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25 Abstract

26 This cross-sectional study aimed to clarify the kinematic characteristics of reaching
27  the occiput in patients with mild hemiplegia. Ten patients with post-stroke hemiplegia who

28  attended the Department of Rehabilitation Medicine of the Jikei University Hospital and met the
29  eligibility criteria were included. Reaching motion to the back of the head by the participants’
30  paralyzed and non-paralyzed upper limbs was measured using three-dimensional motion

31  analysis, and the motor time, joint angles, and angular velocity were calculated. Multivariate

32  analysis of covariance was performed on these data. After confirming the fit to the binomial

33 logistic regression model, the cutoff values were calculated using the receiver operating

34 characteristic curve. The cutoff values for the movement until the hand reached the back of the
35  head were 1.6 s for the motor time, 55° for the maximum shoulder joint flexion angle, and 145°
36  for the maximum elbow joint flexion angle. The cutoff values for the movement from the back
37  of the head to the hand being returned to its original position were 1.6 s for the motor time, 145°
38  for the maximum elbow joint flexion angle, 53°/s for the maximum angular velocity of shoulder
39  joint abduction, and 62°/s for the maximum angular velocity of elbow joint flexion. The

40  numbers of clusters were three, four, and four for the outward non-paralyzed side, outward and
41  return paralyzed side, and return non-paralyzed side, respectively. The findings obtained by this
42  study can be used for practice planning in patients with mild hemiplegia who aim to improve the

43 reaching motion to the occiput.

44

45 Introduction

46 Stroke affects 14 million individuals annually worldwide, and 80 million people live
47  with the aftereffects of stroke [1]. Motor paralysis, a sequela of stroke, occurs in approximately

48  80% of patients [2]. As motor paralysis of the upper limbs and fingers limits patients' activities
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of daily living (ADLs) and decreases their quality of life (QOL), patients are provided with
continuous rehabilitation to improve motor paralysis [3,4].

Reaching the occiput is an important exercise for achieving rehabilitation. Reaching is
a fundamental movement of the upper limb, with the goal of reaching the target point [5].
Although there are various target points for reaching, such as a space or an object on a desk, a
reach whose target point is one's body has a direct influence on self-care performance. The
movement of the hand to the back of the head is included in movements for grooming, such as
washing, tying hair, and putting on and taking off clothes, ornaments and hats [6]. Improving
the patient’s appearance positively affects their QOL through social participation, such as going
out and socializing. Reaching the back of the head requires a wide range of motion and
coordinated joint movement of the shoulder and elbow joints and is a difficult task for patients
with motor paralysis; therefore, even if the patient’s motor paralysis is mild, smooth movement
requires practice [7,8]. Therefore, therapists monitor changes in patients owing to exercise and
treatment and provides further treatment based on the evaluation.

Clinically, the arm function test, manual function test, and action research arm test
(ARAT) are used for upper extremity function assessment to observe the reach to the occiput
include [9—11]. In these tests, the examiner observes whether the patient can perform the task
and the reaching position of the patient's hand at the end of the motor limb; the test is scored
using an ordinal scale. However, as the human body has redundant degrees of freedom, multiple
combinations of joint motions exist, even when the final hand position is the same [12].
Specifically, in patients with hemiplegia after stroke, synergistic patterns may emerge, and
compensatory movements may be used [13]. In patients with motor paralysis, even if reaching
the occiput is possible, the motion trajectory may be prolonged and the motion time may be
delayed. The scores obtained using the clinically used evaluation methods alone are difficult to
refer to when planning exercises to change a patient's joint movement patterns or shorten the

