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Abstract

Aim: To investigate the relationship between somatosensory deficits, specifically ankle and hip
joint position sense, two-point discrimination, and vibration on the (1) responses to visual
perturbations during walking and (2) response improvements to visual perturbations while
receiving a sensory-centric treatment, i.e., stochastic resonance (SR) stimulation, in individuals
with and without cerebral palsy (CP).

Methods: Twenty-eight individuals (14 CP, 14 age-and sex-matched controls) walked in a virtual
reality cave while receiving visual perturbations. We applied SR to the ankle and hip joints. Data
analysis consisted of bivariate correlations, and multiple regression analysis (MRA) using all
four sensory tests as predictors with the responses to visual perturbation and the improvements
in the responses when SR is applied as outcomes.

Results: We found significant and strong correlations between performance on sensory tests
and the responses to visual perturbations, and improvements in the responses with SR. Only
one predictor could be entered into the MRA, indicating that performance on any of the sensory
tests could predict the responses to visual perturbation and the improvements with SR.

Interpretation: Individuals with sensory deficits are more responsive to sensory-centric
interventions. This study is an initial step in identifying potential “responders” to sensory
therapies in individuals with CP.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Postural instability is the most significant contributor to the primary impairments in cerebral
palsy (CP) (Jeffries et al., 2016), with about 35% reporting daily falls and 30% reporting weekly
or monthly falls(Boyer & Patterson, 2018). Falls can occur because of deficits in either motor or
sensory systems. Most balance assessments in individuals with CP typically focus only on the
motor aspect, with little to no consideration of how sensory deficits might impact balance.
However, there is increasing evidence that links sensory deficits, both central and peripheral, to
balance control and walking performance in CP. Mobility impairments in CP, including slower
walking speed and shorter steps, have been associated with abnormal somatosensory cortical
activity (Kurz et al., 2015). Additionally, poor performance on clinical sensory tests of lower
extremity, such as aberrant two-point discrimination, light touch, hip and ankle joint position
sense have been found to have moderate to strong relationships with reduced balance
parameters such as increased postural sway, poor BESTest scores and reduced walking
performance, indicated by slower gait speed, shorter step length and shorter 6 Minute Walk Test
distance (Damiano et al., 2013; Zarkou et al., 2020). In summary, these findings suggest a
strong link between somatosensory deficits and postural control in CP.

Individuals with CP rely on visual information over other sensory modalities for regulating
postural sway. With walking, our previous work has shown that visual perturbations led to a
magnified and delayed body sway in response to the perturbations in the CP group compared to
their age-and sex-matched peers. Other studies have shown similarly increased postural sway
during standing in children with CP(Barela et al., 2011; Yu et al., 2018) and during walking in
older adults (Franz et al., 2015) when their visual input was manipulated. The central hypothesis
to explain the increased sway in these studies is that individuals with CP compensate for
somatosensory deficits, particularly in proprioception, by relying on vision for balance, rather
than information from the impaired somatosensory system. Hence, these individuals are more
likely to be affected by changes in visual information, leading to the observed larger body sway
response to visual perturbations. However, there is currently no direct evidence for this
hypothesis as none of the prior work has directly investigated the link between response to
visual perturbations and somatosensory deficits.

The hypothesis that visual reliance is a compensation for somatosensory deficits also implies
that those with greater somatosensory deficits will show greater improvement with interventions
that improve somatosensory processing for balance control. In other words, individuals with
degraded somatosensation should respond better to interventions that reduce reliance on vision
One intervention that improves somatosensation is stochastic resonance (SR) stimulation. SR
involves applying random, sub-sensory noise to sensory receptors, which in turn causes small
changes in the transmembrane potentials and makes the receptors more likely to fire an action
potential(Cordo et al., 1996; Moss et al., 2004; Ribot-Ciscar et al., 2013). Our recent work
investigated how the responses to visual perturbations during walking would change in
individuals with CP when applying SR to improve proprioceptive input(Sansare et al., 2022). Our
results showed that the CP group had reduced whole-body sway when receiving SR stimulation.
These results, along with other studies(Gravelle et al., 2002; Priplata et al., 2006; Ross et al.,
2013; Ross & Guskiewicz, 2006) that have used SR or similar means of improving sensory input
to improve balance, indicate that augmenting somatosensory input helps individuals with CP
reduce their reliance on vision, thus showing a reduced response to visual perturbations. More
importantly, SR showed greater improvements in standing body sway in young healthy
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individuals with greater baseline sway. In another study on the effects of SR on gait variability in
older adults, SR reduced gait variability in participants who already had a variable gait, but
increased variability in participants with the least baseline variability(Stephen et al., 2012). Thus,
improvements in balance control after receiving a sensory-centric intervention such as SR seem
to be related to baseline functional abilities. However, it is not known whether there is a
relationship between the level of somatosensory deficit and the corresponding response to
sensory augmentation.

