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Abstract

Local dynamic stability (LDS) quantifies how a st responds to small
perturbations. Several experimental and clinicaldiigs have highlighted the
association between gait LDS and fall risk. Walkiwghout shoes is known to
slightly modify gait parameters. Barefoot walkir8){) may cause unusual sensory
feedback to individuals accustomed to shod walkB\/), and this may impact on
LDS. The objective of this study was therefore émpare the LDS of SW and BW
in healthy individuals and to analyze the intragessepeatability. Forty participants
traversed a 70 m indoor corridor wearing normaleshim one trial and walking
barefoot in a second trial. Trunk accelerations eweecorded with a 3D-
accelerometer attached to the lower back. The LRS @omputed using the finite-
time maximal Lyapunov exponent method. Absoluteeagrent between the forward
and backward paths was estimated with the intradasrelation coefficient (ICC).
BW did not significantly modify the LDS as comparedSW (average standardized
effect size: +0.12). The intrasession repeatabiligg high in SW (ICC: 0.73-0.79)
and slightly higher in BW (ICC: 0.82-0.88). Thenefpit seems that BW can be used
to evaluate LDS without introducing bias as com@aee SW, and with a sufficient

reliability.
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Introduction

Although bipedal locomotion is inherently unstableyman beings exhibit a
high resilience to external perturbations that ddebkd to falls: ® However, many
pathologies and conditions may alter the capadilito efficiently manage obstacles
and perturbations while walking. In particular |fialated injuries are a major health
issue in elderly peopfe.> Analytical methods derived from nonlinear analysfs
dynamical systems have been proposed to analyzesigdility and related fall-
risks® Following the nomenclature on stability theory andnlinear dynamical
systems, the largest perturbation that individuzds tolerate without falling is
referred to as “global stabilitjor “stability margins.® Inside those margins, motor
control continuously adjusts gait parameters to memsate for infinitesimal
perturbations induced, for instance, by neuromwascabise. This is referred to as
“local dynamic stability” (LDSY LDS can be characterized using the maximal
Lyapunov exponent, which is a parameter that assedsow infinitesimal
perturbations grow over time (butterfly effect) am, other words, how fast the
system diverge®.” ! Rosenstein et af proposed a practical method for calculating
maximal Lyapunov exponents from small data setsthWhis method, local
divergence exponent&)(are computed from the slopes of divergence cumwbgh
quantify how fast the neighboring trajectories ataonstructed state space diverge
from nearest neighbor points (“initial perturbatipnStrictly speaking, due to the
nonlinearity of the divergence curves, multiplepgls could be defined. Hence, no
true single maximal Lyapunov exponent exists. Défg slopes (divergence
exponents) quantify local divergence (and hencallstability) at different time
scales. Classically, two different time scales hia@en proposed to assess gait LDS:

long-term divergencg® (long-term LDS) and short-term divergerigé (short-term
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LDS). The former is based on the time interval leswfour and 10 strides after the
initial perturbation, and the latter is based oadime interval corresponding to one
stride (or one step) after the initial perturbatidwthors first proposed to use long-
term LDS to assess gait stabilftydowever, recent developments in the field have
shown that short-term LDS is a more responsive xride* Consequently,
throughout the article, the generic LDS term isduserefer to short-term LDS, and
the time scale reference is used when necessary.

Although there are no theoretical reasons why |stability should predict
global stability'® it is assumed that if motor control can efficignthanage small
perturbations (low divergence inside the stabifitgrgins), it can also thwart large
perturbations that would lead to falling. Hencejdsts have suggested that LDS
might predict global stability and fall rigk.” ° Recent theoreticit ** and
experimentdf’ *° results have supported this hypothesis. For iosta3D gait
modeling has shown that LDS is responsive to nadsied to the model and that it
serves as an early predictor of fall rfékurthermore, recent clinical studies have
shown that elderly subjects at risk for falling éited lower LDS!’ Based on the
aforementioned recent fundamental and clinical aiet®es, it is increasingly clear
that LDS may be a valid fall-risk indicator.

The recent development of LDS as a clinically vatidex for the follow-up
of various pathologies has attracted growing irstefeHowever, there is still a need
for further studies to translate the fundamentakaech results into an operational
clinical tool. In particular, potential bias and néounding factors that could
inadvertently modify LDS data should be thoroughklycumented. For instance,

studies have shown that LDS could be influenced thg length of the



Author’s preliminary draft. Journal of Applied Biomechanics 2013

measuremerit’ *°turning during the walking teét,the use of a treadmiil,** or the
walking speed?

