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Abstract

Motor Imagery (MI) is gaining traction in both rehabilitation and sports settings,
but its immediate influence on human postural control is not yet clearly under-
stood. The focus of this study is to examine the effects of MI on the dynamics of
the Center of Pressure (COP), a crucial metric for evaluating postural stability.

In the experiment, thirty healthy young adults participated in four different
scenarios: normal standing with both open and closed eyes, and kinesthetic
motor imagery focused on mediolateral (ML) and anteroposterior (AP) sway
movements. A mathematical model was developed to characterize the nonlinear
dynamics of the COP and to assess the impact of MI on these dynamics.

Our results show a statistically significant increase (p-value<0.05) in variables
such as COP path length (PL) and Long-Range Correlation (LRC) during MI
compared to the closed-eye and normal standing conditions. These observations
align well with psycho-neuromuscular theory, which suggests that imagining a
specific movement activates neural pathways, consequently affecting postural
control.

This study presents compelling evidence that motor imagery not only has a
quantifiable impact on COP dynamics but also that changes in the Center
of Pressure (COP) are directionally consistent with the imagined movements.
This finding holds significant implications for the field of rehabilitation science,
suggesting that motor imagery could be strategically utilized to induce targeted
postural adjustments. Nonetheless, additional research is required to fully
understand the complex mechanisms that underlie this relationship and to
corroborate these results across a more diverse set of populations.

Key Words— Postural Control, Motor Imagery, Center of Pressure,
Nonlinear dynamics, Balance
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Introduction
Postural control, integral to most daily activities, is a multifaceted task dependent
on the synergy of various systems, notably the visual and proprioceptive systems
(1). Motor imagery, defined as the mental reconstruction of movement without
its actual execution (2), can be categorized into two strategies: kinesthetic
and visual. In kinesthetic motor imagery (MI), individuals visualize themselves
executing the movement (first person perspective). In contrast, visual MI
involves picturing another person or oneself performing the action from a third-
person viewpoint (3). Research has identified overlapping mechanisms between
motor imagery and actual movement execution, particularly in the realm of
kinesthetic motor imagery (4). Moreover, MI has shown promise in rehabilitation
and sports domains due to its benefits (5-12). Motor imagery is grounded in
two primary theories: the peripheral (often called psycho-neuromuscular) and
the central theories. The peripheral theory posits that imagining a specific
movement results in sub-threshold muscle activations related to that movement,
effectively simulating the neural pathways activated during actual movement
(13-15). Conversely, other research underscores the enhancement in motor
performance post MI sessions without noticeable muscle activity, accentuating
the shared brain regions' activation during both imagined and actual movements
(central theory). This central viewpoint indicates overlapping neural pathways
for both MI and execution, especially within areas like the premotor and primary
motor cortex (16).

The relationship between motor imagery and postural sway has been the focus of
several studies (17-22). Some have posited that MI can induce observable changes
in postural control and sway. Yet, the underlying mechanisms remain elusive. Is
it cognitive distraction, neural resource allocation, inhibitory circuits, the dual
mechanism, or another factor responsible for the changes in postural sway during
MI? This study endeavors to probe the relation between the direction of actual
postural sway and the imagined one. There are four possible hypotheses: 1)
No discernible change in postural sway occurs during MI and improvements in
postural control after MI sessions are attributed either to the activation of brain
regions common between MI and movement execution (central theory) or to
mentally rehearsing movement steps (symbolic learning theory). 2) Imagining a
movement stimulates identical motor circuits as executing the movement, albeit
to a lesser degree. Hence, visualizing a specific sway direction might elicit a
minimal yet perceptible postural muscle response in that direction, aligning with
the psycho-neuromuscular theory. 3) If maintaining stable posture is prioritized
over the imagined sway, and/or if inhibitory circuits are hyperactive during MI,
the actual sway could be counteractive. 4) Changes in postural sway might
be observed, but these alterations might not correspond to the imagined sway
direction. Such a phenomenon could stem from cognitive distractions or a lack
of feedback mechanisms governing postural sway during MI. Deciphering the
relationship between the direction of imagined and actual postural sway provides
crucial insights for rehabilitation. These insights are particularly valuable in
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crafting therapy sessions that leverage MI and in monitoring the progress of
these sessions, especially when addressing issues of compromised balance and
postural control.