Here we performed a secondary analysis of our prior studies (Sansare et al., 2022, 2023;
Sansare Ashwini et al., n.d.) in individuals with CP and age-and sex-matched typically
developing peers (TD), with two objectives : (1) to investigate the relationship across subjects
between their response to visual perturbations during walking and their somatosensory deficits,
specifically ankle and hip joint position sense, two point discrimination, and vibration, and (2) to
investigate the relationship between the individual improvement in the response to visual
perturbations from SR stimulation and their somatosensory deficits. We hypothesized (1) that
individuals with greater responses to visual perturbations would have greater somatosensory
deficits, and that (2) individuals with greater improvement in the response to visual perturbations
would have greater somatosensory deficits.

2. METHODS

The study is a secondary analysis of the data collected in a previously reported study, wherein
day one investigated the baseline differences in the response to visual perturbations between
individuals with and without CP (Sansare et al., 2022), and day two of the study (registered at
clinicaltrials.gov under NCT05233748), investigated the immediate improvement in the
response to visual perturbations while receiving augmented proprioception through SR
stimulation in individuals with and without CP(Sansare et al., 2023).

2.1 Participants

Fourteen ambulatory individuals with spastic or hemiplegic CP, with Gross Motor Function
Classification System (GMFCS) levels I-Il were recruited through the CP Clinic at Nemours
Childrens Hospital, Delaware, and community flyers. Fourteen age-matched (6 months) and
sex-matched typically developing (TD) individuals were recruited through flyers, local
advertisements, and social media. The Institutional Review Board at the University of Delaware
approved the study protocol. Informed parental consent and child assent were obtained. The
inclusion and exclusion criteria are listed in Table 1.

Table 1. Inclusion and exclusion criteria. The asterisk denotes criteria applicable to TD group

Inclusion Exclusion

e Age 8-24years ¢ Diagnosis of athetoid, ataxic or
o Diagnosis of spastic diplegic or quadriplegic CP

hemiplegic CP ¢ Significant scoliosis (scoliometer angle >
o GMFCS classification level | or Il 9°)

(ability to walk independently with using| e History of selective dorsal root rhizotomy

any assistive device) e Botox injections in the lower limb within
e Visual, perceptual, and cognitive/ the past 6 months

communication skills to follow multiple

step commands



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.07.24302467

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.07.24302467; this version posted February 8, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

e Seizure-free or well controlled seizures | o Severe spasticity of the lower extremity

Ability to communicate pain or muscles (e.g. a score of 4 on the
discomfort during testing procedures Modified Ashworth Scale)

¢ Parental/guardian consent and child e Severely limited range of motion/
assent/consent irreversible muscle contractures

e Lower extremity surgery or fractures in
the year prior testing’

¢ Joint instability or dislocation in the lower
extremities’

e Marked visual or hearing deficits

2.2 Measures

2.2.1 Somatosensory tests

Joint position sense: The joint position sense was evaluated at the ankle (dorsiflexion and
plantarflexion), and hip joints (flexion). A physical therapist moved the distal segment of the joint
being tested into a target position, held it in that position for three seconds before moving it back
to neutral position. The participant was then asked to actively reproduce the same motion as
accurately as possible on the same limb. The magnitude of error between the target position by
the therapist and the reproduction by the participant was recorded for each joint (average over
three trials)(Wingert et al., 2009).

Two-point discrimination: An aesthesiometer (Baseliner, White Plains, New York, NY, USA) at
the first metatarsal head on the plantar aspect of each foot was used to assess two-point
discrimination. Scores consisted of the minimum distance (cm) between two stimulus points,
which were correctly identified as two distinct points on at least two out of three trials(Bell-
Krotoski et al., 1993).

