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ABSTRACT 32 

Background: Neural impairments that follow hemiparetic stroke may negatively affect passive 33 

muscle properties, further limiting recovery. However, factors such as hypertonia, spasticity, and 34 

botulinum neurotoxin (BoNT), a common clinical intervention, confound our understanding of 35 

muscle properties in chronic stroke. 36 

Objective: To determine if muscle passive biomechanical properties are different following 37 

prolonged, stroke-induced, altered muscle activation and disuse. 38 

Methods: Torques about the metacarpophalangeal and wrist joints were measured in different 39 

joint postures in both limbs of participants with hemiparetic stroke. First, we evaluated 27 40 

participants with no history of BoNT; hand impairments ranged from mild to severe. 41 

Subsequently, seven participants with a history of BoNT injections were evaluated. To mitigate 42 

muscle hypertonia, torques were quantified after an extensive stretching protocol and under 43 

conditions that encouraged participants to sleep. EMGs were monitored throughout data 44 

collection.  45 

Results: Among participants who never received BoNT, no significant differences in passive 46 

torques between limbs were observed. Among participants who previously received BoNT 47 

injections, passive flexion torques about their paretic wrist and finger joints were larger than 48 

their nonparetic limb (average interlimb differences = +42.0±7.6SEM Ncm, +26.9±3.9SEM 49 

Ncm, respectively), and the range of motion for passive finger extension was significantly 50 

smaller (average interlimb difference = -36.3°±4.5°SEM; degrees).  51 

Conclusion: Our results suggest that neural impairments that follow chronic, hemiparetic stroke 52 

do not lead to passive mechanical changes within the wrist and finger muscles. Rather, consistent 53 
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with animal studies, the data points to potential adverse effects of BoNT on passive muscle 54 

properties post-stroke, which warrant further consideration.   55 
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INTRODUCTION  56 

Following a hemiparetic stroke, induced damage to corticofugal motor (i.e., corticospinal and 57 

corticobulbar) pathways result in an increased reliance on indirect contralesional 58 

corticoreticulospinal pathways.1-5 This shift alters neural input to spinal motor neurons resulting 59 

in motor impairments such as weakness,6-8 loss of independent joint control,9-13 and motor 60 

neuron hyperactivity manifesting as hypertonia and spasticity (i.e., hyperactive stretch 61 

reflexes).14-18 This altered motor drive and associated limb use, over time, may change muscle 62 

structure and function, further amplifying the brain injury induced motor impairments. 63 

Additionally, botulinum neurotoxin (BoNT) chemical denervation, widely used to treat muscle 64 

hypertonia and spasticity,19-21 may also alter muscle.22-29 One particularly detrimental sequelae of 65 

these muscle adaptations are that muscles can become increasingly stiff, making movement 66 

progressively more difficult.  67 

There is not a clear consensus regarding how prolonged exposure to altered neural inputs 68 

following a stroke affect muscle structure and its associated passive mechanical properties. 69 

Previous studies quantifying muscle adaptions following a stroke have demonstrated decreased 70 

fascicle lengths,30-32 often accompanied by increased joint torques and stiffness7,30,31,33-37. Such 71 

data has been interpreted as evidence of muscle contractures and mechanical property 72 

adaptations. However, conflicting evidence also suggests that passive mechanical properties are 73 

not different between the paretic and non-paretic limbs of stroke survivors.33,38  74 

Abnormal muscle hypertonia and spasticity increase the chance of muscle activity, even in 75 

conditions intended to be “passive” or “relaxed”. Thus, conflicting results could be a 76 

consequence of differences in how effectively abnormal muscle hyperactivity was controlled 77 

among different studies. For example, some studies utilized continuous motion to collect passive 78 
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torques.7,35,36 However, even low constant velocities elicit hyperactive stretch reflexes that 79 

substantially increased paretic finger torques.8 In other studies, EMGs were not recorded to 80 

confirm muscles were passive during data collection.30,38 Additionally, some methods involved 81 

dynamic analytical models to decompose active torques and estimate passive torques from 82 

muscle activity and EMGs estimated rather than directly measuring passive torques.7,34,36 Finally, 83 

while pre-stretching attenuates hyperactive motoneurons and the stretch reflex,39 few studies 84 

discuss whether stretching prior to data collection was utilized.7,30,35,36,38 Such methodological 85 

differences among previous studies obfuscate our understanding of muscle passive properties 86 

following chronic stroke.  87 

An additional confounding factor, neither discussed nor reported in the context of the 88 

inclusion/exclusion criteria in previous studies, is the potential long term effects of BoNT. BoNT 89 

chemical denervation is included in neurological clinical practice guidelines for treatment of 90 

adult spasticity19; it is a common treatment for muscle hypertonia and spasticity19-21 within the 91 