Balance assessment techniques span from rudimentary clinical tests to advanced
devices like force plates, electromyograms, and cameras. Force plates, instru-
mental for biomechanical evaluations of gait and posture, record the center of
pressure (COP) (23). Within the force plate's context, the COP is the singular
point where the pressure field's cumulative sum acts. This study employs COP's
movement and positioning as a postural control indicator.

This research delves into the effects of motor imagery on COP dynamics by
studying thirty healthy individuals during upright standing. Further, we suggest
a COP dynamics model to illustrate these effects. Although numerous models
exist for human posture (24-31), many view the human body as a linear system—
like an inverted pendulum—with attributes such as time delay, feedback, and a
proportional derivative controller. However, Khanian et. al 's model (32) accounts
for the nonlinear dynamics of COP and can better explain and quantify the COP
changes. Consequently, we adapt this model in this study to illustrate postural
control during regular standing and MI and discuss its potential implications for
future occupational therapy and physiotherapy sessions.

Methods
1. Participants

Thirty healthy young adults, comprising twenty females and ten males, partic-
ipated in the study. These individuals had no history of neurological, muscu-
loskeletal, or vestibular disorders. They refrained from taking any medications
24 hours prior to the experiment, though the use of vitamins and dietary supple-
ments was permissible. Participation was voluntary, and all participants provided
informed consent. They were instructed to self-report their levels of mental and
physical fatigue, as well as their attention, before the experiment and after each
testing block. After each block, they also reported any discomfort experienced.
Due to excessive fatigue or diminished attention, six participants were excluded
from the analysis. The characteristics of the remaining 24 participants, including
age, height, and weight, can be found in Table 1.

Table 1: Range, mean and standard deviation of participants' age, height, and weight.

Age (year) Height (cm) Weight (kg)
Mean ± SD 24.6 ± 3.5 166.1 ± 6.9 60.6 ± 10.9
Range 22-34 152-179 42-92
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Figure 1: An overview of the protocol. The experiment consisted of 4 blocks with a total duration
of 15 minutes. In the first and final blocks, postural control of normal standing was recorded in
two conditions of open and closed eyes, each for one minute. In the second and third blocks, the
participants were asked to have motor imagery of sway around the ankle joint in ML and AP
directions. In these two blocks, three minutes of training were considered, in which participants
became familiar with the task by performing the sway with open eyes and then practicing the
imagination of the sway with closed eyes. The order of performing the open and closed eyes tasks,
as well as the blocks 2 and 3, were random for preventing the effects of precedence on the results.
One minute of rest was considered between the blocks.

2. Experimental apparatus and procedure

We utilized the Zebris FDM-S force plate to capture the COP data at a sampling
frequency of 120 Hz. Each recording session lasted 60 seconds. During the
experiments, participants stood barefoot, positioning their feet together and
keeping their arms by their sides. They were instructed to look straight ahead,
maintain an erect posture for the neck and shoulders, and refrain from speaking.

The experiment consisted of four blocks, with a total duration of 15 minutes, as
shown in Figure 1. In both the initial and final blocks, participants' postural
control was assessed during standard standing under two conditions: with eyes
open and eyes closed, each lasting one minute. For blocks 2 and 3, participants
engaged in motor imagery of mediolateral (ML) and anteroposterior (AP) sways
around the ankle joint. Within these blocks, a three-minute familiarization
session was integrated. During this period, participants first executed the sway
with their eyes open and then practiced the imagery of the sway with eyes closed.
If the participant needed more practice, the training duration was extended by
a minute. Participants were instructed to envision swaying around their ankle
joint at the maximum angle where they felt comfortable. The ankle joint was
selected due to its critical role in both postural control and gait. To mitigate
any order effects on the outcomes, the sequence in which participants performed
the eyes-open and eyes-closed tasks, as well as the tasks in blocks 2 and 3,
was randomized. Participants were allotted a one-minute rest interval between
blocks. Motor imagery was conducted with eyes closed to eliminate potential
visual feedback that might influence visualization and to emphasize the role of
proprioception. To ascertain that the effects noted in the MI blocks weren't
simply a result of having the eyes closed, we compared postural control during
motor imagery to postural control in both eyes-closed and eyes-open conditions.
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3. Data analysis

The COP time series were analyzed in both the AP and ML directions, using
the features outlined below.