motor time of exercises.
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Three-dimensional motion analysis is used for analyzing upper limb movement
characteristics in patients with stroke [14]. In this method, markers are attached to landmarks on
the body and upper limb movements are recorded using an infrared camera and analyzed.
Studies have been conducted to analyze the joint motion and motion time of patients with stroke
using three-dimensional motion analysis [15—18]. In these studies, reaching a target placed in
front or on a desk is occasionally set as the measurement task. However, it is difficult to utilize
the obtained results for practice because of the discrepancy between the results and the upper
limb movements in daily activities [19]. As the tasks are measured in a manner that is close to
daily life situations, the results can be easily applied to the treatment of patients [20,21]. Several
studies have evaluated healthy participants and patients with orthopedic diseases in terms of
their ability to reach the occipital region; however, the kinematic characteristics of patients with
stroke with mild motor paralysis have not been verified [7,8,22]. The data on the kinematic
characteristics of patients with stroke with regard to reaching backward to the occiput would
provide a useful basis for devising a practice method for those who aim to acquire ADLs,
including reaching backward to the occiput. When upper limb motor tasks are measured using a
three-dimensional motion analyzer, the motions of the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides should
be compared [23]. The movements of the non-paralytic upper limb in patients with hemiplegia
after stroke differ from those of normal participants; however, the non-paralytic upper limb,
which does not show obvious functional impairment, can be used in clinical situations for
comparison with the paralytic upper limb [23,24]. In a recent study, accelerometers, gyroscopic
sensors, and magnetic sensors were attached to the bodies of patients with stroke. The results of
four types of forward reaching were compared between the paralyzed and non-paralyzed upper
limbs using three-dimensional motion analysis to obtain evaluation values for patients with mild
hemiplegia based on the motor time and joint angle of the non-paralyzed side of the upper limb

[25]. Three-dimensional motion analysis is clinically useful because the motion of the non-
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100  paralyzed upper limb is referenced, and the joint motion patterns of the paralyzed upper limb
101  can be used to devise isolation exercises to be practiced [19].

102 Based on the above discussion, in this study, we aimed to clarify the kinematic

103 characteristics of patients with mild hemiplegia in the chronic phase while reaching the occipital
104  region using three-dimensional motion analysis. Our results will provide a basis for devising
105  motor targets and effective exercises to reach the occiput in patients with posterior upper limb
106  hemiplegia.

107

108 Materials and methods

109 Study design

110 In this cross-sectional study, kinematic data of patients with post-stroke hemiplegia
111 were obtained while reaching the hand to the back of the head, and the patient’s paralyzed and

112 non-paralyzed upper limbs were compared.

113

114 Ethical considerations

115 All patients provided written informed consent to participate in this study. This study
116  was approved by the Ethics Committee of the Jikei University School of Medicine (approval

117  number: 22-061-6238).

118

119  Participants

120 Patients with post-stroke hemiplegia who attended the Department of Rehabilitation
121 Medicine of the Jikei University Hospital between May 1 to October 30, 2020, cases where at

122 least 6 months had passed since the onset of stroke, patients aged >20 years, and those with a
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total score of >47 points in the Fugl-Meyer assessment of the upper extremity (FMA-UE) or
with a gross movement score of >6 points in the ARAT, were included. The 47 points achieved
in the FMA-UE is the cutoff for mild motor paralysis in the severity classification of motor
paralysis reported by Woodbury et al. [26]. The gross movement in the ARAT includes a task to
reach the back of the head, and 6 points of gross movement is the threshold for patients who can
perform this movement [10]. The exclusion criteria were as follows: cases with a paralyzed
hand not reaching the external occipital ridge with automatic movements; presence of a central
nervous system disease other than stroke, orthopedic disease, mental disorder, higher brain
dysfunction, dementia, visual field disorder, and ataxia at diagnosis; subluxation of the shoulder
joint; pain in the joints of the upper limb or fingers during exercise; presence of a significant
limitation in the joint range of motion in the upper limb; and completion of the occupational
therapy intervention. Patients who met the study eligibility criteria but did not meet the
exclusion criteria were asked to participate in the study, and those who provided consent were

considered participants.

Sample size

The minimum sample size was calculated to be eight patients using G*Power 3.1
(University of Dusseldorf, Dusseldorf, Germany). To calculate the cutoff values of the
kinematic data by performing binomial logistic regression analysis using the paralyzed and non-
paralyzed upper limbs as nominal variables in patients with hemiplegia, data from previous
studies [27], in which the primary assessment was the joint angle, were referenced. The sample
size was calculated by setting the difference from the constant (binomial test, one sample case).
For calculating the required sample size, the effect size was 0.4, a was 0.05, power (1-p) was

0.8, and constant proportion was 0.5.
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Survey period

The acquisition of patients' medical information, clinical evaluation, and measurement

of motor tasks began on October 1, 2020, and ended on October 1, 2021.

Experimental procedure

The examiner affixed infrared reflective markers at 35 points on the participant’s body
according to the Plug-in Gait marker model (Fig 1). Infrared reflective markers were applied by
a single examiner similarly in all participants according to the following procedure: the
examiner made the participants sit on a backless chair with their elbow joints fully extended,
their forearms in the middle, and their upper limbs drooped. The examiner adjusted the height
and position of the chair such that the participants' forearms and fingers did not touch the chair,
and the flexion angles of the knee and hip joints were 90°. The participants sat on a height-
adjusted chair with their feet shoulder-width apart and both soles of their feet on the floor. Six
thermal imaging cameras were placed on the ceiling of the room, and a landmark was placed 5

m away from the participants (Fig 2).