Using ice-induced plantar desensitization, Manor af® observed a
substantial reduction in gait short-term LDS (-40%j)th only a minor change in
long-term LDS (-8%). Furthermore, it has been oleerthat the nature of the
walking surface (compliance) could modify long-tedoDS but not short-term
LDS* This suggests that tactile sensations at the leféhe foot, as well as the
proprioception and position of the foot, could havdifferent impact on short-term
and long-term LDS. Furthermore, studies have begorted that barefoot walking
(BW) induces slightly shorter steps and higher ejkcadencé>?’ Such a
modification of gait pattern could be an indicatmira more cautious gait, which has
been associated with an increased fall risk in ropgEople®® It could therefore be
assumed that individuals who wear shoes most ofithe would experience some
difficulties in optimally managing gait stability ven walking barefoot due to
unusual sensory feedback from the feet. Despite ibiential confounding factor,
LDS studies have not systematically reported thetwear status of their
participants. Many studies seem to have measured whlking (SW}* *°whereas
others have evaluated B#.3? It is unclear whether LDS results obtained in shod
individuals can be compared to those obtained iafbat individuals.

To use LDS as a gait quality index suitable forividial assessments in a
clinical context, it is crucial to evaluate the alote agreement of LDS between
consecutive measurements performed in the sameidodi, either using a short-
term perspective (intrasession reliability) or ader-term perspective (intersession
reliability). For clinical applications, it is ofggamount importance that repeatability

results define the minimal detection thresholdha tDS change at the individual
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level. The intrasession repeatability of treadmidllking,*® as well as the intra- and
interday reliability of outdoor walking has been already studied. However, there is
still a need to better characterize the reliabitiffLDS in short indoor walking tests
that could be used in clinical settings.

The main objective of the present study was to @mphe LDS of SW and
BW in healthy middle-aged individuals. Short-termdalong-term LDS were
analyzed because previous studies have shown fibtat parameters may be
relevant® ?* The hypothesis was that BW would induce lower LB&ause the
absence of shoes might produce unusual sensorydeledo individuals accustomed
to SW. As a secondary goal, the study aimed tosasbe intrasession repeatability
(absolute agreement between measurements) in toré@hance the generalizability
of the BW vs. SW results and to provide referermieas applicable to short walking

tests.

Methods

Subjects

Forty healthy individuals [19 males, 21 females;améD): 37 years (10),
with height 1.72 m (0.08) and body mass 68 kg (Pp@ticipated in the study. All
the subjects gave their written informed conseite tudy was approved by the
regional medical ethics committee (Commission Caal® Valaisanne d’Ethique
Médicale, Sion, Switzerland).

Procedure

The participants were instructed to walk straightad at a self-selected
comfortable walking speed along a 70 m hallway teeh to do a U-turn and return.
The walking surface was hard, corresponding todstah hospital flooring. The

participants wore their own shoes. They were is&ai to wear shoes in which they
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felt quite comfortable, but no high heels werea#d. They performed one trial (2
x70 m) with shoes and one trial barefoot. The seceidetween the BW and the SW
trials was randomized. Trunk accelerations wereorcged with a tri-axial
accelerometer (Physilog system, BioAGM, Switzer)anehich was attached to the
lower back (over the spine, L3-L4 level) with atbehd connected to a lightweight
data logger (Physilog system, BioAGM, Switzerlasdmpling rate 200 Hz, 16-bit
resolution). The accelerometer measured the bodglemations along three axes:
medio-lateral (ML), vertical (V), and antero-poste(AP). Subsequent data analysis
was performed with Matlab (Mathworks, MA, USA). fiddcal analysis was

realized in part with measures of effect size (ME®)box>*

Data Analysis

Following graphical inspection, U-turns were dislet from the raw
acceleration signals, and two segments of steadywgae selected (one for the
forward path and one for the backward path). Thep $tequency (SF, Hz) was
computed by fast Fourier transform of the raw aaregion signals. Eighty steps were
then selected. To improve the normalization ofdha&, the 3D acceleration signals
pertaining to the 80 steps were time-normalizedB,800 samples (resampling),
ensuring a constant sample length.