Cutaneous Vibration: A 128 Hz tuning fork (Rydel-Seiffer graduated tuning fork, Martin,
Tuttlingen, Germany) at the first metatarsal head on the plantar aspect of each foot was used to
assess cutaneous vibration. The participant was asked to let the therapist know once vibration
was perceived to dissipate completely and time was recorded as the average duration that the
participant perceived over three trials. The shorter the time for which the vibration was
perceived, the worse the sensory impairment(Bell-Krotoski et al., 1993; Temlett, 2009).

2.2.2 Response to visual perturbations

Participants walked in a virtual reality environment on a self-paced treadmill. The visual
perturbations were induced by intermittently tilting the virtual scene randomly every 10-12 steps
to induce a sensation of a sideways fall. After completing two 2-minute practice trials to
acclimatize to the treadmill and the virtual environment, each participant completed ten 2-minute
walking trials with visual perturbations. We measured the response to visual perturbations as
area-under-the-curve of the CoM, where higher values imply a magnified response to the visual
perturbations and, in turn, a greater reliance on vision for walking balance. For brevity, we will
refer to this measure simply as “CoM excursion”. For further details please refer to Sansare et
al(Sansare et al., 2022).

2.2.3 Improvement in response to visual perturbations
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To investigate the effect of SR on the response to the visual perturbations we applied SR
stimulation at the optimal intensity for each individual (SRopt) at the hips, lower legs and ankles,
as well as a control condition without stimulation (noSR) while walking. Participants completed a
total of six walking trials, with three trials of two minutes each under the SRopt and noSR
conditions. They received visual perturbations in the same manner as described above. For
further details of the SR stimulation protocol please see the primary analysis (Sansare Ashwini
et al., n.d.). Our primary outcome measure to quantify the improvement in the response to visual
perturbations was the difference in the CoM excursion between the SR and the noSR trials,
where a positive value indicates that the CoM excursion reduced with SR, implying an
improvement in the response to visual perturbations.

2.3 Data Analysis

We tested whether the four sensory tests, (1) ankle joint position sense, (2) hip joint position
sense, (3) vibration, and (4) two point discrimination, can predict (a) the response to visual
perturbation and (b) improvement with SR stimulation each with their performance on each
somatosensory test. To determine the relationships between the four somatosensory predictors
and the two outcomes, we performed bivariate correlations between all predictor-outcome pairs.
Further, we conducted multiple regression analysis (MRA) using all four somatosensory
predictors simultaneously. For model selection and assumptions for MRA, please refer to
Supplementary File 1.

For both bivariate correlations and MRA, we analyzed the group (CP,TD), and the affected side
(More Affected, Less Affected) separately, resulting in four separate cases (CP More Affected,
TD More Affected, CP Less Affected and TD Less Affected). All analyses were conducted in
JMP, (Version 17.0.0, SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC). We determined the More affected side as
the one with hemiplegia in individuals with hemiplegic CP, the one self-identified as the more
affected side in individuals with diplegic CP, and the non-dominant side for individuals with TD.
The dominant side in the TD group was self-determined by the participants as their preferred
lower limb of use during daily activities.

3. RESULTS
3.1 Results from bivariate correlations:

Descriptive statistics for performance on all the sensory tests for the More and Less Affected
side for CP and TD are given in Table 2 below.
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Table 2. Mean and standard deviation (SD) for CP and TD groups on the More Affected and
Less Affected Side for the four outcome measures.

Outcome Measure More Affected Side Less Affected Side
cP ™ cP ™
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
Ankle Joint Position Sense ¢ o2 5513 5086 1.820 4143 1.906  1.809 1.224
(degrees)
Hip Joint Position Sense 4 /o) 1369 1832 1.806 2809 1.389 1404 1.178
(degrees)
i peint elssminEer 145 0277 0857 0224 1157 0.122  0.771 0.270
(meters)
Vibration (seconds) 8.822 2407  12.130 2.849 9295 2966  11.960 2.631

3.1.1 Response to visual perturbations: Figures 1 and 2 show bivariate correlations between the
response to visual perturbations and the four sensory tests on the More and Less affected side,
respectively, while Table 3 depicts the p values and correlation coefficients (r).