1) Path lengt (PL)

PL is one of the most common features for analyzing the changes in the COP
(33) and is calculated as:

Path length =
N∑

i=1

√
(xi+1 − xi)2 + (yi+1 − yi)2 (1)

In equation 1, i represents the sample number, and x and y are the COP
coordinates in the ML and AP directions, respectively.

2) Correlation dimension (CD)

Earlier research indicates that the center of pressure (COP) in a standing
individual displays chaotic (34, 35). The correlation dimension is a feature
commonly used in chaotic signal analysis. It quantifies the fractality of a signal
by determining the average number of points within a specific radial distance
(R) from each point in the phase space (36, 37). Through this method, we aim
to delve into the nonlinear dynamics and chaotic attributes of the COP.

Pi(R) = 1
N − 1

N∑
j=1,j ̸=i

Θ(R −
√

(xi − xj)2 + (yi − yj)2) (2)

C(R) = (3)
1

N(N−1)
∑N

i=1
∑N

j=1,j ̸=i Θ
(

R −
√

(xi − xj)2 + (yi − yj)2
)

Dc = limR→0
log C(R)

log R (4)

In equations 2 and 3, x and y show the COP coordinates in the phase space. R
is a small radius, Θ is a Heaviside function, and N denotes the total number of
points. Pi(R) is the possibility of points to lie in the given distance (R) from
the i-th point. In equations 3 and 4, C(R) is the mean of Pi(R) and, finally, Dc

is the correlation dimension.

3) Mean velocity (MV)

MV of COP shifts in each direction was determined by averaging the displacement
for each time interval, as follows:

Mean velocity = F × mean |xi+1 − xi| (5)
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In equation 5, x indicates the COP in ML or AP direction and i represents the
sample number. F is the sampling frequency, which was 120 Hz in this study.

4) Root mean square (RMS)

We calculated the RMS for the mediolateral and anteroposterior COP signal.

RMS =
√

x2
1 + x2

2 + . . . + x2
n

n
(6)

In equation 6, x and n indicate the COP in each of ML or AP directions at each
timepoint and the number of samples, respectively.

5) Range

Range was defined as the difference between the maximum and minimum amount
of the COP during the test period. This was computed independently for both
the mediolateral and anteroposterior COP signals.

Range = xmax − xmin (7)

In equation 7, x indicates the COP in either direction.

6) Long-range correlation (LRC)

Detrended Fluctuation Analysis (DFA) gives a measure of long-range correlation
in chaotic signals (38). In DFA, at first, the infinite function X is obtained
from the x time series. Then, the resulting time series is divided into N non-
overlapping windows. The Y line is fitted on each window by the least squares
method. The detrended time series for each window (i.e., F (n) in equations 9
and 10) is calculated as the difference between the time series values and the
fitted line on each piece. This amount is calculated for different window lengths
(i.e., t in equations 8 and 9). Finally, the slope of the logarithmic diagram of
the detrended time series versus the window length is considered as α, which
indicates the degree of self-similarity.

Xt =
t∑

i=1
(xi − mean(x)) (8)

F (n) =
√

1
N

∑N
t=1 (Xt − Yt)2 (9)

F (n) ∝ nα (10)
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4. Statistical analysis

The statistical test was performed using repeated measures analysis of variance
(ANOVA). The Mauchly test was used to examine the sphericity of the data,
and in case of non-spherical data, the Greenhouse-Geisser adjustment corrected
the degrees of freedom. After examining the results of the ANOVA test with
the significance level of 0.05, which was obtained in all cases, Tukey's honest
significant difference performed post hoc comparisons.