The method for quantifying the LDS from divergeregonents has been
described in detail in numerous articfes: ** * Interested readers will find a
thorough theoretical background in the review byndwell® Here, only the
parameters necessary to reproduce the resultsiammaized. The state space was
reconstructed according to Takens’ theorem, asicldy applied in gait dynamics

studies’ The embedding dimension and the time delay wesesasd by global false
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nearest neighbors (GFNN) analysis and the averagtiaiinformation (AMI)

function, respectively. A constant dimension of wias set for all the directions. A
time delay of 10, 12, and 12 samples, respectivesgs used for the ML, V, and AP
directions. These values corresponded to the ageemylts of the GFNN and AMI
analyses. The maximum finite-time Lyapunov exposéytwere estimated from the
slopes of the linear fits in logarithmic divergenckagrams, as defined by
Rosenstein’s algorithrif. Time was normalized by the average stride tim8K}Lin

each trial, taking into account the resampling. Tdieergence exponents were
computed over a time scale corresponding to one (€& stride, short-term LDS

A" *3and over the fourth to the 10th strides (long-teds A;).°

Statistics

To analyze the footwear effect, the results of lhbthforward and backward
paths were averaged together. Notched boxplotsi@meohd quartiles) were used to
describe the data (Fig. 1 and 2). The means amillastd deviationsD) are also
presented, including the average change and tlespamdingSD (BW minus SW).
The coefficient of variation (CV =SD/mean x 100) was used to assess
interindividual variability.

The standardized effect size (ES) is reported usiedges’sg,®® which is a
variant method of Cohend for inferential measures. The difference betwe#nh S
and BW was the contrast measure, and the standardias the pooled standard
deviation (g). Ninety-five percent Cls were estimated by baafging> The results
are presented (Fig. 3) with the arbitrary limits $mall (0.2), medium (0.5) and large
(0.8) ES®” To minimize type | error risk induced by the numes comparisons, the

analysis was completed with a multivariate comparitest (Hotelling’s T-squared).
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The null hypothesis (HO) was that the mean diffeesn(BW-SW) along the three
axes were equal to zero.

To explore whether BW induced a kinematics chahgé would explain the
change in LDS, the correlation (Perasan’setween the change in cadence (SF) and
the change in LDS (BW minus SW) was assessed, @athesponding 95% Cls
(asymptotic estimates).

Both the intraclass correlation coeffecient (IC@Jdahe standard error of
measurement (SEM) were used to characterize thasegsion reliability® Both
forward and backward paths were separately analgzedo intrasubject repetitions.
The approach was that proposed by McGraw and Wobgsed on the classical
work of Shrout and Fleis¥.The ICC(1) model was used, which assesses theelegr
of absolute agreement among measurements madendonmy selected objects
(one-way model§® This approach was justified by the fact that thedg was
focused on the intrasession reliability evaluated two trials, which were
consecutively measured with no changes in the mesmnt method. The agreement
between the two repetitions was separately analypelér the two conditions (SW
and BW). The 95% Cls on the ICC were computed usiagitional F statistics>
SEM is the group-level estimation of the intrasabjaverage variability (expected
trial-to-trial noise in the data). It was computedth the following equation:
SEM =S.+/1-R, whereSy is the grandsD, (i.e., theSD of the pooled data of the
two repetitions), an®R is the ICC result. To facilitate the comparison among the
parameters, the CV (i.e., SEM/grand mean x 100) was also computed.

Finally, the Spearman-Brown prophecy formula was used to prduict t

number of strides necessary to achieve high reliability Rae= 0.90), taking into
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account that a normalized number of 40 strides was tested for repeatdltikty

formula was as follows:

N=Pa U7R,) (5)
RA @- RA )
where N is the estimated number of trials needed to achieve the expected

level of repeatability)Rs given the observed repeatabilRy. The number of trial$\

was converted to the corresponding number of strides. An examhis @pproach

applied to the field of gait analysis can be found in the wotkatinan and other&"

Results

Regarding the cadence results, there was a small increase in BViazondi
compared to the SW condition (Fig. 1). In other words, imdigis tended to walk at
a higher step rate when they walked barefoot. The absolute effect cmatedpto
2.4 stepsnin™ (+2%). Compared to the averag® among the individuals (0.13), the
D of the difference (0.04) was small, indicating a high homoggoéithe response
to BW among the participants (relative agreement between BW and SWorPgars
= 0.92). The interindividual variability (CV) was 4.3% (SW) &d% (BW).

Regarding LDS (Fig. 2), the results revealed relative changes, wdnged
from 7% to 11% fofy and from -0.6% to +5% fots (lower A indicates higher LDS).
For %, the interindividual variability (CV) was (SW) 33%, 27%, and%®7
respectively, and (BW) 37%, 24%, and 28%, respectively, invtheV, and AP
directions. Forls, the interindividual variability (CV) was (SW) 12%, 13%, and
15%, respectively, and (BW) 16%, 15% and 17% in the Mland AP directions.

