-OSM-CGM-angles comparison were 1.3% in 

children with CP and 1.5% in TD participants. Mean max-diff were 2.3% and 2.7% in CP and TD 

participants, respectively. For most analyzed muscle-lengths, RMSD and max-diff were significantly 

lower for the modif-OSM-IK-angles vs. modif-OSM-CGM-angles comparison than for the 2392-OSM-

IK-angles vs. 2392-OSM-CGM-angles comparison (Fig. 4). 

 
Fig. 4. Root-mean-square-differences (RMSD) and maximum differences (max diff) in normalized 
muscle-tendon length between the 2392-OSM-IK-angles and 2392-OSM-CGM-angles (solid bards) and 
between the modif-OSM-IK-angles and modif-OSM-CGM-angles (empty bars). Error bars represent ± 
one standard deviation. RMSD and maximum differences decreased when using the modif-OSM 
compared to the 2392-OSM, which was in agreement with our second hypothesis. *** indicates 
significant differences (P<0.001). 

 

3.3. Clinical reasoning 

The difference in muscle-tendon lengths between participants with CP and the average TD 

values were similar between modelling approaches for many participants as long as a consistent 
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approach was used for calculating muscle-tendon length of the CP and TD children (Fig. 5 and 

supplementary Fig. S1). Nevertheless, the number of children with short muscle-tendon length differed 

by up to 27% between modelling approaches (Fig. 6). 

 
Fig. 5. Comparison of muscle-tendon length from one of our participants with CP with the mean values 
of our TD participants using all four modelling approaches. Clinical interpretation based on the muscle-
tendon length from the modif-OSM-IK-angles, modif-OSM-CGM-angles and 2392-OSM-CGM-angles 
modelling frameworks would be similar. The 2392-OSM-IK-angles approach showed compared to the 
other modelling frameworks smaller differences between the CP child and average TD waveforms for 
all analyzed muscles apart of the adductor longus muscle. 
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Fig. 6. Percentage and number of participants with short and typical muscle-tendon length based on 
calculations with all four modelling frameworks. 

 

4. Discussion 

The aim of this study was to evaluate the impact of different modelling frameworks on the 

estimation of muscle-tendon lengths. In agreement with our first hypothesis, our findings showed that 

most muscle-tendon lengths exhibit large differences between the previously used and published 

approaches (2392-OSM-IK-angles vs. 2392-OSM-CGM-angles). Slightly modifying the musculoskeletal 

model led to a significant improvement in the agreement between the approaches and therefore 

confirmed our second hypothesis. Comparing the modif-OSM-IK-angles with the modif-OSM-CGM-

angles framework showed similar muscle-tendon length waveforms with small RMSD and significant 

differences only during short periods of the gait cycle and, therefore, confirmed our third hypothesis.  

Many clinical gait laboratories only use musculoskeletal modelling to estimate muscle-tendon 

lengths, and are not interested in other modeling capabilities, such as dynamic simulation or muscle 

force estimation. The first-author of this paper (HK) was involved in the organization of several 

international musculoskeletal OpenSim workshops. During these workshops many attendees from 
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clinical gait laboratories were mainly interested in the estimation of muscle-tendon lengths for clinical 

decision-making in people with movement disorders. In addition to the limited trust, two technical 

barriers hindered most people to implement muscle-length estimations in their clinical routine. To the 

surprise of the organizers, the bottlenecks for many attendees were converting the .c3d files to 

OpenSim file formats (.trc and .mot files) and scaling the musculoskeletal model. This discovery is what 

led to the study presented here. We hope that our paper and findings will increase the trust in 

musculoskeletal simulations and facilitate muscle-tendon lengths estimations for an increasing 

number of clinical gait laboratories. 

Scaling a musculoskeletal model introduces errors [20]. These errors influence joint kinematics 

and musculoskeletal calculations such as muscle-tendon length estimations. We showed that the joint 

angles from the CGM can be used to estimate muscle-tendon lengths without the need for scaling and 

inverse kinematics (modif-OSM-CGM-angles framework). Our proposed approach has two main 

benefits. First, it reduces the time and complexity of the processes required to estimate muscle-tendon 

lengths. Second, it can be done by a person with limited OpenSim experience without increasing 

uncertainties in the muscle-tendon length estimations. 

