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Abstract: Performance in a single step has been suggested to be sensitive measure of
movement quality in pediatric clinical populations. Although there is less information available in
children with typical development, researchers have postulated the importance of analyzing the
effect of body weight modulation on the initiation of stair ascent, especially during single limb
stance where upright stability is most critical. The purpose of this study was to investigate the
effect of load modulation from -20% to +15% of body weight on typical pediatric lower limb joint
moments during a step-up task. Fourteen participants between 5-21 years with no known
history of neurological or musculoskeletal concerns were recruited to perform multiple step-up
trials. Peak extensor support and hip abduction moments were identified during the push-off and
pull-up stance phases. Linear regressions were used to determine the relationship between
peak moments and load. Mixed effects models were used to estimate the effect of load on hip,
knee, and ankle percent contributions to peak support moments. There was a positive linear
relationship between peak support moments and load in both stance phases, where these
moments scaled with load. There was no relationship between peak hip abduction moments
and load. While the ankle and knee were the primary contributors to the support moments, the
hip contributed more than expected in the pull-up phase. Clinicians can use these results to
contextualize movement differences in pediatric clinical populations including cerebral palsy and

highlight potential target areas for rehabilitation for populations such as adolescent athletes.
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Introduction

Body weight modulation, including providing partial support of a person’s body
weight (Celestino et al., 2014; Cherng et al., 2007; Kurz et al., 2011; Phillips et al.,
2007; Provost et al., 2007) and addition of external loads (Dodd et al., 2003; McBurney
et al., 2003; Siméo et al., 2014), is broadly used in research and clinical practice. This
method is often adopted for individuals with neurodevelopmental disorders during
steady-state gait training (Celestino et al., 2014; Cherng et al., 2007; Kurz et al., 2011,
Phillips et al., 2007; Provost et al., 2007; Simao et al., 2014). The evidence is less
robust for the effect of body weight modulation on the initiation of stair ascent.
Researchers have postulated the importance of analyzing this specific movement
because the first step up requires larger lower limb joint moments compared to
subsequent steps (Wang and Gillette, 2018). This analysis may be especially important
for pediatric clinical populations, for which a single step up can be a sensitive measure
of movement quality (Stania et al., 2017).

The handful of studies that have investigated lower limb moments of a step-up
task have all been in adults, and even fewer studies have explored the effect of load
modulation (Goyal et al., 2022; Wang and Gillette, 2018). It has been confirmed that
substantial hip abduction moments are necessary to maintain mediolateral stability and
considerable sagittal plane extensor moments are required to keep the body upright in
adults (Goyal et al., 2022; Novak and Brouwer, 2011; Wang and Gillette, 2018). There
is a need for a robust biomechanical model defining how these joint moments change
across multiple load conditions in a typical pediatric population, especially during single

limb stance where upright stability is most critical. This model would serve to
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91 contextualize movement differences in pediatric populations with neurodevelopmental
92 disorders and highlight potential target areas for training during clinical therapy.

93 The purpose of this study was to investigate the effect of body weight load
94  modulation from -20% body weight (BW) to +15% BW in 5% increments on typical
95 pediatric lower limb joint moments during a step-up task. Based on previous literature,
96 we hypothesized that 1) extensor support moments would incrementally increase with
97 load during the stance phases of a step up, 2) hip abduction moments would
98 incrementally increase with load during the stance phases of a step up, and 3) the knee
99 and ankle joints would drive increases in extensor support moments. We also
100 performed a secondary analysis to understand the relationship between age and leg

101 length and the kinetic performance of a step-up task.