~45% of stroke survivors who have spasticity.40,41 Presumably, the short term, BoNT-induced 92 

reduction of muscle tone20 improves function by increasing range of motion (ROM) and 93 

reducing overall hypertonicity. Yet, evidence of these beneficial effects is limited and based 94 

largely on acute, subjective clinical assessments of muscle tone and ROM without demonstrating 95 

improvements in either active function or quality of life.21,42,43 In contrast, both acute and chronic 96 

structural changes in rodent muscles have been observed following BoNT injections, including 97 

increased intramuscular connective tissue and passive mechanical stiffness.22-26,28,29 If BoNT 98 

administration imposes the same effects within human muscle, it is critical to understand both 99 

how these structural changes are distinct from stroke-induced alterations and the extent to which 100 

the induced structural changes may effect optimal functional recovery.  101 
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The overall objective of this study is to determine the extent to which muscle passive 102 

biomechanical properties in the paretic limb differ from non-paretic limb given prolonged, 103 

stroke-induced, altered muscle activation and use; as well as potential long-terms effects of 104 

BoNT administration. To do so, we compared the passive torques collected about the paretic and 105 

non-paretic wrist and finger joints of individuals with chronic hemiparetic stroke, while 106 

controlling for muscle hyperactivity and accounting for BoNT use. We chose to study wrist and 107 

finger muscles because they are affected by the longest lasting and most severe motor 108 

impairments following a stroke44-47 and are a frequent site of BoNT treatment. To evaluate the 109 

long term effects of stroke-induced neural impairments, we recruited individuals with mild to 110 

severe hand impairments with no history of BoNT injections. To understand long-term effects of 111 

BoNT, and resulting chemical denervation, we recruited additional chronic stroke participants 112 

with a history of BoNT treatment.  Based on the prevailing findings of previous literature and the 113 

common clinical presentation of stiff, flexed wrists and fingers in the paretic limb following 114 

stroke, our primary hypothesis is that passive torques in the paretic hand are greater than the non-115 

paretic hand. 116 

 117 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 118 

Participants 119 

The Clinical Neuroscience Research Registry from Northwestern University and the Shirley 120 

Ryan Ability Lab was used to pre-screen individuals with chronic hemiparetic stroke based on 121 

set inclusion/exclusion criteria (Table 1). 105 individuals whose registry-based, prior clinical 122 

assessments of upper limb impairment fit the screening criteria were contacted; 68 individuals 123 

responded. In this screening (no-BoNT), previous history of BoNT injections in their arms was 124 
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an exclusion criteria. After registry-based stratification into different impairment levels (mild, 125 

moderate, and severe) and further verification that inclusion/exclusion criteria were met 39 126 

individuals were invited; 28 agreed to participate and were enrolled. Once enrollment of the no-127 

BoNT participants was complete, we contacted 23 individuals with a previous history of BoNT 128 

injections. Eleven individuals met our enrollment criteria for the BoNT-injected group; 10 were 129 

enrolled. Each of these participants received BoNT injections within their forearm flexor 130 

compartment. A single enrollee in the BoNT group was subsequently excluded due to also 131 

having received BoNT injections in the forearm extensor compartment. The 9 remaining 132 

individuals were at least one year post-BoNT injection. After testing was completed on all 133 

enrolled participants, the data from three additional enrollees (2, BoNT-injected; 1, no-BoNT) 134 

were excluded from the analysis due to the inability to relax during testing, as determined by 135 

EMG activity.  136 

Enrolled study participants were ultimately stratified by hand impairment using the Chedoke 137 

McMaster Stroke Assessment Hand Score (CMSA-HS)48, administered at the time of testing by a 138 

licensed physical therapist (Table 2). Severe impairments were defined as CMSA-HS scores of 139 

1-3 (n=9 no-BoNT; n=7 BoNT-injected), moderate impairments as 4-5 (n=9 no-BoNT), and mild 140 

impairments as 6-7 (n=9 no-BoNT). Clinical scores (both CMSA-HS and Modified Ashworth 141 

Scale (MAS)) for all 7 participants with a history BoNT injections indicated severe impairment; 142 

scores were not significantly different (p=0.196, p=0.158, respectively) from those with severe 143 

impairments and no history of BoNT (Table 2). Demographic data were gathered from all 144 

participants prior to data collection. 145 

Initial enrollment targets (n = 9 per group: no-BoNT mild, moderate, severe, and BoNT-146 

injected) were defined to surpass the conditions needed to detect a large effect size (Cohen’s d = 147 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which was notthis version posted April 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/19011312doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/19011312