5. Model

Model description

We propose a COP dynamics model to illustrate postural control system and the
effects of motor imagery on this system. We adapt Khanian et. al 's model for
the human posture stability system (32) which captures the nonlinear dynamics
of COP and can properly explain and quantify the COP changes. The proposed
model is a two-dimensional discrete-time chaotic map. The process equation
which is a model for creative processes (39) is used as the basis of the COP
dynamics model (equation 11).

xk+1 = xk + g × sin xk (11)

This map has a biotic behavior for a wide range of the parameter g with a
lot of periodic and instability windows. Bios is an expansive pattern (40) and
can model many structures, such as population dynamics, air temperature and
visual perception (41, 42). Since the biotic pattern exists in the COP signal,
this equation is appropriate for modeling the COP signal in each of AP and
ML directions. Considering the interdependence of COP changes in both ML
and AP directions, the equations for these directions were coupled. As a result,
equation 12 emerges as the model for COP dynamics.

xk+1 = a×e
k
q × (xk + b × sin yk)

yk+1 = c × e
k
q × (yk + d × sin xk) (12)

In this discrete-time map, x and y are the changes in the COP signal in the ML
and AP directions, respectively. Other parameters such as a, b, c, d, and q are
constants which should be identified using optimization methods. The COP's
position at each time step is influenced by its preceding location. Moreover,
postural control may decline due to physiological factors like fatigue and attention.
This results in an increased range of COP changes, which is accounted for in
this map through the exponential terms.
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The model parameters are set as follows:

1) The bifurcation diagram was plotted for all parameters and the acceptable
span for each of the parameters was determined. The range of COP changes
in the recorded data was considered as a criterion for determining the
acceptable span of parameters.

2) The genetic algorithm was used in order to set the parameters. In this
method, the Euclidean distance was considered as the cost function. This
method sets the parameters in a way that enhances the similarity between
data and model phase spaces.

Effects of MI on COP dynamics

During the imagery of front-back sway, parameter d exhibits a greater increase
than parameter b. Conversely, during lateral sway imagery, parameter b rises
more than parameter d. Indeed, the dependence of the COP changes on the
direction of the motor imagery is captured in the proposed model.

Model validation

To validate the model, we compared the range of COP changes between the
model and the data, as illustrated in Table 2. The range of COP changes expands
under closed eyes and motor imagery conditions. Further, when imagining the
ML and AP sways, the range of changes in the ML and AP directions increases
respectively. The model aptly captures this trend.

Table 2: A comparison between the range of changes in the model and the data. For both the
model and the data, range of changes increased in the closed eyes and the motor imagery conditions.
Plus, the range of changes in ML and AP directions was higher while imagining the ML and AP
sways, respectively. NS: normal standing with open eyes. CE: normal standing with closed eyes. ML
MI: mediolateral motor imagery. AP MI: anteroposterior motor imagery.

NS CE AP MI ML MI
Range (Model)
(Millimeter)

X 27.7 31.6 34.6 52.9
Y 21.3 29.8 46.6 30.7

Range (Data)
(Millimeter)

X 26.8 33.45 35.2 54.8
Y 24.7 30.5 42.6 37.6

For the normal standing (NS) condition, we took the average of the range of
changes from NS1 (normal standing with open eyes during the first block) and
NS2 (normal standing with open eyes during the final block). Similarly, for the
closed eyes (CE) condition, we considered the average range of changes between
CE1 (normal standing with closed eyes in the initial block) and CE2 (normal
standing with closed eyes in the concluding block).
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Figure 2: A comparison between the phase space of COP for the data and the model. A) Phase
space of COP for the data of a representative subject in the normal standing condition. B) Phase
space of COP for the model with parameters a=0.8, b=4.4, c=0.7, d=5.8 and q=4999.7.

Figure 2 presents a comparison of the COP phase space between the data and
the model. The data presented is the COP signal obtained from a representative
subject.