Regarding the ES results (Fig. 3), a small (ES: +0.34) baoifisignt effect of

BW was confirmed for cadence. Long-term LO9 exhibited an average ES of -
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0.36, implying that BW is more locally stable, with a baregndicant effect in the
AP and ML directions. However, the multivariate comparisonciigid that there
was no significant effect when the three axes were compared togetheltifigst T2

= 6.85,p = 0.11). No substantial changes were observed in the short-B8nf\;) in

the ML and AP directions (mean ES = -0.01), but a small effect (decrasssbility,
ES = 0.33) was evident along the vertical axis. According to ¢iseltr of the
multivariate test (Hotelling's = 8.66,p = 0.06), there appeared to be no significant
overall difference between SW and BW.

The correlation analyses revealed that no relevant relationship existed
between cadence changaSFE) and LDS changeaX) (BW minus SW). The results
were ¢ and 95% CIN = 40): ASF vs.A\ ML, r = 0.08 (-0.240.38); ASF vs.AN V,

r = -0.01 (-0.330.30); ASF vs.AM AP, r = 0.01 (-0.360.32); ASF vs.AAsML, 1 =
0.16 (-0.150.45); ASF vs.AksV, r = -0.14 (-0.440.17); ASF vs.AAs AP, r = -0.00
(-0.32-0.31).

Regarding reliability results, a high repeatability was presenter both
conditions regarding cadence (SF). On the contrary, poor repeatal@btpbserved
for long-term LDS, with the ICC ranging from 0.22 to 0.63eféhwere also high
within-subject errors (SEM CV: 23-29%). The repeatability wasdrigar short-
term LDS, with the ICC ranging from 0.74 to 0.87 and thé/ASEV ranging from
6% to 8%. BW walking induced a more consistent LDS compar&i\to

The analysis of the ICC results using the Spearman—Brown prppirecula
(Table 1) confirmed the low reliability of long-term LDS (211-@Zfrides to reach

90% reliability) and the sufficient reliability of short-term LDS (826 strides).

Discussion

11
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In 40 healthy individuals, by analyzing 3D trunk acceleratiomsng short
walking trials, this study aimed to analyze the difference betvid@nand SW in
terms of LDS. No relevant effects were observed. Consequently, thehbgjzothat
postulated an effect of BW on gait stability mediated throughntiodification of
sensory feedback should be discarded. Furthermore, the repeatability seswed
that short-term LDS can be assessed with high reliability butldingtterm LDS
exhibits poor reliability.

As in most recent LDS studié$,*

this study employed a normalized
number of strides (40) and a normalized sample size (8,000).sdt wded
standardized parameters for state space reconstruction (uniform dim@sisand
time delays [10, 12, 12]). Finally, as proposed by otffeis this study computed
short-term LDS over one step, and not one stride. Exploratoryysasmabf
preliminary data (not shown) revealed that those choices yielded ¢eshi
repeatability. Many studies of gait LDS used a treadmill to obstéamdardized
experimental conditions.> %> **A treadmill makes it possible to impose a large
range of walking speeds other than the preferred walking speed. Bysiimgpo
substantial changes in walking speed, it has been demonstratespded has an
influence on LDS? ** “¢On the other hand, testing overground walking allows
physiological walking conditions to be analyzed. In ovemgdy unconstrained
walking conditions, it has been shown that individualsitgkivery low stride-to-
stride variability (CV <3%) in their gait parameters, includingirthpreferred
walking speed’ due to energetic optimization of locomotiBhThe high resilience
of motor control prevents gait parameters, such as speed or cadenagngitrem

optimal values. In particular, studies have observed that BWghias a limited

effect on preferred walking spe€t?’ As a result, caution should be exercised when

12
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extrapolating treadmill results to overground situations. A rgaisabf the results
obtained by Bruijn et & can serve as an illustration of the problem. In a treadmill
experiment, they explored the influence of a large range of speé@st¢01.72 ns

1) on LDS with a similar method as in the present study. Tiereince between 1.28
m-s* and 1.06 ns’ (-20% relative change) can be used to roughly extrapolate what
would induce a 5% decrease in speed: short-term LDS, AP -190%1 V +2%;
long-term LDS, AP +4%, ML -6%, V +6%. Regarding the low mespveness of
LDS to changes in speed under the range of physiological variati@nppssibility

of a potential change in speed between BW and SW having a relevantcafidot
excluded with a high confidence.