Passive Hand Mechanics Post Stroke and BoNT 

 8 

1.1), based on a priori power analyses of a one-tailed, within-subject t-test for the hypothesis that 148 

passive torques in the paretic limb are greater than the non-paretic limb. Due to the lack of 149 

appropriate passive torque data, we powered the study based on the detectable interlimb 150 

differences in the passive range of motion limits for MCP extension. Specifically, Cohen’s d was 151 

calculated from the angular resolution of the device used to measure MCP torque (15°) and 152 

intersubject variability at the limit of MCP extension in nonimpaired participants.49 The analysis 153 

indicated that with our large, standardized effect size, a power of 0.8 would be achieved with α = 154 

0.05 and 7 participants.50 With the same assumptions, an a priori power analysis for one-way 155 

(between groups) ANOVA indicated that a total of 16 participants were needed.50 The total 156 

participant numbers for the results presented here (n = 34) are more than double the total 157 

specified via the a priori ANOVA analysis. Participant numbers within each of the 4 distinct 158 

groups either meet or exceed the number specified via the a priori analysis for a single t-test (n = 159 

7).  160 

The study protocol was developed in compliance with the Declaration of Helsinki and 161 

approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of Northwestern University (IRB Study: 162 

STU00203691). Participants gave informed consent prior to participation and all patients signed 163 

a Patient Consent-to-Disclose form prior to any images being taken.  164 

Experimental Set-up 165 

A custom built device51 was used to collect torques produced about the wrist and fingers. The 166 

device allows the experimenter to position the wrist and metacarpophalangeal (MCP) joints 167 

separately, in discrete 15° increments, while simultaneously collecting torques about each joint. 168 

Participants were seated in an upright position with their hand secured in the device.  The 169 

participant’s arm was positioned comfortably at their side with the forearm parallel to the ground 170 
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and palm facing medially. The two distal finger joints were splinted. Muscle activity was 171 

monitored throughout each trial using surface electrodes (16-channel Bagnoli EMG System, 172 

Delsys Inc., Boston, MA; 1000 x gain, 20-450 Hz bandpass) placed over 4 muscles; Flexor 173 

Digitorium Superficialis, Flexor Carpi Ulnaris, Extensor Digitorium Communis, and Extensor 174 

Carpi Radialis Longus.   175 

Muscle Hyperactivity Inhibition Protocol 176 

Muscle hyperactivity was reduced and quieted during data collection by providing conditions 177 

that encouraged participants to sleep. This relaxed state reduces reticulospinal tract activity 178 

resulting in decreased spinal motoneurons excitability and muscle hyperactivity.52-54 We 179 

encouraged sleep by creating a dark atmosphere and playing relaxing videos or music. Each 180 

session began with 10-15 minutes of stretching of the shoulder, elbow, wrist, and fingers 181 

muscles. Participants were then positioned into the device. The lights were turned off, the video 182 

or music was turned on, and these conditions remained in effect for the remainder of the 183 

protocol. An additional 10 minutes of 90 second sustained stretches of the wrist and fingers 184 

muscles were performed, accomodating the individual to the device. Decreases in EMG activity 185 

and measured torques were observed at this point (Figure 1). The device’s MCP and wrist 186 

restraints were unlocked, allowing the wrist and fingers to move and rest at their equilibrium 187 

postures. Three 15-second baseline trials with no evidence of EMG activity were then collected 188 

to zero the device and define passive EMG baseline.  189 

Experimental Procedure 190 

The protocol for each limb was completed on two consecutive days, if possible. Data 191 

collection took four to six hours per limb. Data from the non-paretic hand was collected on the 192 
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first day to acclimate the individual to the procedure. Because of the sensitive nature of muscle 193 

hyperactivity in the paretic limb, we felt the benefits of testing that limb after the participant was 194 

fully comfortable with the full protocol and able to maximally relax outweighed any costs 195 

associated with not randomizing for limb across days. Passive torques were collected from a 196 

maximum of 108 combinations of wrist and MCP joint postures, depending on the individual 197 

participant’s available ROM. MCP and wrist ROM were determined within the device; we 198 

recorded the largest 15° increment reached for each degree of freedom. The most extreme 199 

postures that could be reached by each participant within the device were determined by the 200 

individual’s comfort level or the device’s limits.  201 

Torques were collected at static postures. Wrist posture was randomly set in 15° increments 202 

between 60° of flexion and 60° of extension (9 wrist postures). One participant (BoNT-injected) 203 

had limited wrist extension in the paretic limb, and could only be positioned in 6 postures. At 204 

each wrist posture, the MCP joints were positioned in full extension, moved to full flexion, and 205 

then moved back to full extension in static 15° increments. At each static posture, data were 206 

collected for 15 seconds and visually inspected. Trials for which there was clear evidence of 207 

muscle activity and corresponding torque deviations during testing were discarded and repeated.  208 