Fig 1. Attachment positions of the markers. (a) Frontal image and (b) rear image.

Markers were affixed at 35 points on the bodies of the participants. On the head, they
were placed at four bilateral anterolateral and posterolateral points; on the trunk, they were
placed at five points on the upper sternal body, lower sternal spine, seventh cervical vertebra,
10th thoracic vertebra, and right posterior back; and on the pelvis, at four points on the bilateral
anterior and posterior superior iliac spines. On the upper limbs, they were affixed at 10 points

on the bilateral upper acromion, lateral olecranon, radial and ulnar eminence, and the head of
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the second metacarpal. On the lower limbs, they were affixed at 12 points on the bilateral femur,

lateral patella, tibia, calcaneus, external calcaneus, and head of the second metatarsal bone.

Fig 2. Measurement environment and starting limb position. (a) Top view and (b) side view.

Reaching task

The starting position of the upper limb on the measurement side was set with the
elbow in full extension, forearm in mid-extension, and fingers in extension, with the forearm
and fingers not in contact with the chair. The upper limb on the non-tested side was also placed
in the same position. If the starting position was difficult to achieve owing to paralysis and
muscle tone, the participants were reminded to relax the muscles of the upper limbs and fingers,
and the upper limbs were allowed to droop as much as possible (Fig 2b).

The reaching task involved placing the palmar aspect of the hand (the palmar aspect of
the second metacarpal) in contact with the center of the external occipital ridge. The examiner
provided the following verbal instructions to all participants: “touch the center of the occiput
with the palm of the hand”; “return the upper limbs to the starting posture; maintain the head,
neck, and trunk as still as possible while looking at the landmarks placed in front during the
measurement”; and “move the arms as usual without any particular awareness of speed.”
Flexion of the fingers during the reaching motion was allowed. The examiner asked the
participants to perform the exercise several times and checked whether they understood the
instructions correctly.

Measurements were performed on the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides, in that
order, five times each for a total of 10 measurements (Fig 3). A 1-min rest period was allowed
between the measurements. Before each measurement, the examiner verified whether the

participants were in the correct starting position. The order of the measurements did not change,
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197  and all participants underwent measurements in the same manner. During the rest period, the
198  participants were allowed to stretch the muscles by themselves but were not allowed to receive
199  any therapeutic intervention from the therapist.

200

201  Fig 3. Measurement sequence.

202
203 Data acquisition and analysis

204 The reaching task was analyzed using an optical three-dimensional motion analyzer
205  (Vicon motion system; Oxford, UK). Data were recorded at a sampling rate of 100 Hz using six
206  infrared cameras mounted on the ceiling of the examination room. The displacement

207  information for each marker was compiled in three dimensions using parallax images from the
208  six cameras, converted into positions (X, y, and z) in the same virtual space, and recorded on a
209  personal computer for analysis. The motion was divided into an outward motion from the

210  starting position until the hand reached the occiput (outward motion) and a return motion from
211  the point when the hand reached the occiput until it returned to its original position (return

212 motion). The onset of the outward and return motions was defined as the time when the position
213 data of the index finger marker in the three-dimensional space changed continuously for 0.2 s,
214  and the end of the movement was defined as the time when the position data of the index finger
215  marker recorded the same value continuously for 0.2 s [28].

216 A whole-body rigid-body linkage model was constructed from the acquired reflective
217  marker information using the Plug-in gait model specified by the Vicon motion system [29].
218  The flexion and abduction angles of the shoulder joint as well as the flexion angle of the elbow
219  joint were calculated using the Eulerian method, in which the joint angles are calculated from
220  the distal body segment coordinates in motion relative to the proximal body segment

221 coordinates. The angular velocity was calculated by dividing the change in the joint angle by the
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time of motion. The displacements of the markers attached to the sternal pattern and occiput on
the same side as the measured upper limb during the measurement were calculated using the
position data in three-dimensional space. The mean, standard deviation, and maximum and
minimum values of the joint angles and angular velocities of shoulder flexion and abduction and
elbow flexion, and displacements of the sternal pattern and occipital markers were calculated

separately for outward and return motions.