As the present study included a substantial number of indilgdiN = 40)
with a large range of ages (18-58 years), the results are very lém@tyadizable to a
healthy adult population. Furthermore, the ad-hoc reliability tedalcilitate an
assessment of the effect of measurement errors and intraindividual litstriddyi
averaging the results of the two trials together (i.e., 80 staalyzed), the expected
reliability for short-term LDS is between 85% and 93%. Thusua®0% of the total
variance was due to actual between-subject variance. However, itihsivating that
the participants were European people accustomed to SW, witleXperience of
BW. In addition, the study measured only acute effects. The efédtr a longer
habituation time to BW may be different.

The increase of cadence in BW is a well-documented phenomenon, especially
in children® In adults, it has been observed that when they are not wesiries,
they tend to walk with shorter steps and at a higher stef®ratee same study
reported that cadence increased by +2.8%, the step length decreasdi¥dyartal

hence the speed decreased by -2.3%. Another study reported theniplédfects in

13
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a comparison of BW with SW (boots): cadence +5.4%, step lengtbo;&peed, -
1.4%?" Accordingly, the results of the present study confirmed a smatase in
SF (+2.4 stepmin®, +2%) in BW. The correlation results demonstrated that this
change was not related to a change in the LDS. In other wouisidumls that
exhibited a greater change in cadence did not exhibit a concomitagecimabDS.
All the correlation coefficients were below 0.2. The extent of the gDlows that
correlations higher than 0.4 are very unlikely at the populétioel.

The following experimental results can help to place the resulisbimader
context. By applying visual and mechanical perturbation to walknaividuals,
Sinitksi et a** found that LDS was reduced by about -25%. By impairing balance
control by randomly varying galvanic vestibular stimulation (EW&n Schooten et
al'® reported an effect on LDS of -11%. In another study, treadmill inglk
significantly increased LDS compared to overground walking by .¥9%he effect
of aging, defined as the relative difference between young and oldes,amultDS
has been found to be about -76%r -40%>°

Although omnibus testing {Tp = 0.11) revealed no significant modification
of long-term LDS, it should be taken into account that thedbserved repeatability
(Fig. 4) greatly increased the risk of type Il statistical error, whiciso highlighted
by the large Cls (Fig. 3). Therefore, the existence of an effect at tiapop level
cannot be excluded. Namely, the average ES (Fig. 3, -0.&6%idhificant changes
along the ML and AP directions, and the average relative change2(Fg1%),
which was in the range of the reported change in the literature appaaggest that
individuals exhibit more local stability in BW. Many stedihave shown that long-
term LDS is poorly related to actual fall risk.** 1" However, other authors have

suggested that enhanced long-term LDS could be related to compgnsator
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mechanisms under destabilizing situatidner to a more cautious gaft. Those
factors may constitute a valid explanation for the results inrésept study.

Unlike long-term LDS, short-term LDS exhibited high repeatabilltyus, a
lower risk of type Il error is expected. Short-term LDS exhibited igoifecant
change in multivariate testing, but the results obtained wersecto the 5%
significance level (T, p = 0.06). This is mainly due to the small (ES: 0.32, redativ
change: +5%) but significant destabilizing effect (highgthat was observed along
the vertical axis. As compared to the results of the other st(sbesaboveyt *>
the effect is probably of limited relevance. Conversely, no chanteiML and the
AP directions (average ES: 0.03) were observed. The spread of theclDidesxwith
high confidence that a substantial effect exists at the populatreh |

As step duration is a highly controlled parameter, which etéhibwv stride-
to-stride variability even during long duration walkitigthe very high observed
repeatability in SF (0.96, Fig. 4) is not surprising. Simi@ues have been described
in the literaturé® ** *To our knowledge, only two studies have been dedicated to
the assessment of LDS repeatabitity®® By using treadmill walking, Kang and
Dingwell compared different walking durations (1-5 min) during thmegeetitions.
They reported that at least 3 min were necessary to reach goodabdigaliCC
>0.75) for short-term LDS, whereas long-term LDS ICC leveled-off ardufd
They observed that in 1 min walking, the ICC was around fadShort-term LDS
and around 0.30 for long-term LDS. Recently, using a similar odetio that
employed in the present study, van Schooten &t ahalyzed both intra- and
intersession repeatability during long-duration outdoor walka@§ m). Only short-
term LDS was analyzed. They found that the ICC was around Digtfasession

repeatability. Although the current study used shorter wallastst we found higher
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repeatability than Kang'’s study and similar results as in vandseh's study. On the
other hand, we confirmed that long-term LDS exhibited large intrathdl
variability (CV SEM 23-30%), which severely compromises itsaidbe individual
level.