102 Methods

103 I. Participant Summary

104 Participants were recruited as a sample of convenience through word-of-mouth
105 and flyers. Individuals were included in the study if they were between the ages of 5-21
106 years with no known history of neurological or musculoskeletal concerns that would
107  affect their ambulation or ability to participate in the study. We sampled from a wide age
108 range to capture step-up performance across the pediatric population. This study was
109 approved by Northwestern University’s Institutional Review Board. Participants under
110 the age of 18 provided verbal or written assent along with parent/guardian written
111 consent. Participants who were 18+ years provided informed written consent

112  themselves.
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113  Il. Experimental Set-Up

114 Participants performed a series of trials that involved stepping up onto a raised
115 platform. A 2x2 cluster of four force plates (AMTI, Watertown, MA) captured participant
116 ground reaction forces at a frequency of 1000 Hz. To independently capture joint
117  biomechanics from the right and left lower limbs, two 10.2-cm tall platforms were placed
118 on two side-by-side anterior force plates. We purposefully chose a low step height in
119 order to replicate this experiment in the future with pediatric clinical populations, who
120 may have a difficult time completing the protocol on a higher platform (Goyal et al.,
121  2022). A 10-camera motion capture system (Qualisys, Goéteborg, Sweden) recorded
122  participant kinematics at a frequency of 100 Hz using a modified Cleveland Clinic
123  marker set (Kaufman et al., 2016). Markers were placed on thirty-four total landmarks of
124  the trunk (sternum, C7 vertebrae, T10 vertebrae), pelvis (sacrum, bilateral posterior
125  superior iliac spines), and lower extremities (bilateral greater trochanters, lateral femoral
126  epicondyles, lateral malleoli, calcanei, second and fifth metatarsals, and thigh and
127  shank four-marker clusters).

128 During step-up trials, participant body weight (BW) was modulated using the
129  Zero-G Bodyweight Support System (Aretech LLC, Ashburn, VA) to subtract weight or a
130 weighted vest to add weight. There were six total load conditions: three unweighted
131 conditions of -20%, -15%, and -10% of BW and three weighted conditions of +5%,
132 +10%, and +15% of BW. The weighted conditions were chosen based on loads
133 common for children’s backpacks (Bryant and Bryant, 2014; Perrone et al., 2018).
134  Available weights included %, %, Y, and 1-lb bars, which were distributed evenly

135 around the vest. The unweighted conditions represented a similar range to the weighted
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136 conditions; we did not test a -5% condition due to technical limitations of the Zero-G,

137  which requires a minimum of 10 Ibs to be removed from the user.

A. Push-Off B. Pull-Up

138
139 Figure 1. (A) The push-off stance phase of the step-up task, between leading foot lift-off

140 and leading foot initial contact with the step. (B) The pull-up stance phase of the step-up
141 task, between trailing foot lift-off and trailing foot initial contact with the step.

142  lll. Experimental Protocol

143 Participants filled out the Waterloo Footedness Questionnaire — Revised (Elias et
144  al.,, 1998) and completed timed single-limb stance tests to determine lower limb
145 dominance. During the experiment, participants started in a standing position with their
146 feet split between the two force plates posterior to the platforms (Figure 1A).
147  Participants were instructed to step up onto the platforms at a self-selected walking
148 speed and, after a slight pause at the top, were instructed to step back down to the
149  starting position. Participants completed three blocks of trials, where they were

150 instructed to lead a series of step-ups with either their dominant foot or their non-
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151 dominant foot. The first block was a no-load condition, where participants completed 15
152  steps per leading foot. The second and third blocks were randomized and consisted of
153 either weighted or unweighted conditions. Within these blocks, the load conditions were
154 randomized and participants completed 10 steps per leading foot. To ensure participant
155 safety and minimize fall risk, participants were connected to an overhead trolley with a

156 harness.

157 lll. Data Processing and Analysis

158 Data were first visually inspected in Qualisys Track Manager (Qualisys,
159 Goéteborg, Sweden) to verify that the markers were appropriately labeled. Data were
160 then imported into Visual 3D (C-Motion, Germantown, MD). Marker and ground reaction
161 force data were interpolated to fill in small gaps and filtered using a low-pass 4th-order
162  Butterworth filter with a 6 Hz cutoff frequency to remove high-frequency fluctuations
163 (Goyal et al., 2022). We performed inverse dynamics calculations in Visual 3D to
164 calculate hip, knee, and ankle joint moments in the sagittal and frontal plane. To
165 account for the step height during these calculations, the two corresponding force plates
166 were modified virtually to create raised force platforms. We used ground reaction force
167 data to identify four gait events occurring during each step-up: leading limb lift-off,
168 leading limb initial contact on the step, trailing limb lift-off, and trailing limb initial contact
169 on the step (Goyal et al., 2022).