Results
Relative to standing with closed eyes, the motor imagery condition exhibited
an increase in MV, range, RMS, LRC, and PL, all pointing to an augmented
COP displacement. A similar trend was observed when comparing standing with
closed eyes to standing with open eyes. In the CE condition, the absence of
visual feedback leads to greater COP displacement. Additionally, a decrease in
the correlation dimension was noted when comparing the MI condition to both
the CE and NS conditions, as well as when comparing CE to NS, indicating a
reduction in the system's chaotic behavior. Typical postural control exhibits a
certain level of variability, reflecting the body's adaptability and responsiveness
to slight disturbances or environmental shifts. An overly regular postural control
(i.e., reduced chaos) may hint at a diminished capacity for adaptation. Conversely,
excessive chaotic behavior might imply instability. The observed decrease in
chaotic behavior during CE and MI conditions in the results suggests a deviation
from the normal postural control in these scenarios. Table 3 provides detailed
information on the mean and standard deviation for each measure across all
conditions.
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Table 3: Mean of the measures in different conditions. MV is reported in millimeters per sec.
Range and Path length are reported in Millimeters. NS1: normal standing with open eyes in the
first block. NS2: normal standing with open eyes in the last block. CE1: normal standing with
closed eyes in the first block. CE2: normal standing with closed eyes in the last block. ML MI:
mediolateral motor imagery. AP MI: anteroposterior motor imagery.

NS1 CE1 APMI MLMI CE2 NS2

MV X 58.4 84.8 78.8 139.3 81.7 57.7
Y 48.1 70.3 104.9 83.4 70.5 48.8

Range X 27.2 32.1 35.2 54.9 35.7 26.4
Y 23.5 29.2 42.6 37.6 32.0 26.0

RMS X 4.8 5.8 6.9 10.8 6.8 5.2
Y 4.4 5.2 8.8 7.5 5.9 5.4

PL 492.1 716.1 857.7 1043.5 705.04 493.6
CD 0.53 0.34 0.21 0.19 0.36 0.53

LRC X 0.07 0.14 0.13 0.29 0.14 0.09
Y 0.10 0.19 0.38 0.27 0.19 0.12

MV in both the AP and ML directions, PL, correlation dimension, and LRC
values in both AP and ML directions consistently show significant differences in
the ML and CE scenarios compared to normal standing (p-value < 0.05). In
the MI condition, PL is also consistently and significantly different from that
in the CE condition. Furthermore, LRC in the ML direction is significantly
different when performing ML MI, and not when performing AP MI, compared
to standing with closed eyes. Similarly, LRC in the AP direction during AP MI
shows a significant difference compared to standing with closed eyes.

Discussion
The primary objective of our study was to scrutinize the immediate effects of
motor imagery (MI) on Center of Pressure (COP) dynamics within a population
of healthy adults. Employing the model initially proposed by Khanian et al. (32),
we formulated a specialized COP dynamics model that showcased the nonlinear
intricacies of postural control during MI activities. Our results strongly validate
the psycho-neuromuscular theory, revealing notable changes in variables like COP
PL and Long-Range Correlation (LRC) during MI sessions as compared to closed
eyes (CE) and normal standing (NS) conditions. The observed enhancements
in COP displacement underline MI's substantial impact on postural control
mechanisms.

Our findings have critical implications for rehabilitation, particularly for therapies
centered on enhancing balance and postural stability. The model's adaptability
for capturing individual postural dynamics holds promise for the development
of patient-specific treatment protocols. This could be particularly beneficial for
patients with compromised balance, such as stroke survivors, in optimizing MI-
based therapeutic strategies. Beyond rehabilitation, our model parameters could
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function as viable biomarkers for not only gauging the efficacy of MI-centered
interventions but also for evaluating postural control among varying populations,
including athletes and the elderly.

Our findings indicate that alterations in the body's center of pressure (COP)
align directionally with the imagined movements. Thus, the observed increase
in COP changes during motor imagery is not attributable to mental load or
the lack of a feedback mechanism. This insight has important implications for
rehabilitation science, as it suggests that motor imagery can be strategically
employed to elicit specific postural adjustments.

The results of this study align well with previous research, particularly the study
conducted by Rodrigues et al. (17), who focused on motor imagery of bilateral
plantar flexions. Rodrigues and colleagues observed that kinesthetic imagery
significantly increased COP oscillations. These findings are consistent with other
studies that have demonstrated marked changes in postural sway during MI
tasks. Specifically, there is a noticeable increase in the center of pressure (COP)
displacement when standing subjects engage in kinesthetic imagery, imagining
themselves rising on their tiptoes (43). The congruence between our results
and prior research further validates the influence of motor imagery on postural
control and opens avenues for its application in rehabilitative settings.