Clinical evaluation

The FMA was used to assess the motor paralysis of the participants. The FMA is a
comprehensive evaluation battery that tests motor function, balance, sensory function, joint
range of motion, and the degree of joint pain in patients with post-stroke hemiplegia [30]. Upper
and lower extremity motor function (FMA of the lower extremity [FMA-LE]) items can be used
in excerpts and assess isolated movements in accordance with the recovery phase of motor
paralysis. The FMA-UE is scored on a 66-point scale, and the FMA-LE is scored on a 34-point
scale on a 3-point ordinal scale. The FMA-UE has been reported to classify the severity of
motor paralysis, and the severity of motor paralysis was investigated in the present study based
on the classification given by Woodbury et al. [26]. The ARAT and Box and Block Test (BBT)
were used to assess the participant’s ability to manipulate objects. The ARAT is an upper limb
function assessment tool, which was developed based on the upper extremity test [31]. The
ARAT consists of grasp, grip, pinch, and gross movement subtests and is scored on a 4-point
ordinal scale on a 57-point scale [10]. The BBT is used to evaluate hand dexterity. The task is to
move 100 blocks from one compartment of a box to the opposite compartment one by one
across a partition [32,33]. In this test, the number of blocks moved per minute is measured. The
modified Ashworth scale (mAs) was used to assess the muscle tone of the study participants.

The mAs is used to evaluate spasticity, a symptom of abnormal muscle tone in central nervous

10
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system diseases [34]. In this test, the resistance to rapid movement of the joints in an alternating
manner is evaluated on a 6-point scale. In this study, the biceps brachii muscle of the paralyzed
side of the participants was evaluated. The Berg balance scale (BBS) and the functional reach
test (FRT) were used to assess the participant’s balance function. The BBS is used to evaluate
the functional balance ability and is useful as an indicator of walking independence and fall
prediction [35,36]. The test is scored on a 5-point ordinal scale on a 56-point scale. The FRT is
a balance ability assessment that measures the distance of the forward reach of the upper limb in
the standing position without changing the basal plane of support [37]. In this work, the FRT
was performed three times, and the mean value was calculated. The Semmes—Weinstein
monofilament test (SWT) and the thumb search test (TST) were used to evaluate the sensory
function of the participants. The SWT is used to examine static tactile sensations related to
object properties, discrimination ability, and sustained grasping [38]. In this test, five types of
nylon filaments with different diameters are used to stimulate the skin, and the participant’s
responses are evaluated. The TST is used to evaluate the joint localization of the upper limb
[39]. This test integrates the proprioceptive information of each joint of the upper limb and
evaluates the perception of thumb position in space on a 4-point ordinal scale. The Barthel
Index (BI) was used to assess participants' daily functioning in this study. The Bl is used to
assess the level of independence in performing ADLs [40]. The test consists of 10 items, and the
degree of assistance is evaluated using a 4-point ordinal scale. If the patient independently
performs all items, the score is 100 points; if the patient requires full assistance for all items, the

score is 0 points.

Participant characteristics

Basic and medical information regarding the participants, including sex, age, height,

body mass index (BMI), stroke type, post-stroke duration, and paralytic side, was collected from

11
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their medical records. The Edinburgh hand test was used to examine the handedness of the
participants [41]. This test consists of 10 questions, in which the participants are asked which
hand they use to perform ADLs. A positive index indicates right-handedness, whereas a
negative index indicates left-handedness. In this study, the dominant hand before the stroke and

the current dominant hand were investigated.

Statistical analysis

Multivariate analysis of covariance was conducted to test the hypothesis that the
kinematic characteristics of reaching the back of the head in patients with mild hemiplegia in
the chronic phase differ between the paralyzed and non-paralyzed upper limbs. The dependent
variable was the measured side of the reaching task, and the independent variables were motor
time, maximum values of joint angles, and angular velocities of shoulder flexion and abduction
and elbow flexion. The covariates included sex, age, BMI, time since stroke onset, maximum
displacement of the sternal pattern, and occipital markers. Statistical analyses were conducted
separately for the outbound and return motions. Binomial logistic regression analysis was
conducted on the features fitted to the model for the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides using
multivariate analysis of covariance. After confirming the fit of the binomial logistic regression
model, Youden’s index was calculated using the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve,
and the cutoff value to discriminate between the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides was
calculated. The calculated cutoffs, especially the area under the curve (AUC) values, were
compared using the Delong test [42]. The dependent variables were the paralyzed and non-
paralyzed sides, and the independent variables were the characteristics that showed significant
differences between the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides in the multivariate analysis. The

covariates included sex, age, BMI, post-onset period, and the maximum displacement values of

12
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296  sternal pattern markers and occipital markers. For these analyses, jamovi version 2.2.1

297 (https://www.jamovi.org) was used.