170 Further processing was done in MATLAB (MathWorks, Inc., Natick, MA). We
171 identified hip abduction and extensor support moments (the sum of hip, knee, and ankle
172  sagittal plane moments). All joint moment data were divided by participant body weight

173  for comparison during statistical analyses. We plotted joint moment profiles for each
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174 individual trial during two single-limb stance phases: 1) the push-off phase, between
175 leading foot lift-off and leading foot initial contact (Figure 1A) and 2) the pull-up phase,
176  between trailing foot lift-off and trailing foot initial contact (Figure 1B). Any trials that
177 were two standard deviations outside of the average stance phase length were not
178 considered for further analysis.

179 IV. Statistical Analysis

180 Statistical analysis was performed in Stata IC 14.1 (StataCorp LLC, College
181  Station, TX), and significance was set at p<0.05. The push-off and pull-up stance
182 phases were considered separately in all statistical analyses. Visual inspection of the
183  histogram distributions of residuals was used to confirm the normality of the data. We
184  considered the outcome measures of peak hip abduction moments, peak support
185 moments, and individual hip, knee, and ankle percent contributions to peak support
186 moments. The latter was calculated by dividing hip, knee, and ankle moments at the
187 time of peak support moment by the peak support moment. For the no-load condition,
188  we ran mixed effects models to estimate the fixed effect of the limb dominance (2 levels:
189 dominant, non-dominant) and a random effect of participant on these outcomes. In a
190 secondary analysis, we also ran Pearson’s correlations to evaluate the strength of the
191 relationships between peak moments and the continuous variables of age and leg
192 length.

193 For the six load conditions, peak hip abduction moments and peak support
194 moments were averaged and normalized to their average values in the no-load
195 condition to facilitate comparison across participants. We first ran a linear mixed effects

196 model to determine if there were differences between the dominant and non-dominant

10
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197 limbs at each individual load level (interaction term). If not, the data were then
198 combined. Linear regressions were used on these outcome measures to determine the
199 relationship between normalized peak moments and load. For the outcome measures of
200 individual joint percent contributions to peak support moments, we used linear mixed
201 effects models with two fixed effects of load (-20%, -15%, -10%, 0%, +5%, +10%, and
202 +15% of BW) and limb (dominant, non-dominant) and a random effect of participant.
203 Bonferroni corrections were used to correct for multiple comparisons in post-hoc
204 analyses. In another secondary analysis, we calculated the individual slopes of peak
205 moments vs. load for each participant. We then ran Pearson's correlations between

206 these slopes and age and leg length.

207 Results

208 |. Participant Metrics

209 Fourteen individuals participated in the study (7 female). As the statistical
210 analysis included repeated measures for each participant, the average effective sample
211  size calculated was 25 participants. Thirteen participants were right-foot dominant and
212  one was left-foot dominant. Participant metrics included a mean age of 12.8 + 4.2 years,
213 a mean weight of 53.2 + 28.1 kg, and a mean height of 1.54 =+ 0.19 m. Two participants
214 were unable to complete the +15% load condition because the calculated BW
215 percentage exceeded the available weights. Four participants were unable to complete
216 the -10% condition and one participant was unable to complete the -15% condition
217  because their weight was too low to meet the minimum weight removal requirements of

218 the Zero-G.

11
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219 |l. Push-Off Phase

220 For the no-load condition, the effect of limb dominance was not significant for any
221 outcome measures (Figure 2A). Average peak hip abduction moments were +0.730
222 Nm/kg and average peak support moments were -0.791 Nm/kg. There was a large
223 ankle plantarflexion contribution of 112% to peak support moments. This served to
224  offset a small hip flexion contribution of 3.81% and a small knee flexion contribution of
225  8.62%, resulting in a net extension moment.