Joint kinematics based on the CGM were comparable to previous studies with TD children [23]. 

and children with CP [24]. As expected, hip flexion/extension angles were significantly different 

between the CGM and 2392-OSM due to the different definition of the pelvis segment coordinate 

system [18]. Sagittal plane kinematics showed a good agreement between the CGM and modif-OSM 

but transverse plane kinematics differed between the approaches. This was likely due to the limited 

degree-of-freedom at the ankle joint in the modif-OSM and the global optimization approach used 

during the inverse kinematics analysis. Including an additional foot marker would unlock the subtalar 

joint in the modif-OSM, which would likely improve the agreement in joint kinematics between the 

modif-OSM and CGM. 

Muscle-tendon lengths from muscles involved in hip movements showed the largest 

differences between modelling frameworks, whereas the medial gastrocnemius and soleus muscle-

tendon lengths were similar between all approaches. Hence, muscle-tendon length from studies, 

which used different methods to estimate muscle-tendon lengths should be compared with caution, 

especially if the muscle of interest is involved in hip movements. In general, our muscle-tendon lengths 

were similar to previous studies that included children with CP [25,26]. 

Clinical reasoning based on comparing muscle-tendon lengths from our participants with CP 

with the mean values of our TD children was similar between modelling frameworks for most muscles 

and participants (73% to 100%, Fig. 5 and 6). Hence, clinical decisions are unlikely to be influenced by 

the choice of framework as long as the same framework is used for estimating muscle-tendon length 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.10.21253257doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.10.21253257
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


Kainz & Schwartz 2021 14 

in the CP and TD children. Nevertheless, we recommend using a modelling framework that ensures 

consistency between the joint angles and muscle-tendon length estimations. Furthermore, muscle-

tendon lengths from a patient should never be compared to control data obtained with a different 

modelling approach because it could lead to wrong interpretation of the data (Fig. S1). 

This study included some limitations. First, we only included four modelling frameworks in this 

study and all muscle-tendon length estimations were based on two musculoskeletal OpenSim models. 

We used OpenSim because it is widely used and is freely available compared to other commercially 

available musculoskeletal modelling software. Using different models [27] or software packages (e.g., 

AnyBody [28]) might lead to slightly different results. The main findings, however, are unlikely to 

change with different models and software packages and, therefore, we feel confident that our 

recommendations can be applied for any chosen modelling framework. Second, we did not have a gold 

standard to assess the accuracy of muscle-tendon lengths estimations with the different modelling 

frameworks. Hence, we only evaluated the consistency between joint kinematics and muscle-tendon 

lengths estimations between the different approaches. Using a consistent kinematics and 

musculoskeletal model is important to minimize uncertainties and errors associated with 

musculoskeletal modelling. Third, clinical reasoning is usually based on a comprehensive assessment 

that includes gait analysis data, medical history of the child, and physical examinations. In contrast, we 

only compared muscle-tendon lengths between CP and TD participants. A comprehensive assessment 

between our participants with CP and the TD control participants was, however, not our aim and 

therefore beyond the scope of this study. 

In summary, this was the first study which highlighted common pitfalls in estimating muscle-

tendon lengths. Furthermore, we showed how small modifications of a musculoskeletal model can 

lead to large improvements in the consistency between joint kinematics and muscle-tendon length 

estimations. The main findings of this study related to the practical implementation of a framework to 

estimate muscle-tendon lengths can be summarized as follows: 

1. Use consistent models: The chosen kinematic (e.g. CGM) and musculoskeletal models (e.g. 

OpenSim model) should be based on matching segment reference frames and joint degrees of 

freedom. 

2. Angles from the CGM can be used to estimate muscle-tendon lengths: This approach saves 

time, effort, and complexity in a clinical gait laboratory and eliminates potential scaling errors 

due to an inexperienced OpenSim user. 