From the recent literature, it has become increasingly clear thattshart
rather than long-term LDS is the most appropriate parameter to akdessstability
and fall risk!® ' 2 Furthermore, the importance of lateral LDS has been
emphasized® The present study showed that this parameter was not modified in
BW. Therefore, healthy individuals seem able to maintain optiiyr@hmic stability,
even when faced with the unusual situation of walking witlsboes, despite the fact
that they probably adopt a slightly more cautious FaiEurthermore, high
intrasession repeatability was observed in the present studyedimmgly, short
duration walking tests might be appropriate to assess gailitgtadven to measure
differences between conditions at the individual level. Fifty-four estridould be
sufficient to reach 90% reliability (Table 1). In addition, performB\WY tests seems
to further enhance repeatability. Furthermore, in longitudinal iegucbr in
comparisons between groups, it is not evident to standardize/efao because
individuals wear varying type of shoes. Thus, analyzing BMfead of SW may

improve the standardization in LDS assessment.

16



Author’s preliminary draft. Journal of Applied Biomechanics 2013

References

1. Bauby CE, Kuo AD. Active control of lateral balancehuman walkingd Biomech. Nov
2000;33(11):1433-1440.

2. Patla AE, Prentice SD, Robinson C, Neufeld J. Misoatrol of locomotion: strategies
for changing direction and for going over obstaclearnal of Experimental
Psychology: Human Perception and Performance. 1991;17(3):603.

3. Schillings A, Van Wezel B, Mulder T, Duysens J. \@gread short-latency stretch
reflexes and their modulation during stumbling oviestaclesBrain Res.
1999;816(2):480-486.

4. Gillespie LD, Robertson MC, Gillespie WJ, et atdrventions for preventing falls in
older people living in the communityhe Cochrane Library. 2012.

5. Cali CM, Kiel DP. An epidemiologic study of fallleged fractures among
institutionalized older peopldournal of the American Geriatrics Society.
1995;43(12):1336.

6. Dingwell JB, Cusumano JP. Nonlinear time seriesyaisof normal and pathological
human walkingChaos. Dec 2000;10(4):848-863.

7. Dingwell JB, Cusumano JP, Cavanagh PR, SternasEalldynamic stability versus
kinematic variability of continuous overground arebdmill walking.J Biomech
Eng. Feb 2001;123(1):27-32.

8. Wieber P-B. On the stability of walking systemsp&apresented at: International
workshop on humanoid and human friendly robotidd22d sukuba, Japan.

9. Dingwell JB. Lyapunov exponentdfley Encyclopedia of Biomedical Engineering. 2006.

10. Brown TA. Measuring chaos using the Lyapunov expbréhaos Theory in the Social
Science. University of Michigan Press: Ann Arbor, MI. 1996:53-66.

11. Terrier P, Deriaz O. Kinematic variability, fracdynamics and local dynamic stability
of treadmill walking.J Neuroeng Rehabil. 2011;8:12.

12. Rosenstein M, Collins, JJ, DeLuca, CJ. A practicathod for calculating largest
lyapunov exponents from small data stsysica D: Nonlinear Phenomena.
1993;65:117-134.

13. Roos PE, Dingwell JB. Influence of simulated neunsoular noise on movement
variability and fall risk in a 3D dynamic walkingadel.J Biomech. Nov 16
2010;43(15):2929-2935.

14. Bruijn SM, Bregman DJ, Meijer OG, Beek PJ, van Didél. Maximum Lyapunov
exponents as predictors of global gait stabilitymédelling approachvied Eng
Phys. Aug 17 2011.

15. van Schooten KS, Sloot LH, Bruijn SM, et al. Sawsit of trunk variability and
stability measures to balance impairments indugeghklbvanic vestibular stimulation
during gait.Gait Posture. Apr 2011;33(4):656-660.

16. McAndrew PM, Wilken JM, Dingwell JB. Dynamic stabyl of human walking in
visually and mechanically destabilizing environnsedBiomech. Feb 24
2011;44(4):644-649.

17. Toebes MJ, Hoozemans MJ, Furrer R, Dekker J, vaeiJH. Local dynamic stability
and variability of gait are associated with falitoiry in elderly subject&ait
Posture. Jul 2012;36(3):527-531.

18. Stergiou N, Decker LM. Human movement variabilignlinear dynamics, and
pathology: is there a connectiodam Mov Sci. Oct 2011;30(5):869-888.

19. Kang HG, Dingwell JB. Intra-session reliability lotal dynamic stability of walking.
Gait Posture. Nov 2006;24(3):386-390.

20. Bruijn SM, van Dieen JH, Meijer OG, Beek PJ. Stat#d precision and sensitivity of
measures of dynamic gait stabilifiiNeurosci Methods. Apr 15 2009;178(2):327-
333.