226 There were no significant differences in normalized peak moments between the
227 dominant and non-dominant limbs at each individual load level. The linear relationship
228 Dbetween peak hip abduction moments and load was not significant in the push-off
229 stance phase. In contrast, the linear relationship between peak support moments and
230 load was significant (p<0.001, R? = 0.278), with a coefficient of +0.817 and an intercept
231 of +0.973 (Figure 3A). As for individual percent contributions to peak support moments,
232 the effect of load was only significant for hip percent contributions to peak support
233 moments (p=0.001). However, there were no significant pairwise comparisons (Figure

234 4A, AC, 4E).

12
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235
236  Figure 2. Representative kinetic (A and C) and kinematic (B and D) profiles from one

237  participant during a no-load step up for the trailing leg (A and B) and the leading leg (C
238 and D). On each x-axis, 0% corresponds to the start of a step-up trial at leading leg lift-
239  off while 100% corresponds to the end of the trial at trailing leg initial contact with the
240 step. On each y-axis, a positive magnitude indicates joint flexion/abduction while a
241 negative magnitude indicates joint extension/adduction. Average hip abduction
242 moments are in red. Individual lower limb sagittal plane moments are in gray, including
243 the hip (gray dash), knee (gray dash-dot), and ankle (gray dot). The sum of these
244  individual joint moments equals the extensor support moments shown in blue. Shaded
245 regions represent one standard deviation. The black boxes on plots A and C indicate
246  the push-off and pull-up stance phases, respectively.

247
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249  Figure 3. Peak support moments vs. load for the (A) push-off and (B) pull-up stance
250 phases. All values are divided by their respective values in the no-load condition. The
251 linear regression for both stance phases showed a significant relationship between the

Peak Support Moment
(Normalized to No-Load)

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.20.23296774

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.20.23296774; this version posted October 22, 2023. 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.

252  two variables, with y = 0.817x + 0.973 for the push-off phase (R*> = 0.278) and y =
253 0.933x + 1.02 for the pull-up phase (R? = 0.498).

254 lll. Pull-Up Phase

255 The effect of limb dominance was not significant for any outcome measures in
256 the no-load condition (Figure 2C). Average peak hip abduction moments were +0.607
257 Nm/kg and average peak support moments were -1.20 Nm/kg. Average individual joint
258  percent contributions to peak support moments were 15.9% hip extension, 66.5% knee
259 extension, and 17.6% ankle plantarflexion.

260 There were no significant differences in normalized peak moments between the
261 dominant and non-dominant limbs at each individual load level. The linear relationship
262 between peak hip abduction moments and load was again not significant in the pull-up
263 stance phase. In contrast, the linear relationship between peak support moments and
264 load was significant (p<0.001, R* = 0.498), with a coefficient of +0.933 and an intercept
265 of +1.02 (Figure 3B).

266 The effect of load was significant for hip and knee percent contributions to peak
267  support moments (both p<0.001). Pairwise comparisons revealed that hip contributions
268  were significantly larger for +0%, +5%, +10%, and +15% compared to -20%, -15%, and
269 -10%, while knee contributions were significantly larger for -20%, -15%, and -10%
270 compared to +0% +5%, +10%, and +15% (p<0.001 for all). Despite these opposing
271 changes, the knee remained the primary contributor to peak support moments across all
272 load conditions (Figure 4B, 4D, 4F). The interaction between limb dominance and load
273  was also significant for knee percent contributions (p=0.003). There were no significant
274  pairwise comparisons between the dominant and non-dominant limbs at each individual

275 load level (supplementary materials S1).