3. Only compare patient muscle-tendon lengths to control data based on the same modelling 

framework: Using different modelling frameworks for the patient and control data could lead 

to wrong interpretation and therefore disastrous clinical interventions. 
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A step-by-step manual on how to implement the modif-OSM-CGM-angles approach is 

provided on https://github.com/HansUniVie/MuscleLength. We hope our paper will help clinical gait 

laboratories to add muscle-length estimations to their clinical routine and improve clinical-decision 

making in children with CP. 

 

Conflict of interest 

The authors declare no conflict of interest. 

 

References 

[1] J.R. Gage, Gait analysis. An essential tool in the treatment of cerebral palsy., Clin. Orthop. 

Relat. Res. (1993) 126–34. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8458125 (accessed 

September 14, 2018). 

[2] M.P. Kadaba, H.K. Ramakrishnan, M.E. Wootten, Measurement of lower extremity kinematics 

during level walking, J. Orthop. Res. 8 (1990) 383–392. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/jor.1100080310. 

[3] R.B. Davis, S. Ounpuu, D. Tyburski, J.R. Gage, A gait analysis data collection and reduction 

technique, Hum. Mov. Sci. 10 (1991) 575–587. 

[4] T.A.L. Wren, N.Y. Otsuka, R.E. Bowen, A.A. Scaduto, L.S. Chan, M. Sheng, R. Hara, R.M. Kay, 

Influence of gait analysis on decision-making for lower extremity orthopaedic surgery: 

Baseline data from a randomized controlled trial, Gait Posture. 34 (2011) 364–369. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gaitpost.2011.06.002. 

[5] A.S. Arnold, M.Q. Liu, M.H. Schwartz, S. Õunpuu, S.L. Delp, The role of estimating muscle-

tendon lengths and velocities of the hamstrings in the evaluation and treatment of crouch 

gait, Gait Posture. 23 (2006) 273–281. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gaitpost.2005.03.003. 

[6] L. Scheys, A. Van Campenhout, A. Spaepen, P. Suetens, I. Jonkers, Personalized MR-based 

musculoskeletal models compared to rescaled generic models in the presence of increased 

femoral anteversion: Effect on hip moment arm lengths, Gait Posture. 28 (2008) 358–365. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/J.GAITPOST.2008.05.002. 

[7] H. Kainz, H. Hoang, L. Pitto, M. Wesseling, S. Van Rossom, A. Van Campenhout, G. Molenaers, 

F. De Groote, K. Desloovere, I. Jonkers, Selective dorsal rhizotomy improves muscle forces 

during walking in children with spastic cerebral palsy., Clin. Biomech. (Bristol, Avon). 65 (2019) 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.10.21253257doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://github.com/HansUniVie/MuscleLength
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.10.21253257
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


Kainz & Schwartz 2021 16 

26–33. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinbiomech.2019.03.014. 

[8] S. Van Rossom, H. Kainz, M. Wesseling, E. Papageorgiou, F. De Groote, A. Van Campenhout, G. 

Molenaers, K. Desloovere, I. Jonkers, Single-event multilevel surgery, but not botulinum toxin 

injections normalize joint loading in cerebral palsy patients, Clin. Biomech. (Bristol, Avon). 76 

(2020) 105025. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinbiomech.2020.105025. 

[9] H. Kainz, D. Graham, J. Edwards, H.P.J. Walsh, S. Maine, R.N. Boyd, D.G. Lloyd, L. Modenese, 

C.P. Carty, Reliability of four models for clinical gait analysis, Gait Posture. (2017). 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gaitpost.2017.04.001. 

[10] M. Oskoui, F. Coutinho, J. Dykeman, N. Jetté, T. Pringsheim, An update on the prevalence of 

cerebral palsy: A systematic review and meta-analysis, Dev. Med. Child Neurol. 55 (2013) 

509–519. https://doi.org/10.1111/dmcn.12080. 

[11] H. Kerr Graham, P. Selber, Musculoskeletal aspects of cerebral palsy., J. Bone Joint Surg. Br. 85 

(2003) 157–66. 