Performance on all four sensory tests showed statistically significant pairwise correlations with
the response to visual perturbations for both groups (CP and TD) and sides with the exception
of two-point discrimination for the Less Affected side for TD group (p = 0.055,Table 2). Out of the
four somatosensory tests, ankle joint position sense showed the strongest correlation (R=
0.878, p < 0.001) with the response to visual perturbations.
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Figure1. Bivariate correlations between the four somatosensory predictors (horizontal axes)
and the CoM excursion in response to the visual perturbations (vertical axes) from the More
affected side. The predictors are ankle joint position sense (Panel A), hip joint position
sense (Panel B), two point discrimination sense (Panel C), and vibration sense (Panel
D).CP is orange and TD blue.
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Figure 2. Bivariate correlations between the four somatosensory predictors (horizontal axes)
and the CoM excursion in response to the visual perturbations (vertical axes) from the Less
affected side. The predictors are ankle joint position sense (Panel A), hip joint position
sense (Panel B), two point discrimination sense (Panel C), and vibration sense (Panel D).
CP group is in orange and TD group is in blue.
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Table 3. P values and R for CP and TD groups on the More Affected and Less Affected Side for
bivariate correlations between response to visual perturbations and each of the four outcome

measures
Outcome Measure More Affected Side Less Affected Side
CP D CP D
p value r p value r p value r p value r
Ankle Joint Position Sense ;) 551 0878 <0001 0.841 0.011 0657  0.022 0.604
(degrees)
Hip Joint Position Sense ) y0s 5691 <0.001 0.734 0029 0582 0004 0.713
(degrees)
Two point discrimination 51 789 0007 0.688 0001 0768  0.055 0.522
(meters)
Vibration (seconds) <0.001 -0.802 0.003 -0.730 0.006 -0.693 0.017 -0.624

3.1.2 Improvement in response to visual perturbations: Figures 3 and 4 show bivariate
correlations between the response to visual perturbations and the four sensory tests on the
More and Less Affected Side, respectively, while Table 4 depicts the p values and correlation
coefficients (r).

Performance on all four sensory tests showed a statistically significant correlation with
improvement in the response to visual perturbations during SR stimulation. Out of the four
somatosensory tests, vibration showed the strongest correlation (r= 0.820, p < 0.001) (Table 4)
with the improvement in response to visual perturbations.
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Figure 3. Bivariate correlations between the four somatosensory predictors (horizontal axes)
and the improvement in response to the visual perturbations (vertical axes) from the More
affected side. The predictors are ankle joint position sense (Panel A), hip joint position
sense (Panel B), two point discrimination sense (Panel C), and vibration sense (Panel D).
CP group is in orange and TD group is in blue.
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Figure 4. Bivariate correlations between the four somatosensory predictors (horizontal axes)
and the improvement in response to the visual perturbations (vertical axes) from the Less
affected side. The predictors are ankle joint position sense (Panel A), hip joint position
sense (Panel B), two point discrimination sense (Panel C), and vibration sense (Panel D).
CP group is in orange and TD group is in blue.

Table 4. P values and R for CP and TD groups on the More Affected and Less Affected Side for
bivariate correlations between improvement in response to visual perturbations and each of the
four outcome measures

Outcome Measure More Affected Side Less Affected Side
cP ™ cP ™
p value r p value r p value r p value r
Ankle Joint Position Sense hoe 0592 0284 0.308 0.128 0427 0062 0511
(degrees)
Hip Joint Position Sense ¢ ) 0754 0214 0.354 0.006 0.693 0311 0.292
(degrees)
Two pointdiscrimination g 551 5773 029 0.581 0001 0780 0056 0.520
(meters)

Vibration (seconds) <0.001 -0.820 0.401 -0.244 0.026 -0.592 0.117 -0.439
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3.2 Results from multiple regression analysis:

The goal of performing an MRA over and above the bivariate correlations was to account for all
of the predictors in a single model, thus yielding an understanding of the associations between
the predictors as a whole and the associations between the various predictors themselves.
However, multicollinearity i.e., the correlation among the somatosensory predictors themselves
was sufficiently high that including more than one predictor in any model did not substantially
improve the model fit. Thus, with models effectively reduced to one predictor, significant models
are supported by any of the four predictors for the response to visual perturbation regardless of
More/Less Affected Side and CP/TD group, with the single exception that 2 pt discrimination
fails to achieve significance for less affected side among TD. For the improvement in the
response with SR, a similar claim can be made for CP, with the exception of ankle joint position
sense for the Less affected side. Additional details are included in Supplementary File 1.