298 Pattern identification using random forest clustering was performed to analyze the
299  pattern of changes in the joint angle on the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides of reaching the
300  occipital region. Random forest clustering is an algorithm that divides the data into several
301  clusters, virtually partitioning the data such that each observation belongs to only one group.
302  The clustering method is an unsupervised method that uses the random forest algorithm,

303  wherein the dependent variable y is set as 7, the number of decision trees, and the machine is
304  trained with each motor data input as unlabeled data with and without motor paralysis (Equation
305  1). The random forest algorithm generates a proximity matrix that estimates the distance

306  between the observations based on the frequency of observations ending at the same leaf node
307  (Equation 2). These data consist of continuous variables [43—45].

308

309 (xy) = (x1,x2,x3,...xk,y) ... (Equation 1)

Niefe

Nright 3
310 1G(Dy, f) =1(Dp) — " 1(Diese) — =31 (Drighe) ...(Equation 2)

311

312 In Equation 1, x is the reference dataset and y is the dependent variable. In Equation 2,
313  Dp is the parent dataset, f'is the number of explanatory variables, N is the depth of the decision
314 tree, D,y is the left child node from the parent node, D,y is the right child node from the parent
315  node, and / is the impurity. The variables used were the motor time and shoulder flexion,

316  shoulder abduction, and elbow flexion angles. Each variable C was assigned a discrete-valued
317 class label, that is, C0O, C1, C2,......, Cn, using random forest clustering. The motor patterns were
318  clustered for four conditions: outward and return motions on the paralyzed and non-paralyzed
319  sides of the reach to the occipital region. The number of clusters was determined using the

320  elbow method. The elbow method plots the sum of squares of the intra-cluster error for each

321  cluster and considers the point where the value sharply decreases to be the optimal number of

13
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322 clusters [46]. The clustering structure of these four conditions is illustrated and is considered a

323 unique pattern underlying the motion data. JASP version 0.16 (https://jasp-stats.org/) was used

324 to identify these patterns. The statistical significance level was set at 5%.

325

326 Results

327 Participants

328 In total, 88 patients with chronic stroke had a history of intervention in the previous 6
329  months. Among these patients, three were aged <20 years, and 60 had FMA-UE or ARAT

330  scores below the inclusion criteria. One patient was diagnosed with higher brain dysfunction,
331  two had ataxia, two had shoulder subluxation, and seven completed the occupational therapy
332 intervention. Of the 88 patients, 75 were excluded and 13 met the inclusion criteria set for the
333  study. These 13 patients were asked to participate in the study; three patients who did not agree
334 to participate were excluded; therefore, 10 patients were included in the final analysis (Fig 4).
335

336  Fig 4. Patient selection procedure.

337

338 Descriptive data

339 The characteristics of the participants and the survey results are presented in Table 1.

340  Intotal, 10 participants were included, of whom three were female and seven were male

341  individuals. All the participants had right hemiplegia. The right hand was dominant in 10

342 participants before the onset of FMA-UE and changed to the left hand in five of 10 participants
343 after the onset of FMA-UE. The severity of FMA-UE was moderate in one patient and mild in

344 nine patients. One participant classified as moderate met the eligibility criterion of at least 6

345  points for gross movement on the ARAT. The median scores of all the participants were 34
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points on the ARAT and 24 points on the paralytic side in the BBT. Eight and two patients had
mAs scores of 1 and 1+, respectively. None of the patients showed severe spasticity. The FMA-
LE score, BBS score, and FRT were 28 points, 55 points, and 33 cm, respectively. The
participants had good lower limb, trunk, and balance functions. The SWT was normal in seven
participants and lowered in three, while the TST was normal in nine participants and lowered in
one; there was no significant decrease in the superficial or deep sensation in the participants. All

participants had a BI score of 100 points and independently performed all daily activities.

Table 1. Clinical characteristics of the patients.