Data processing 209 

Raw torque and EMGs were collected and digitized (CED Micro 1401 MkII, Cambridge 210 

Electronic Design, Cambridge, UK) at a 1 kHz sampling frequency using Spike2 software 211 

(Cambridge Electronic Design, Cambridge, UK). The torque and rectified EMG data were then 212 

digitally filtered using a zero-phase infinite impulse response 4th-order Butterworth low-pass 213 

filter with a 4Hz corner frequency within MATLAB. 214 
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The processed baseline trials defined the torque offset and EMG threshold. Torque offset was 215 

defined as the average torque measured during the three baseline trials. EMG threshold,	"#$!, 216 

was defined as: 217 

"#$! = &̅"#$_&'() + 3 ∙ +"#$_&'() 218 

where &̅"#$_&'() is the average of the three EMG baseline trials and +"#$_&'() is the average 219 

EMG standard deviation over the three baseline trials. 220 

For each static trial (i.e., the torque produced in a single combination of wrist and MCP joint 221 

positions), the processed torque and EMG data were divided into 1-second bins, resulting in 15 222 

bins per trial. The average torque and EMG values were first calculated for each of the 15 bins. 223 

For a given 1-second bin in any trial, if the average EMG signal from any muscle 224 

exceeded	"#$! or if the torque deviated ≥ 5% from the mode across the entire trial, the bin was 225 

discarded. The average of the remaining bins within each trial were used to create the total 226 

torque versus wrist and MCP posture data set for each subject.  227 

Differences in torques between limbs were calculated by subtracting non-paretic torque from 228 

paretic torque at each posture. Differences in MCP extension passive ROM (ePROM) between 229 

hands were calculated at each wrist posture. When data were missing or discarded, the difference 230 

was only calculated for postures where data was available in both paretic and non-paretic hands. 231 

Data Analysis 232 

To test our primary hypothesis that passive torques in the paretic hand are greater than the 233 

non-paretic hand within each group (severe BoNT-injected, severe no-BoNT, moderate, and 234 

mild), we compared the differences between the participants’ paretic and non-paretic hands for 235 

MCP joint torques and wrist joint torques. Secondarily, we compared torque differences across 236 

groups and evaluated the interlimb differences for ePROM across all wrist postures. A distinct 237 
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linear-mixed model (LMM) was implemented in SPSS (v26.0 IBM Corp Armonk, NY) for each 238 

parameter of interest (i.e., 3 models). LMMs allow for within-participant experimental designs 239 

by correcting for repeated measurements within participants while allowing for missing data 240 

points.55  241 

When interlimb difference in MCP or wrist torques was the dependent variable, the linear-242 

mixed model fixed effects included group, MCP position, wrist position, and their interactions. 243 

When interlimb difference in ePROM was the dependent variable, fixed effects included group, 244 

wrist position, and their interaction. An intercept random effect for participant was included in 245 

all models to account for random differences across participants.  246 

Within each of the 4 impairment groups, post-hoc t-tests were used to test if the within-247 

subject, interlimb torque differences were significantly different from zero. Significance was 248 

calculated using the T.DIST.RT function in Microsoft Excel (2020); inputs were the ratio of the 249 

marginal mean and standard error for each group and the degrees of freedom, all outputs from 250 

the LMM model in SPSS. To determine between group differences, post-hoc pairwise 251 

comparisons among the groups were performed. Significance of the pairwise comparisons were 252 

also calculated using the T.DIST.RT Excel function and outputs from the LMM models. To 253 

maintain p<0.05 as threshold of significance globally, the threshold for individual t-tests in the 254 

post-hoc analyses was reduced using the Bonferroni correction for multiple comparisions to 255 

p=0.005 (p=0.05/10). Across each dependent variable there were 10 post-hoc comparisons: the 256 

within-subject, different from zero comparison for each of the 4 groups, and 6 between group 257 

comparsions. Results are reported as average ± one standard deviation unless otherwise noted. 258 

Finally, to assess whether the differences in observed, mean, within-subject interlimb differences 259 
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met our a priori assumptions, we calculated the Cohen’s d effect size achieved for each 260 

combination of wrist and MCP joint posture from the experimental data. 261 

Data availability 262 

The data sets used within this analysis are available by request from the authors. 263 