While our findings offer substantial evidence supporting MI's influence on COP
dynamics, they are not without limitations. One major limitation is the demo-
graphic homogeneity of our study group, comprising solely of healthy young
adults. Future studies could enrich these findings by involving a more diverse
participant pool, like the elderly or individuals with neurodegenerative disorders.
Additionally, our study did not thoroughly account for external factors like
fatigue and attention, which were only self-reported by participants. Subsequent
research should aim to objectively measure these variables.

Looking ahead, it would be useful to reconcile the psycho-neuromuscular and
central theories by examining the neural foundations of observed COP modifica-
tions. Longitudinal studies could further elucidate the long-term benefits of MI
training on postural control, thereby cementing its therapeutic potential.

To sum up, our study provides robust evidence underscoring the role of motor
imagery in affecting postural control, as demonstrated through measurable
changes in COP dynamics. Leveraging a validated model, we have quantitatively
corroborated these shifts, thus reinforcing MI's potential impact on enhancing
postural stability. These findings lay a crucial foundation for future research
and offer a substantive rationale for the integration of MI into rehabilitation
programs, particularly those aiming at improving balance and postural control.

The ramifications of our work are especially noteworthy for the field of reha-
bilitative medicine. Given MI's non-invasive character and its proven efficacy
in modifying COP dynamics, it emerges as a promising supplement to existing
therapeutic strategies for improving postural stability, especially among those
grappling with balance-related disorders or conditions.
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However, while the study sheds new light on MI's influence over postural control,
it also indicates the need for more in-depth research to unpack the complex
mechanisms governing this relationship. Enhanced understanding of these
processes could streamline the optimization of MI-based treatments. Furthermore,
broadening the scope to include various demographics is imperative for verifying
the universal applicability and adaptability of MI-centered therapies.

In summary, our research marks a significant advancement in the application
of motor imagery for rehabilitative therapies focused on balance and postural
stability. It offers a robust framework, backed by empirical data, which future
studies can refine and extend to understand the underlying mechanisms better
and to assess MI's utility across diverse populations.

Implications on Physiotherapy Practice

The study demonstrates that motor imagery (MI) significantly impacts the
dynamics of the Center of Pressure (COP), a key metric in evaluating postural
stability. This finding can be directly applied in physiotherapy practices, espe-
cially in designing rehabilitation protocols for patients with balance and postural
control issues. Physiotherapists can incorporate MI tasks into their treatment
plans to induce specific postural adjustments, thus enhancing overall stability
and balance in patients.

The research shows that MI can alter COP dynamics in a directionally consistent
manner with the imagined movements. This insight is particularly beneficial for
rehabilitation programs aimed at patients suffering from balance disorders, such
as those recovering from stroke or neurological injuries. Tailoring MI exercises to
the specific needs of these patients can aid in quicker and more effective recovery
of postural control.

Given the non-invasive nature of MI, it emerges as a promising adjunctive tool
in physiotherapy. It can be used alongside conventional physical therapies,
especially in cases where physical movement might be limited or painful. This
makes it an excellent option for early-stage rehabilitation or for patients with
severe mobility restrictions.

The adaptability of the MI approach, as demonstrated by the study's model,
suggests that physiotherapists can develop individualized treatment protocols.
These personalized plans can be more effective as they can be designed to target
the specific postural and balance issues of each patient, considering their unique
COP dynamics.

The study’s findings provide a quantitative basis for understanding the changes
in postural control due to MI. This can help physiotherapists not only in planning
treatment but also in monitoring progress. The measurable changes in COP
dynamics offer a way to objectively assess the effectiveness of the MI-based
interventions over time.

The study highlights the need for further research, particularly involving diverse
demographics and long-term effects. This opens up avenues for physiotherapists
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to engage in or follow up on ongoing research, keeping abreast of the latest
developments in the field which can then be translated into practice.

In conclusion, this study’s findings on the effects of motor imagery on postural
control offer valuable insights and practical applications for physiotherapy prac-
tice, particularly in enhancing balance and postural stability in various patient
populations.
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