Characteristics Female Male All
Participants 3(30) 7 (70) 10 (100)
Age (years) 50 [35-51] 46 [46-55] 48 [45-51]
Height (cm) 154 [152-159] 170 [169-173] 169 [164-171]
Weight (kg) 51 [51-56] 72 [66-77] 66 [55-73]
BMI (kg/m?) 23 [21-24] 25[22-26] 25 [20-25]
Time from onset (months) 59 [37-83] 53 [38-78] 54 [34-91]

CI 3 (100) 3(43) 6 (60)
Diagnosis

ICH 0(0) 4 (57) 4 (40)

Left 0(0) 0(0) 0 (0)
Paralyzed side

Right 3 (100) 7 (100) 10 (100)

Dominant hand

Left 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)
Before onset

Right 3 (100) 7 (100) 10 (100)

Left 2 (67) 3 (43) 5(50)
After onset

Right 1(33) 4 (57) 5(50)
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FMA-UE 56 [52-57] 57 [55-60] 57 [55-58]

FMA-UE severity

Moderate (20 <score <46) 0(0) 1(14) 1(10)
Mild (score >47) 3 (100) 6 (86) 9 (90)
FMA-LE 28 [25-28] 30 [28-31] 28 [28-30]
ARAT 31 [23-34] 43 [28-50] 34 [27-45]
Paralyzed side 22 [12-25] 25 [10-38] 24 [7-28]
BBT
Non-paralyzed side 53 [53-56] 59 [53-61] 57 [53-60]
mAs 0 0(0) 0@ 0 (0)
1 2 (67) 6 (86) 8 (80)
1+ 1(33) 1(14) 2 (20)
BBS 55 [54-55] 56 [55-56] 55 [55-56]
FRT (cm) 29 [28-30] 38 [33-40] 33 [29-39]
Normal 3 (100) 4 (57) 7 (70)
SWT
Decline 0(0) 3 (43) 3 (30)
Normal 3 (100) 6 (86) 9 (90)
TST
Decline 0(0) 1(14) 1(10)
BI 100 [100] 100 [100] 100 [100]

Values are expressed as numbers (%) or medians [251"-75% percentile].

ARAT, action research arm test; BBS, Berg balance scale; BBT, Box and Block Test; BI,
Barthel Index; BMI, body mass index; CI, cerebral infarction; FMA-LE, Fugl-Meyer
assessment of the lower extremity; FMA-UE, Fugl-Meyer assessment of the upper extremity;
FRT, functional reach test; ICH, intracranial hemorrhage; mAs, modified Ashworth scale;

SWT, Semmes-Weinstein monofilament test; TST, thumb search test.
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Outcome data

Tables 2 and 3 present the results for the kinematic data on outward and inward
reaching motions. Fig 5 shows the changes in the joint angles of shoulder flexion, shoulder

abduction, and elbow flexion during the outward and return motions of the reaching motion.
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Table 2. Outward motion of the reaching task: results of multivariate analysis of covariance.

Paralyzed side Non-paralyzed side
Descriptive statistics F p
Mean SD Min Max Mean SD Min Max
Motor time (s) 2.3 0.7 1.5 44 1.3 0.3 0.9 1.9 136.6 <0.001
Shoulder flex 48.9 15.4 24.4 75.1 423 11.2 23.2 59.5 15.3 <0.001
Peak angle (°) Shoulder abd 117.5 16.7 88.8 156.8 118.9 6.2 102.7  129.2 0.3 0.560
Elbow flex 134.2 8.0 113.0 145.0 140.0 6.1 120.6  145.6 19.5 <0.001
Shoulder flex 213.6  190.8 71.8 893.6 180.5 88.5 70.6 524.8 1.4 0.237
Peak angular
Shoulder abd 306.0 2494 90.3 1116.3 2713 109.6 142,66 7925 0.9 0.339
velocity (°/s)
Elbow flex 211.6  118.6 80.6 658.6 2529 1425 1153  887.0 2.9 0.090
Displacement Manubrium 4.8 4.7 0.5 16.4 2.9 44 0.4 29.3 - -
(mm) Back of the head 1.0 19.9 1.8 141.2 8.5 6.0 0.5 242 - -

abd, abduction; flex, flexion; Max, maximum; Min, minimum; SD, standard deviation.

Multivariate analysis of covariance was used, with the statistical significance set at 0.05 (N = 10). The manubrium and back of the head

displacements were used as covariates.
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Table 3. Return motion of the reaching task: results of multivariate analysis of covariance.