 264 

RESULTS 265 

Passive Torque about the Wrist and MCP joints 266 

Interlimb differences in MCP joint torques were small and were not significantly different for the 267 

mild (p= 0.188), moderate (p=0.046), or severe (p=0.017) impairment groups without a history 268 

of BoNT injections (cf., rows 1-3, Fig. 2a, p<0.005 is the threshold for significance for post-hoc 269 

t-tests). In contrast, the BoNT-injected group had significantly greater MCP joint torques in their 270 

paretic versus non-paretic hands (Fig. 2; p=5.83x10-8). The observed effects in interlimb 271 

differences for the the BoNT group were consistent with the large effect sizes (Cohen’s d = 1.1) 272 

we powered the study to detect. For example, the average of the achieved standardized effect 273 

size for all postures was 1.24±1.09 (range = 0.10-8.64), with effect sizes generally increasing 274 

with wrist and MCP extension. Effect sizes observed for interlimb MCP torque differences for 275 

the impairment groups without a history of BoNT were smaller, with mean Cohen’s d across all 276 

postures of 0.77±1.2, 0.49±0.33, and 0.47±0.63 for the severe, moderate, and mild groups, 277 

respectively. Interlimb differences in MCP torque increased with wrist and MCP extension for 278 

the BoNT group only (Fig 2b). The interlimb difference in MCP torques observed in the BoNT 279 

group were significantly greater than each no-BoNT group (p < 4.47x10-4 for all, Fig. 2b) 280 

 Passive torques at the wrist replicated the findings at the MCP joints. Specifically, 281 

significant differences in passive wrist torques between limbs were only observed in the BoNT 282 
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group (p = 4.51 x10-6; Fig. 3a). The distinction in standardized effect sizes observed in the BoNT 283 

group compared to the 3 no-BoNT groups was even greater for wrist torques than for MCP 284 

torques. The average, achieved standardized effect size (Cohen’s d) for interlimb wrist torque 285 

differences across all postures was 1.65±1.28 (range = 0.35-8.38) for the BoNT group compared 286 

to 0.30±0.35, 0.33±0.25 and 0.32±0.34 for the mild, moderate, and severe no-BoNT groups, 287 

respectively. Between groups, the interlimb difference in wrist torques observed in the BoNT 288 

group was significantly greater than each of the no-BoNT groups (p < 2.10x10-3 for all;  Fig. 3b). 289 

Impact on Passive Range of motion 290 

In general, the observed effects for passive MCP extension ROM in the three no-BoNT 291 

groups were small, especially when compared to the BoNT group. For the severe and mild no-292 

BoNT groups, the passive limits of MCP extension were not significantly different between 293 

limbs; with ePROM differences of -3.15°±19.02° (p=0.216) and 2.47°±9.12° (p=0.274) and 294 

standardized effect sizes of 0.24±0.23 and 0.30±0.24 averaged across the 9 wrist postures tested, 295 

respectively. For the moderate no-BoNT group, the limit of passive MCP extension was 296 

12.0°±3.9° less extended in the paretic limb than the non-paretic limb (p = 2.18x10-3), a 297 

significant interlimb difference that was on the same order as the measurement resolution for 298 

ePROM in this study (15°). In contrast, for the BoNT-injected group, the interlimb difference in 299 

ePROM across all wrist angles was much larger (-36.3°±4.5°; p=1.94x10-9).  300 

 301 

DISCUSSION 302 

The main objective of this study is to determine the extent to which the prolonged changes in 303 

neural input and muscle use experienced by individuals with a chronic hemiparetic stroke are 304 

associated with differences in muscle passive biomechanical properties between limbs. To this 305 
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purpose, we evaluated a cohort of 27 individuals with chronic hemiparetic stroke, with no history 306 

of BoNT injections, spanning mild to severe hand impairments and an additional 7 individuals 307 

who had previously received BoNT injections, all with severe hand impairments. Our primary 308 

hypothesis was that passive torques in the paretic hand are greater than in the non-paretic hand. 309 