17



Author’s preliminary draft. Journal of Applied Biomechanics 2013

21. Segal AD, Orendurff MS, Czerniecki JM, Shofer JByt€ GK. Local dynamic stability
in turning and straight-line gail.Biomech. 2008;41(7):1486-1493.

22. Bruijn SM, van Dieen JH, Meijer OG, Beek PJ. lsaslwalking more stable? Biomech.
Jul 22 2009;42(10):1506-1512.

23. Manor B, Wolenski P, Guevaro A, Li L. Differentieffects of plantar desensitization on
locomotion dynamics] Electromyogr Kinesiol. Oct 2009;19(5):e320-328.

24. Chang MD, Sejdic E, Wright V, Chau T. Measuresyfamic stability: Detecting
differences between walking overground and on aptiamt surfaceHum Mov Sci.
Dec 2010;29(6):977-986.

25. Wegener C, Hunt AE, Vanwanseele B, Burns J, Smiith Effect of children's shoes on
gait: a systematic review and meta-analy®iBsoot Ankle Res. 2011;4(3).

26. Veilleux LN, Robert M, Ballaz L, Lemay M, Rauch Gait analysis using a force-
measuring gangway: intrasession repeatability althg adults.J Muscul oskel et
Neuronal Interact. Mar 2011;11(1):27-33.

27. Majumdar D, Banerjee PK, Majumdar D, Pal M, KumatSelvamurthy W. Temporal
spatial parameters of gait with barefoot, bathratippers and military bootsndian
journal of physiology and pharmacology. 2006;50(1):33.

28. Callisaya M, Blizzard L, McGinley J, Srikanth V.dRiof falls in older people during
fast-walking-The TASCOG studzait & Posture. 2012.

29. Dingwell JB, Cusumano JP, Sternad D, Cavanagh RRieE speeds in patients with
diabetic neuropathy lead to improved local dynastébility of continuous
overground walkingJ Biomech. Oct 2000;33(10):1269-1277.

30. Kyvelidou A, Kurz MJ, Ehlers JL, Stergiou N. Agiagd partial body weight support
affects gait variabilityd Neuroeng Rehabil. 2008;5:22.

31. Granata KP, Lockhart TE. Dynamic stability diffeces in fall-prone and healthy adults.
J Electromyogr Kinesiol. Apr 2008;18(2):172-178.

32. Buzzi UH, Ulrich BD. Dynamic stability of gait cye$ as a function of speed and system
constraintsMotor Control. Jul 2004;8(3):241-254.

33. van Schooten KS, Rispens SM, Pijnappels M, Daffiefer A, van Dieen JH. Assessing
gait stability: The influence of state space retrmasion on inter-and intra-day
reliability of local dynamic stability during oveground walkingJournal of
biomechanics. 2012.

34. Hentschke H, Stuttgen MC. Computation of measufesfect size for neuroscience
data setskEur J Neurosci. Dec 2011;34(12):1887-1894.

35. Lockhart TE, Liu J. Differentiating fall-prone ahealthy adults using local dynamic
stability. Ergonomics. Dec 2008;51(12):1860-1872.

36. Nakagawa S, Cuthill IC. Effect size, confidenceimtl and statistical significance: a
practical guide for biologist&iol Rev Camb Philos Soc. Nov 2007;82(4):591-605.

37. Cohen J. A power primePsychol Bull. Jul 1992;112(1):155-159.

38. Weir JP. Quantifying test-retest reliability usiting intraclass correlation coefficient and
the SEM.J Srength Cond Res. Feb 2005;19(1):231-240.

39. McGraw KO, Wong S. Forming inferences about sormatass correlation
coefficients.Psychological methods. 1996;1(1):30.

40. Shrout PE, Fleiss JL. Intraclass correlations: us@ssessing rater reliability.
Psychological bulletin. 1979;86(2):420.

41. Hollman JH, Childs KB, McNeil ML, Mueller AC, Quatr CM, Youdas JW. Number of
strides required for reliable measurements of pdgghm and variability parameters
of gait during normal and dual task walking in oldeividuals.Gait Posture. May
2010;32(1):23-28.

42. McAndrew Young PM, Dingwell JB. Voluntarily changjrstep length or step width
affects dynamic stability of human walkin@ait Posture. Mar 2012;35(3):472-477.

43. Yakhdani HR, Bafghi HA, Meijer OG, et al. Stabiliynd variability of knee kinematics
during gait in knee osteoarthritis before and af@tacement surgerglin Biomech
(Bristol, Avon). Mar 2010;25(3):230-236.