Paralyzed side Non-paralyzed side
Descriptive statistics F p
Mean SD Min Max Mean SD Min Max
Motor time (s) 2.3 0.7 1.5 4.2 1.5 0.3 1.0 2.2 98.4 <0.001
Shoulder flex 50.3 15.1 25.2 70.2 46.9 12.8 23.9 71.9 3.7 0.057
Peak angle (°) Shoulder abd 116.9 16.2 89.2 156.6 121.1 6.9 102.7  139.0 32 0.075
Elbow flex 134.2 8.1 110.3 145.1 140.0 6.1 120.5  145.0 19.0 <0.001
Shoulder flex 122.7 1034 13.1 405.6 79.2 43.9 17.6 235.6 7.4 0.008
Peak angular
Shoulder abd 81.7 87.1 -4.3 359.7 34.2 323 -5.6 132.9 13.9 <0.001
velocity (°/s)
Elbow flex 95.4 98.1 -1.0 428.5 48.9 41.8 -12.1 187.5 9.4 0.003
Displacement Manubrium 29.6 167.6 0.5 1190.0 4.1 4.9 0.5 19.6 - -
(mm) Back of the head 9.1 20.2 1.4 145.4 5.9 4.4 0.7 19.4 - -

abd, abduction; flex, flexion; Max, maximum; Min, minimum; SD, standard deviation.
Multivariate analysis of covariance was used, with the statistical significance set at 0.05 (N = 10). The displacements of the manubrium and back

of the head were used as covariates.
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Fig 5. Changes in the joint angle during the reaching motion. (a) Changes in the shoulder
flex angle, (b) changes in the shoulder abd angle, (c) changes in the elbow flex angle while
reaching the occiput, (d) changes in the shoulder flex angle, (¢) changes in the shoulder abd
angle, and (f) changes in the elbow flex angle while reaching from the occiput to the starting

limb position. abd, abduction; flex, flexion.

Main findings

Detection of motion features

Multivariate analysis of covariance was performed. For the outward motion of the
reaching task, Wilks' lambda test showed a significant main effect (F [7, 86] =25.1, p < 0.001)
on the measurement side. The paralyzed side had a significantly longer motor time (F = 136.6, p
<0.001). The peak shoulder flexion angle was significantly greater on the paralyzed side (F =
15.3, p <0.001), and the peak elbow flexion angle was significantly greater on the non-
paralyzed side (F = 19.5, p < 0.001). There were no differences in the peak shoulder abduction
angle (F = 0.3, p = 0.560) and peak angular velocities of shoulder flexion (F = 1.4, p = 0.237),
shoulder abduction (F = 0.9, p = 0.339), and elbow flexion (F = 2.9, p = 0.090; Table 2). For the
return motion of the reaching task, Wilks' lambda test showed a significant main effect (F [7,
86]=31.5, p <0.001) on the measured side. Motor time (F = 98.4, p < 0.001) was significantly
longer on the paralyzed side, as were the peak elbow flexion angle (F = 19.0, p <0.001) and the
peak angular rates of shoulder flexion (F = 7.4, p = 0.008), shoulder abduction (F = 13.9, p <
0.001), and elbow flexion (F = 9.4, p = 0.003). There was no significant difference in the peak
shoulder flexion angle (F = 3.7, p = 0.057) or peak shoulder abduction angle (F = 3.2, p = 0.075;
Table 3).

Binomial logistic regression analysis of the model-fitted features on the paralyzed and

non-paralyzed sides was performed using multivariate analysis of covariance. During the

20


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.15.23298611
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.15.23298611; this version posted November 16, 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

386
387
388
389
390
391

392

perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

outward motion, the regression model was fitted for the motor time (X2 =112, p < 0.001), peak
shoulder flexion angle (X? = 18.4, p = 0.010), and peak elbow flexion angle (X?>=24.9, p <
0.001; Table 4 and Fig 6). During the return motion, the regression model was fitted for the
motor time (X? = 87.5, p <0.001), peak elbow flexion angle (X?> = 28.8, p <0.001), peak
angular velocity of shoulder abduction (X? = 18.4, p = 0.01), and peak angular velocity of elbow
flexion (X2 = 15.8, p = 0.03). The peak angular velocity of shoulder flexion (X2=11.8, p=0.1)

did not fit the regression model (Table 4 and Fig 7)
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Table 4. Model goodness of fit results of the binomial logistic regression analysis.