Strikingly, in the participants without BoNT, we did not observe significant interlimb passive 310 

torque differences at either the wrist or the MCP joints. Importantly, we powered the study to 311 

detect large effect sizes, and the significant results observed for the BoNT group demonstrate 312 

that we did enroll sufficient participant numbers to detect the large standardized effect sizes we 313 

expected to observe. However, the standardized effect sizes observed in the no-BoNT groups 314 

were much smaller than we anticipated. Overall, the small absolute magnitude of the interlimb 315 

torque differences (c.f. Figs 2b & 3b) paired with the small absolute magnitude of interlimb 316 

ePROM differences observed (c.f. Fig 4) among the no-BoNT groups suggest that the observed 317 

torque differences in the paretic limb are not a critical impediments to passive ROM after a 318 

stroke. 319 

Unlike many previous studies following chronic hemiparetic stroke,7,30,31,33-37 we did not 320 

observe greater passive torques in the paretic limb among the participants who had never 321 

received BoNT. Most of the previous studies evaluated lower extremity (ankle)30,31,33,34,37 or 322 

more proximal (elbow)33,35 joints; we studied distal wrist and finger joints. Following a stroke, 323 

the loss of corticospinal projections has a significantly greater impact on distal wrist and finger 324 

function than more proximal upper extremity joints.56 By replacing corticospinal drive with the 325 

indirect corticoreticulospinal system there is a significant neuromodulatory effect on spinal 326 

motorneurons due to greater release of monoamines (serotonin and norepinephrine) in the spinal 327 

cord.57 This increase of monoamines causes motoneuron hyperexcitability and increased 328 
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involuntary muscle activation or hypertonia, which especially effects the distal wrist and finger 329 

muscles.15,57,58 This increased hypertonia and continuous activation may cause greater 330 

impairments of these more distal muscles during movement but it also may serve a protective 331 

effect on the muscle structure preventing significant atrophy and passive mechanical changes. 332 

This is an area that should be further explored and is currently under investigation within our lab. 333 

Another factor contributing to the differences between our study and previous studies is 334 

the great care we took to reduce muscle hyperactivity during data collection. Inconsistencies 335 

between our results and previous studies may underscore the importance of this factor. 336 

Especially at the wrist and fingers, simple instructions to relax are likely insufficient. Many 337 

individuals with chronic stroke are unable to fully relax while awake due to reticulospinal 338 

mediated motoneuron hyperexcitability and muscle hypertonia. Decreasing hypertonia of 339 

muscles may require a significant reduction in corticoreticulospinal tract activity,52-54 that we 340 

addressed by encouraging participants to sleep during testing. A decrease in muscle activity was 341 

observed during test preparations (Figure 1), activity levels were strictly monitored throughout 342 

data collection. These critical steps should be considered when attempting to quantify passive 343 

muscle mechanics in vivo within any future study within a “spastic” population.  344 

This study is also unique because we explicitly stratified participants based on prior 345 

clinical history of BoNT. Clinically, BoNT injections are frequently administered to alleviate 346 

muscle hyperactivity or hypertonia within the wrist and finger muscles. Approximately 45% of 347 

stroke survivors have spasticity40,41 and BoNT is the preferred treatment for decreasing muscle 348 

hyperactivity and increasing ROM. Each of our participants’ final BoNT injection was at least 349 

four years prior to our data collection (Table 2). Within our BoNT-injected group, we observed 350 

interlimb torque differences that were significantly larger than those observed in the no-BoNT 351 
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groups. The BoNT-injected group was also the only group where we observed interlimb torque 352 

differences that systematically increased with wrist and MCP extension (Figures 2b & 3b). 353 

Extended postures lengthen the wrist and finger flexor muscles, which are the muscles that were 354 

injected with BoNT. Thus, our results suggest the possibility of a long lasting negative effect of 355 

BoNT: substantially increased passive muscle stiffness.  356 

The increased passive joint torques we observed in the paretic limb in the BoNT group 357 

was also associated with substantial deficits in passive MCP extension relative to the nonparetic 358 

limb (Figure 4). This chronic limitation in ROM contrasts with acute increases in passive ROM, 359 

observed 1-2 months following BoNT injection.59 Importantly, the deficits in passive ROM we 360 

observed likely underestimate the extent that active ROM would be affected. We would expect 361 

even larger losses in active ROM as active finger extensor strength decreases by as much as 362 

90%6-8 and therefore would likely be unable to overcome the increased passive torques about the 363 

fingers.  364 

Previous animal studies demonstrate increased collagen content in the muscle following 365 

BoNT injections; these increases were observed within 6 months and lasted the animal’s 366 

lifespan.22,23,26 The underlying mechanism of this increased collagen content is unknown. 367 

Because BoNT chemically denervates a muscle the resulting adaptation may be similar to 368 

traditional muscle denervation. Denervated muscle has been shown to demonstrate increases in 369 

collagen content within a month after denervation60,61 and a recent study comparing muscle 370 

treated with BoNT and a denervated muscle demonstrated similar patterns of progressive atrophy 371 

and collagen content increases (Richard L. Lieber, personal communication of unpublished data, 372 