[12] T. Dreher, R. Brunner, D. Vegvari, D. Heitzmann, S. Gantz, M.W. Maier, F. Braatz, S.I. Wolf, The 

effects of muscle-tendon surgery on dynamic electromyographic patterns and muscle tone in 

children with cerebral palsy, Gait Posture. 38 (2013) 215–220. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gaitpost.2012.11.013. 

[13] N. Khouri, E. Desailly, Rectus femoris transfer in multilevel surgery: Technical details and gait 

outcome assessment in cerebral palsy patients, Orthop. Traumatol. Surg. Res. 99 (2013) 333–

340. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.otsr.2012.10.017. 

[14] A. Rajagopal, Ł. Kidziński, A.S. McGlaughlin, J.L. Hicks, S.L. Delp, M.H. Schwartz, Pre-operative 

gastrocnemius lengths in gait predict outcomes following gastrocnemius lengthening surgery 

in children with cerebral palsy, PLoS One. 15 (2020) e0233706. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0233706. 

[15] L. Barber, C. Carty, L. Modenese, J. Walsh, R. Boyd, G. Lichtwark, Medial gastrocnemius and 

soleus muscle-tendon unit, fascicle, and tendon interaction during walking in children with 

cerebral palsy, Dev. Med. Child Neurol. (2017). https://doi.org/10.1111/dmcn.13427. 

[16] L. Bar-On, G. Molenaers, E. Aertbeliën, D. Monari, H. Feys, K. Desloovere, The relation 

between spasticity and muscle behavior during the swing phase of gait in children with 

cerebral palsy, Res. Dev. Disabil. 35 (2014) 3354–3364. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2014.07.053. 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.10.21253257doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.10.21253257
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


Kainz & Schwartz 2021 17 

[17] E. Laracca, C. Stewart, N. Postans, A. Roberts, The effects of surgical lengthening of hamstring 

muscles in children with cerebral palsy - The consequences of pre-operative muscle length 

measurement, Gait Posture. 39 (2014) 847–851. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gaitpost.2013.11.010. 

[18] H. Kainz, L. Modenese, D.G. Lloyd, S. Maine, H.P.J. Walsh, C.P. Carty, Joint kinematic 

calculation based on clinical direct kinematic versus inverse kinematic gait models, J. Biomech. 

49 (2016) 1658–1669. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2016.03.052. 

[19] S.L. Delp, J.P. Loan, M.G. Hoy, F.E. Zajac, E.L. Topp, J.M. Rosen, An interactive graphics-based 

model of the lower extremity to study orthopaedic surgical procedures, IEEE Trans. Biomed. 

Eng. 37 (1990) 757–767. https://doi.org/10.1109/10.102791. 

[20] H. Kainz, H. Hoang, C. Stockton, R.R. Boyd, D.G. Lloyd, C.P. Carty, Accuracy and Reliability of 

Marker Based Approaches to Scale the Pelvis, Thigh and Shank Segments in Musculoskeletal 

Models, J. Appl. Biomech. (2017) 1–21. https://doi.org/10.1123/jab.2016-0282. 

[21] A. Seth, J.L. Hicks, T.K. Uchida, A. Habib, C.L. Dembia, J.J. Dunne, C.F. Ong, M.S. DeMers, A. 

Rajagopal, M. Millard, S.R. Hamner, E.M. Arnold, J.R. Yong, S.K. Lakshmikanth, M.A. Sherman, 

J.P. Ku, S.L. Delp, OpenSim: Simulating musculoskeletal dynamics and neuromuscular control 

to study human and animal movement, PLOS Comput. Biol. 14 (2018) e1006223. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1006223. 

[22] T.C. Pataky, M.A. Robinson, J. Vanrenterghem, Vector field statistical analysis of kinematic and 

force trajectories, J. Biomech. 46 (2013) 2394–2401. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2013.07.031. 

[23] M.H. Schwartz, A. Rozumalski, J.P. Trost, The effect of walking speed on the gait of typically 

developing children, J. Biomech. 41 (2008) 1639–1650. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2008.03.015. 