14
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277  Figure 4. Individual hip (orange), knee (yellow), and ankle (green) percent contributions
278 to peak extensor support moment at the time of peak support moment for all loading
279  conditions. A negative percent contribution represents a joint moment in flexion, while a
280 positive percent contribution represents a joint moment in extension. Significant
281 pairwise comparisons are shown by black brackets (corrected p<0.001).
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283 IV. Secondary Analyses: Age & Leg Length

284 As there was no significant effect of limb dominance on peak moments, the
285 values for the dominant and non-dominant lower limbs were collapsed for the secondary
286 analyses. For the no-load condition, Pearson's correlation analysis between peak hip
287 abduction moments and age was significant in the push-off (r = +0.830, p<0.001) and
288  pull-up stance phases (r = +0.833, p<0.001). This analysis was also significant between
289 peak hip abduction moments and leg length in push-off (r = +0.753, p<0.001) and pull-
290 up (r = +0.770, p<0.001). In summary, the magnitude of peak hip abduction increased
291 with age and with leg length (Figure 5A, 5B). Pearson’s correlation analysis was
292  significant between peak support moments and age in the push-off (r = +0.304,
293 p<0.001) and pull-up stance phases (r = +0.358, p<0.001). This analysis was also
294  significant between peak support moments and leg length in push-off (r = +0.265,
295 p<0.001) and pull-up (r = +0.217, p<0.001). The magnitude of peak support moment
296 decreased with age and leg length (Figure 5C, 5D). For the load conditions, there were
297 no significant correlations between the individual participant slopes of peak moments

298 vs. load and age and leg length.
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300 Figure 5. Peak hip abduction moments (red) and peak support moments (blue) vs. age
301 for the no-load condition during the push-off and pull-up stance phases. Each point
302 represents an individual no-load trial. All moment values are divided by participant
303 weight, and colored arrows on the far left show the direction of increasing moment
304 magnitude. Pearson’s correlation was significant for all relationships, with r-values of (A)
305 +0.830, (B) +0.833, (C) +0.304, and (D) +0.358. Results indicate that the magnitude of
306 peak hip abduction increases with age, while the magnitude of peak support moment
307 decreases with age.

308 Discussion

309 We investigated the effect of modulating body weight load from -20% to +15% on
310 lower limb biomechanical strategies in pediatric individuals during a step-up task. There
311 was a positive linear relationship between peak support moments and load in the push-
312  off and pull-up stance phases, where these moments scaled with load. There was no
313 relationship between peak hip abduction moments and load in either stance phase.
314  While the ankle and knee were the primary contributors to the support moments, the hip

315 contributed more than expected during weighted conditions in the pull-up phase. In a
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316 secondary analysis, we also found a significant positive correlation between peak hip
317 abduction moments and age and leg length during the no-load condition.

318 Peak hip abduction moments during the no-load condition of our step-up task
319 were similar to what has been reported in stair ascent (Novak and Brouwer, 2013, 2011;
320 Strutzenberger et al., 2011). Our hypothesis that hip abduction moments would
321 incrementally increase with load in both stance phases of a step-up task was not
322 supported. Contrary to our results, significant increases in hip abduction moments
323  between no-load and +20% of BW have been quantified during the initial step up in
324 adults (Wang and Gillette, 2018). Hip abductor muscle activations have also been
325 shown to significantly increase between -30% of body weight and no-load during regular
326 gait (Mun et al., 2017). One possible explanation for our findings may be that hip
327 abduction moments generated in the no-load condition were at a magnitude that
328 supported mediolateral stability across all loading conditions. Alternatively, participants
329 may have altered their stepping behavior during unweighted conditions, similar to what
330 has been seen in adults during treadmill walking (Dragunas and Gordon, 2016). It would
331 be interesting to use these results as a comparator to outcome measures for pediatric
332 populations with conditions such as patellofemoral pain syndrome, where the hip
333 abductors are weak (Xie et al., 2023).

334 Peak support moments during the no-load condition of our step-up task were
335 slightly lower than what has been reported in stair ascent (Novak and Brouwer, 2013,
336  2011; Strutzenberger et al., 2011), most likely due to the lower step height in our study.
337  Supporting our hypothesis, peak support moments significantly increased with load

338 incrementally in both stance phases of a step-up task. Previous studies quantifying
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339 peak vertical ground reaction forces during the push-off and pull-up phases of stair
340 ascent within narrow ranges of load modulation are consistent with our results
341 (Bannwart et al., 2019; Hong and Li, 2005). This experimental paradigm may be
342 beneficial for gait rehabilitation approaches targeting the lower limb extensors,
343  particularly for individuals with cerebral palsy who have weak lower limb extensors
344  (Wiley and Damiano, 1998). Hip, knee, and ankle percent contributions to peak support
345 moments can reveal which joints are driving these changes in response to load.