2019). If BoNT is going to continue to be the ‘go to’ treatment for muscle hypertonia, further 373 
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studies into the mechanism by which BoNT affects muscle are necessary to enhance our 374 

understanding of its long-term effects and to optimize recovery post stroke. 375 

Because we quantified joint properties, we are unable to discern how mechanisms at the 376 

muscle level, such as atrophy (loss of contractile material), adaptations of muscle extra-cellular 377 

matrix (ECM), tendon compliance, or their combination) contribute to our results. In general, no 378 

study quantifying joint properties can distinguish between effects due to adaptations in muscle 379 

architecture, ECM, or tendon compliance. Future work could incorporate muscle imaging and 380 

tissue analyses to further quantify the impact of potential muscle volume and structural changes. 381 

Another important limitation of this study is that it is a cross-sectional study. While we 382 

report striking differences between interlimb differences in passive joint torques and the range of 383 

motion between the BoNT group and the no-BoNT groups, our data does not establish causality 384 

between the BoNT injections and increased muscle or joint stiffness. Similarly, because this is 385 

not a prospective, longitudinal study we are not reporting observations of adaptations in chronic 386 

stroke muscle over time. Despite these limitations, the within subject control provided by the 387 

non-paretic limb provides a valuable comparison in our retrospective study. 388 

Finally, based on our a priori expectations for interlimb differences, we powered the 389 

study to detect changes of large effect sizes. For the participants in our study without a previous 390 

history of BoNT, we generally observed effects that were smaller than our expectations. The data 391 

we present here could be leveraged to design future studies that would allow more robust 392 

statistical conclusions about such smaller effects. In general, despite this limitation, the smaller 393 

effects we observed lead us to conclude that the passive torque differences we observed in the 394 

paretic limb did not substantially limit passive ROM in these participants.  395 
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CONCLUSIONS 396 

To the best of our knowledge, the current study is the most thorough investigation of in 397 

vivo passive elastic torques at the hand in the chronic hemiparetic stroke population.  Our 398 

findings indicate that, after stroke, prolonged altered use and neural inputs to muscle do not 399 

substantially increase or negatively impact the passive torques about either the wrist or fingers, 400 

nor significantly limit passive extension at the fingers, unless an individual has received BoNT. 401 

This suggests that clinically observed stiffness and loss of ROM is likely due to either neurally 402 

driven muscle hypertonia or long-term detrimental increases in muscle stiffness following BoNT 403 

injections. Additionally, this provides further evidence that in the absence of mechanical muscle 404 

alterations, the loss of hand function post-stroke is primarily due to weakness from voluntary 405 

activation deficits6 and impaired control of the muscles of the hand11,56 following disruptions of 406 

corticofugal motor pathways.62,63 Future rehabilitation techniques should therefore focus on 407 

motor deficits post stroke to achieve improved hand function rather than preventing passive 408 

mechanical changes. Additionally, the potential adverse effects of BoNT that our data highlights 409 

should be explored to determine if the positive effects of reduced muscle hypertonia and 410 

spasticity outweigh potential negative side effects of increased muscle stiffness in order to 411 

maximize recovery of individuals following a hemiparetic stroke. 412 

 413 
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Figure 1: Representative plots, from three separate individuals (A, B, & C), of EMG and torque 599 

traces over 90 seconds within one of the initial stretches accommodating the participant to the 600 

device and reducing muscle hypertonia. Displayed are raw rectified unfiltered data (blue lines), 601 

rectified and filtered EMG (red lines), processed 1 second binned data (black lines), with EMG 602 

threshold cutoff for active muscle (magenta lines). Though the participant was “relaxed” at the 603 

beginning of each stretch there is significant EMG activity initially with subsequent EMG and 604 

torque reduction within each. Example A demonstrates Flexor Digitorium Superficialis (FDS) and 605 

Flexor Carpi Ulnaris (FCU) EMG initially firing at a low levels with activity decreasing and a 606 

corresponding decrease in wrist torque that continues throughout the trial. Example B 607 

demonstrates EMG activity reducing across all muscles with a corresponding decrease in finger 608 

and wrist torque that continues throughout the trial. Example C demonstrates low levels of FDS 609 

and high levels of FCU EMG hyperactivity initially with hyperactivity stopping within 15 seconds 610 

and a corresponding decrease in wrist extension torque that continues throughout the trial. 611 