[24] R. O’Sullivan, F. Horgan, T. O’Brien, H. French, The natural history of crouch gait in bilateral 

cerebral palsy: A systematic review, Res. Dev. Disabil. 80 (2018) 84–92. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2018.06.013. 

[25] M.M. van der Krogt, C.A.M. Doorenbosch, J. Harlaar, The effect of walking speed on 

hamstrings length and lengthening velocity in children with spastic cerebral palsy, Gait 

Posture. 29 (2009) 640–644. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gaitpost.2009.01.007. 

[26] A.S. Arnold, M.Q. Liu, M.H. Schwartz, S. Õunpuu, L.S. Dias, S.L. Delp, Do the hamstrings 

operate at increased muscle-tendon lengths and velocities after surgical lengthening?, J. 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.10.21253257doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.10.21253257
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


Kainz & Schwartz 2021 18 

Biomech. 39 (2006) 1498–1506. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2005.03.026. 

[27] C.R. Smith, M.F. Vignos, R.L. Lenhart, J. Kaiser, D.G. Thelen, The influence of component 

alignment and ligament properties on tibiofemoral contact forces in total knee replacement, 

J. Biomech. Eng. 138 (2016). https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4032464. 

[28] M. Damsgaard, J. Rasmussen, S.T. Christensen, E. Surma, M. de Zee, Analysis of 

musculoskeletal systems in the AnyBody Modeling System, Simul. Model. Pract. Theory. 14 

(2006) 1100–1111. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SIMPAT.2006.09.001. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.10.21253257doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.10.21253257
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


Kainz & Schwartz 2021 19 

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL 

Table S1. Overview of differences between the modelling frameworks. DK=direct kinematics; 
IK=inverse kinematics. 

Modelling framework 
Joint rotations 

(degrees-of-freedom) 
Scaling 
Yes/No 

Kinematic 
calculations 

DK/IK Hip Knee Ankle 

2392-OSM-IK-angles 3 1 1 Yes IK 

modif-OSM-IK-angles 3 3 1 Yes IK 

modif-OSM-CGM-angles 3 3 1 No DK 

2392-OSM-CGM-angles 3 1 1 No DK 

 

 

 

Table S2. Mean (standard deviation) root-mean-square-differences in joint kinematics for the 
comparison between the CGM and the 2392-OSM and the comparison between the CGM and the 
modif-OSM. Sag=sagittal plane; front=frontal plane; trans=transverse plane; CP=participants with 
cerebral palsy; TD=typically developing participants 

comparison CGM versus 2392-OSM CGM versus modif-OSM 

group CP TD CP TD 

pelvis-sag 20.3 (10.8) 11.2 (5.6) 1.7 (3.2) 0.5 (5.0) 

pelvis-front 8.7 (5.7) 3.8 (1.8) 2.1 (2.6) 1.0 (1.2) 

pelvis-trans 1.6 (1.6) 0.8 (0.7) 1.6 (2.0) 0.6 (0.5) 

hip-sag 17.1 (18.1) 7.3 (4.6) 3.5 (5.4) 1.3 (5.5) 

hip-front 4.8 (5.1) 2.0 (2.1) 3.6 (5.6) 1.7 (2.6) 

hip-trans 11.8 (8.6) 8.8 (5.5) 11.5 (9.2) 5.0 (7.5) 

knee-sag 5.2 (5.2) 2.3 (2.4) 4.0 (5.1) 1.9 (2.5) 

knee-front   7.1 (8.8) 4.1 (4.0) 

knee-trans   14.8 (13.9) 12.7 (8.1) 

ankle-sag 5.1 (6.0) 3.3 (4.0) 2.8 (4.6) 1.6 (3.5) 
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Fig. S1. Comparison of rectus femoris (top four rows) and adductor longus (button four rows) muscle-

tendon length from one of our participants with CP with the mean values of our TD participants using 

all four modelling approaches and different approaches for the reference values of the TD 

participants. Clinical interpretation would be affected based on the chosen reference data. E.g. first 

column row five and six → differences in adductor longus muscle-tendon length between the CP 

participant and TD values differed a lot. Data of the same participant with CP as in Fig. 5 are shown in 

this figure. 
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