346 The effect of load modulation on individual sagittal plane moments were
347 expected in the push-off phase and unexpected in the pull-up phase. Similar to stair
348 ascent, ankle plantarflexion moments contributed the most to extensor support
349 moments in the push-off phase of a no-load step-up task (McFadyen and Winter, 1988;
350 Nadeau et al., 2003; Novak and Brouwer, 2011; Riener et al., 2002). Our results also
351 suggest that ankle moments scaled with peak support moments to remain the primary
352  contributor in the push-off phase across all load conditions. Indeed, the ankle has been
353 shown to be the most responsive joint to changes in body weight support (Goldberg and
354  Stanhope, 2013). In contrast, the knee is primarily responsible for vertical progression of
355 the body during stair negotiation (Costigan et al., 2002; McFadyen and Winter, 1988;
356 Nadeau et al., 2003; Novak and Brouwer, 2011; Riener et al., 2002). This was observed
357 in our calculated knee extension moments during the pull-up phase of a no-load step-up
358 task. Though knee moments remained the primary contributor to peak support moments
359 in this phase across all load conditions, these moments decreased when body weight
360 support was removed while hip extension moments proportionally increased. This

361 unexpected strategy may have been used to prevent overloading of the knee joint,
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362 which can operate as high as 72% of maximum capacity during regular stair climbing in
363 young adults (Reeves et al., 2009). The hip and knee work in tandem during pull-up
364 (Riener et al., 2002), which may explain why the redistribution of extensor moments in
365 the weighted block is towards the hip. Using a step-up task with body weight support
366 may be useful for clinical interventions focused on strength and control of the knee and
367 ankle joints in pediatric populations with weaker distal joints, such as individuals with
368 cerebral palsy (Fowler et al., 2010; Wiley and Damiano, 1998). Alternatively, adding
369 external loads to a step-up task may be a worthwhile approach to train the hip joint in
370 pediatric populations such as adolescent athletes.

371 The magnitude of peak hip abduction moments increased with age and with leg
372 length in both stance phases. It is possible that step width may be driving this positive
373 correlation. Three lines of evidence support this suggestion: 1) step width increases with
374 age in children (Gill et al., 2016), 2) wider step widths increase the mediolateral moment
375 arm (Henderson et al., 2011), and 3) the mediolateral moment arm is positively
376 correlated with peak hip abduction moments (Vistamehr and Neptune, 2021). In
377 contrast, the magnitude of peak support moments slightly decreased with age and with
378 leg length in both stance phases, indicating that younger children with shorter limbs
379 used more relative extension moments to complete a step-up task. It's possible that
380 younger children are still exploring how to optimize gait and therefore generating more
381 extension than necessary to complete the task (Frost et al., 1997). For all participants,
382 the step height was approximately 10-19% of their leg length; children with shorter lower
383 limbs may have generated larger extension moments to complete a step up at a

384 relatively larger step height. Age and leg length did not play a factor in the slopes of
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385 peak joint moments vs. load, suggesting that all participants had similar strategies when
386 responding to different loads. It may be that the biomechanics of responding to load are
387 developed at a young age and maintained through adolescence.

388 In summary, our study developed a model of the effect of load modulation from -
389 20% to +15% of BW on typical pediatric lower limb joint moments during a step-up task.
390 Limitations of the study include the resolution of load, the self-selected speed of each
391 participant, and the placement of some reflective markers on tight-fitting clothes rather
392 than directly on skin. One future direction is comparing this model to pediatric clinical
393 populations to describe the possible effects of atypical development or injuries and the
394  potential impact from interventions. Another future direction is translating the experiment
395 to a more natural environment, which includes testing participants without a harness
396 and varying the step height.

397
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