 612 

Figure 2: Average metacarpophalangeal (MCP) torques measured in the paretic (red) and non-613 

paretic (blue) limbs over MCP joint range of motion for the (a) no-BoNT mildly, moderately, and 614 

severely impaired and BoNT-injected groups. Data are shown for 3 of the 9 wrist postures tested, 615 

including locked in 60 (left), 0 (middle), and -60 degrees flexion (right). Negative angles and 616 

torques indicate extension, positive indicates flexion. (b) Average interlimb difference in MCP 617 

torques (paretic torque minus non-paretic torque) for the same locked wrist postures in (a), for 618 

each group (shaded grey bars). * denotes significant difference (p<0.005) in torques measured 619 

between paretic and non-paretic limbs within the group. ** denotes significant difference 620 

(p<0.005) from all other groups. Only the BoNT-injected torque differences were significantly 621 
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different between limbs and greater than the other groups. Error bars indicate one standard error 622 

of measurement. 623 

 624 

Figure 3: Average wrist torques measured in the paretic (red) and non-paretic (blue) limb over the 625 

wrist’s range of motion for the (a) no-BoNT mildly, moderately, and severely impaired and BoNT-626 

injected groups. Metacarpophalangeal (MCP) posture was locked in -60 (left), 0 (middle), and 75 627 

degrees flexion (right). Negative angles and torques indicate extension and positive flexion. (b) 628 

Average interlimb difference in wrist torques (paretic torques minus non-paretic torques) for each 629 

group (shaded grey bars), at each locked MCP posture. * denotes significant difference (p<0.005) 630 

in torques measured between paretic and non-paretic limbs within the group. ** denotes significant 631 

difference (p<0.005) from all other groups. Only the BoNT-injected torque differences were 632 

significantly different between limbs and greater than the other groups. Error bars indicate one 633 

standard error of measurement. 634 

 635 

Figure 4: Limits of the metacarpophalangeal (MCP) passive range of motion (ROM) in extension 636 

throughout the custom device’s nine available wrist postures for the no-BoNT (a) mildly, (b) 637 

moderately, and (c) severely impaired and (d) BoNT-injected groups groups. All, but one BoNT-638 

injected subject (limited to -15 degrees), could be positioned in all 9 wrist postures, limits of ROM 639 

for MCP presented are the average for the paretic (red) and non-paretic (blue) hands. MCP 640 

extension of the paretic hand in the BoNT-injected and moderate groups were significantly less 641 

than the non-paretic hand (*denotes p <0.005 between paretic v non-paretic hands). ** denotes 642 

significant difference (p<0.005) from all other groups. Deficits in passive extension increased with 643 
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wrist extension.  No significant loss of passive MCP extension was observed in the severe or mild 644 

groups. Error bars indicate one standard error of measurement. 645 

  646 
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 647 
Table 1: Table of Inclusion/Exclusion Criteria for Participants 648 

Subject Inclusion Criteria 
Stroke occurred at least one year prior to participation in the study 
Paralysis confined to one side of the body 

Ability to give informed consent 

BoNT Group Only: History of BoNT injection in the paretic forearm 

Subject Exclusion Criteria 
Multiple Strokes 

Stroke occurred in the cerebellum or brainstem 
Impairment or injury in the unimpaired limb 

Severe atrophy of the impaired limb 

Severe concurrent medical problems 
No-BoNT Groups: History of BoNT injection in the paretic forearm 

 649 

 650 
 651 
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Table 2: Subject Demographics.  
(CMHS – Chedoke McMaster Stroke Assessment Hand Score, MAS – Modified Ashworth Scale) 

Impairment Level Sex 
Age in years 

(SD) 

Time Since 

Stroke in 

years (SD) 

Age at 

time of 

stroke in 

years (SD) 

Paretic 

Side 
CMHS MAS 

Time Since 

Last BoNT 

Injection in 

years (SD) 

BoNT-Injected Severe (n=7) 6-M, 1-F 56.7 (8.3) 10.7 (5.3) 46.0 (5.1) 4-L,3-R 2.85 (0.38) 2.71 (0.48) 4.5 (2.8) 

No-BoNT Severe (n=9) 6-M, 3-F 60.28 (10.40) 17.1 (7.91) 43.2 (13.6) 5-L, 4-R 2.44 (0.73) 2.17 (0.87) n/a 

Moderate (n=9) 5-M, 4-F 64.3 (7.95) 13.2 (7.96) 51.1 (12.5) 6-L, 3-R 4.22 (0.44) 1.78 (0.94) n/a 

Mild (n=9) 5-M, 4-F 56.93 (12.18) 8.41 (3.71) 48.5 (9.8) 1-L, 8-R 6.44 (0.53) 0.28 (0.57) n/a 
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Figure 1 
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