4. DISCUSSION

This study examined the relationship between the performance on somatosensory tests and (a)
the responses to visual perturbations, and (b) the improvement in the response to visual
perturbations during SR stimulation, an intervention designed to improve somatosensory
processing. Our results showed moderate to strong relationships exist between somatosensory
measures and (1) the response to visual perturbation for CP/TD, and (2) the improvement in the
response with SR intervention for CP, regardless of More/Less Affected Side. Thus, impairments
in joint position sense, vibration and two-point discrimination could all predict the response to
visual perturbations, as well as the improvement in the response from SR stimulation for CP.

These results support our hypothesis and are not surprising. Although the sensory tests
measure different “senses” such as vibration and joint position sense, the sensory receptors
involved in perceiving these sensations are overlapping. For example, vibrotactile stimulation
activates the Pacinian corpuscles, which are the primary mechanoreceptors stimulated by
cutaneous vibration sensation, as well as the ankle joint proprioceptors (Mildren & Bent, 2016),
indicating a complex interplay between sensory stimuli and sensory receptors. Further, the fact
that sensory tests show strong correlation with the response to visual perturbations over all
CP/TD group and More/Less Affected Side combinations and with the improvement in the
response to SR for CP may indicate a largely central cause for the observed sensory deficits in
individuals with CP, such as aberrant sensory processing and integration of sensory input by the
central nervous system, rather than deficits in peripheral nervous system involving the sensory
receptors. Improvement in the response to visual perturbations with a peripheral stimulation at
the lower extremities, however, does point towards some potential involvement of the peripheral
nervous system, e.g., deficits in perceiving sensory input. While the sensory deficits in
individuals with CP are primarily due to an injury of the central nervous system, limited
environmental exploration and learning experiences may secondarily lead to impairments in the
somatosensory system (Hoon et al., 2009; Kurz et al., 2014). Thus, while the peripheral
stimulation using a sensory-centric therapy such as SR does not directly address the primary
brain injury, it addresses the secondary somatosensory deficits arising from reduced
environmental exploration during development.

Our finding that ankle joint proprioception is strongly correlated with response to visual
perturbation is consistent with prior research on standing postural sway in children with CP,
which showed that ankle joint position sense was strongly correlated with standing balance


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.07.24302467

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.07.24302467; this version posted February 8, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

measured via the BESTest (Zarkou et al., 2020). Furthermore, our result show that greater
deficits in vibration sense correlated strongly with improvement in the response to visual
perturbation after receiving SR stimulation. This is particularly interesting in light of prior work
that showed that vibration sensation at the first metatarsal head showed a significantly strong
correlation with motor performance and spatiotemporal gait parameters (Zarkou et al., 2020).
Thus, these findings underscore the role of vibration sensation and ankle joint position sense in
maintaining upright balance during walking and imply that the greater the somatosensory
deficits, the worse the balance responses to challenges during walking and, in turn, the higher
the potential for improvement with sensory-centric interventions.

Our study has some limitations that should be considered while interpreting the results. First,
this study is a secondary analysis of data collected for two different experimental protocols. The
sample size was selected based on the power analysis for the primary analyses designed to
test between group differences between CP and TD in the responses to visual perturbations and
in improvements to SR stimulation and was not selected to sufficiently power the regression
analyses. Second, our study only included individuals with GMFCS levels | and Il. Thus,
individuals with higher GMFCS levels may have a different relationship between somatosensory
deficits and visual reliance.

Collectively, this study provides preliminary evidence that sensory deficits play a role in walking
balance problems in individuals with CP and the potential for improvement with sensory
interventions. Our evidence is of particular clinical relevance because current interventions
provide limited to mixed results(Blumetti et al., 2012; Pin et al., 2006; Taylor et al., 2013). Our
results show that performing a simple battery of sensory tests to evaluate joint position sense,
vibration and two-point discrimination could identify individuals who are most likely to be heavily
reliant on vision for balance control. Somatosensory tests can be used to identify individuals
who are most likely to respond favorably to sensory-centric interventions. Overall, our research
supports the inclusion of sensory based interventions in addition to the current motor-centric
treatments, thus providing a more comprehensive and holistic approach to balance rehabilitation
in individuals with CP.
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