18



Author’s preliminary draft. Journal of Applied Biomechanics 2013

44,

45,

46.

47.

48.

49,

50.

51.

52.

Sinitksi EH, Terry K, Wilken JM, Dingwell JB. Effég of perturbation magnitude on
dynamic stability when walking in destabilizing émonments.J Biomech. Aug 9
2012;45(12):2084-2091.

England SA, Granata KP. The influence of gait spmetbcal dynamic stability of
walking. Gait Posture. Feb 2007;25(2):172-178.

Dingwell JB, Marin LC. Kinematic variability anddal dynamic stability of upper body
motions when walking at different speed&iomech. 2006;39(3):444-452.

Terrier P, Turner V, Schutz Y. GPS analysis of haegomotion: further evidence for
long-range correlations in stride-to-stride fludtoas of gait parameterkluman
Movement Science. 2005;24(1):97-115.

Holt KG, Jeng SF, Ratcliffe R, Hamill J. Energet@st and stability during human
walking at the preferred stride frequendgurnal of motor behavior.
1995;27(2):164-178.

Kang HG, Dingwell JB. Effects of walking speedesigth and range of motion on gait
stability in healthy older adultSournal of biomechanics. 2008;41(14):2899-2905.

Buzzi UH, Stergiou N, Kurz MJ, Hageman PA, Heidd\dnlinear dynamics indicates
aging affects variability during gai€lin Biomech (Bristol, Avon). Jun
2003;18(5):435-443.

Henriksen M, Lund H, Moe-Nilssen R, Bliddal H, D@skiod-Samsoe B. Test-retest
reliability of trunk accelerometric gait analysizait Posture. Jun 2004;19(3):288-
297.

Sloot LH, van Schooten KS, Bruijn SM, Kingma H,rRippels M, van Dieen JH.
Sensitivity of local dynamic stability of over-gnadi walking to balance impairment
due to galvanic vestibular stimulatiodnn Biomed Eng. May 2011;39(5):1563-
1569.

19



Author’s preliminary draft. Journal of Applied Biomechanics 2013

Figure captions

Figure 1 Descriptive statistics of the step frequency (SF) of shod (SW) and biarefo
(BW) walking

Boxplots show quartiles, the median, and the spread of the datssatudy group
(N = 40). Values are meanSLY). Bold values are the average change (BW minus

SW) and the correspondirg.

Figure 2 Descriptive statistics of gait stability of shod (SW) and bare{@)
walking

Results of both short-term local dynamic stability (LDS) (bofteand long-term

LDS (top) are shown. Boxplots show quartiles, the medianthendpread of the data
across study groupN(= 40). The values are the means and the standard deviations
(SD). Bold values are the average change (BW minus SWttenaorresponding

D. ML, medio-lateral; V, vertical; AP, antero-posterior.

Figure 3 Effect size of barefoot walking (BW) compared to shod walking \SW

The small filled circles show the standardized mean difference (Hedgessd
horizontal lines are the corresponding 95% confidence intervals. iNe@aobsitive)
values indicate that BW induced a lower (higher) value of the obsereable
compared to shod walking. SF, step frequency. LDS, Idgaamic stability. ML,

medio-lateral; V, vertical, AP, antero-posterior.

Figure 4 Intrasession repeatability
The intrasession repeatability was estimated using the intradasglation

coefficient (ICC(1), two repetitions and 40 subjects). The ICCeshre printed on
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the left. The small black circles are the graphical representation i@ With the
corresponding 95% confidence intervals. Continuous lines are thksrésushod
walking (SW), and dashed lines are the results for barefoot wa(dk). The
standard errors of measurement (SEM) are shown on the right, tth t
corresponding coefficient of variation (CV). SF, step frequency; LO%| ldynamic

stability; ML, medio-lateral; V, vertical, AP, antero-posterior.
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Table

Table 1 Prediction of the number of strides necessary to reach 90% rep@atabili

Number of strides
SW BW
Cadence SF 15 19
M-ML | 240 211
Longterm 3 v | 699 518
LDS
M-AP| 1276 640
AsML | 126 54
Short-term
LDS AsV 84 59
A-AP| 114 84

The Spearman—Brown prophecy formulas used with the ICC presented in Figure
4 as an input. SW, shod walking; BW, barefoot walking; 8€p frequency; LDS,

local dynamic stability; ML, medio-lateral; V, vertical, AP, anteas{grior.
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Figure 1
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Figure 2
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Figure 3
Effect size and confidence interval
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Figure 4

ICC and confidence intervals
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