Devia McFadde Overall model test Esti 95% CI
Model AIC SE V4 4
nce n’s R? X2 df P mate Lower  Upper

Reaching motion to the back of the head
Motor time (s) 264 424 0.8 112 7 <0.001 19.0 6.1 32.0 14.3 2.2 0.030
Peak angle ~ Shoulder flex 120 136 0.2 184 7 0.010 0.01 0.04 0.2 0.03 3.1 0.001
®) Elbow flex 114 130 0.2 249 7 <0.001 -0.2 -0.2 -0.1 0,04 -3.7  <0.001
Reaching motion from the back of the head to the starting position
Motor time (s) 51.1 67.1 0.6 87.5 7 <0.001 -11.2 217 -0.7 54 -2.1 0.036
Peak angle

Elbow flex 110 126 0.2 288 7 <0.001 -0.2 -0.26 -0.1 0.04 -3.9  <0.001
©)
Peak Shoulder flex 127 143 0.1 1.8 7 0.1 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.003 2.1 0.032
angular Shoulder abd 120 136 0.1 184 7 0.01 0.01 0.004 0.02 0.01 2.9 0.004
velocity

Elbow flex 123 139 0.1 158 7 0.03 0.01 0.002 0.02 0.004 2.5 0.013
(°/s)

abd, abduction; AIC, Akaike's information criterion; flex, flexion; SE, standard error.
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Binomial logistic regression was used, with the statistical significance set at 0.05 (N = 10).
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394  Fig 6. Results of the binomial logistic regression analysis for the features of reaching

395  motion to the back of the head. (a) Motor time, (b) peak angle of shoulder flex, and (c) peak
396  angle of elbow flex. flex, flexion.

397

398  Fig 7. Results of the binomial logistic regression analysis for the features of reaching

399  motion from the occiput to the starting position. (a) Motor time, (b) peak angle of elbow flex,
400  (c) peak angular velocity of shoulder abd, and (d) peak angular velocity of elbow flex. abd,

401 abduction; flex, flexion.

402

403 For features fitted to the regression model, cutoff values were calculated to

404  discriminate between the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides using the ROC curve. The cutoff
405  values for the outward motion were 1.6 s for the motor time, 55° for the peak shoulder flexion
406  angle, and 145° for the peak elbow flexion angle (Table 5). The cutoff values for the return

407  motion were 1.6 s for the motor time, 145° for the maximum elbow flexion angle, 53°/s for the
408  peak angular velocity of shoulder abduction, and 62°/s for the peak angular velocity of elbow
409 flexion (Table 5). Among the cutoff values detected, the kinematic feature with the highest

410  Youden’s index was the motor time for both outward and return motions, whereas the kinematic
411  feature with the largest AUC was the motor time for both the outward motion (AUC = 0.96, SD

412 =0.02, p = 0.00) and return motion (AUC = 0.92, SD = 0.03, p = 0.00).
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Table 5. Results of the receiver operating characteristic curve.

Scale Cutoff point Sensitivity (%) Specificity (%) Youden’s index AUC

Reaching the occiput

Motor time (s) 1.6 80 98 0.78 0.96
Shoulder flex 55 84 44 0.28 0.63
Peak angle (°)
Elbow flex 145 96 4 0.00 0.28

Reaching from the occiput to the starting limb position

Motor time (s) 1.6 78 90 0.68 0.92
Peak angle (°) Elbow flex 145 100 6 0.06 0.29
Shoulder abd 53 84 48 0.32 0.65

Peak angular velocity (°/s)
Elbow flex 62 74 56 0.30 0.67

abd, abduction; AUC, area under the curve; flex, flexion.

Receiver operating characteristic curve was used.
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414  Pattern analysis of upper limb movements

415 The patterns of changes in the motor time and joint angle on the paralyzed and non-
416  paralyzed sides of the reaching motion to the occipital region were analyzed using random

417  forest clustering. Using the elbow method, the number of clusters was determined from the

418  plotted values of the sum of the squares of the intra-cluster errors for each cluster (Fig 8). The
419  number of clusters was determined to be four for the paralyzed side and three for the non-

420  paralyzed side of the outward motion as well as four for the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides
421  of the return motion. The clustering structure for the four conditions is presented in Figs 9 and
422 10. As an example, in the results of the motor time on the paralyzed side of the reaching motion
423 to the occiput, four clusters are illustrated. As the abscissa is the z-value, the motor time of

424 cluster 1 was shorter than the cutoff value. By contrast, cluster 2 had motion times within and
425  longer than the cutoff values, and clusters 3 and 4 had longer motion times than the cutoff

426  values. For the outward motion, the number of clusters on the paralyzed side was four (N =

427 11,542; R? = 0.40; AIC = 27,756, Bayesian information criterion [BIC] = 27,873) and that on
428  the non-paralyzed side was three (N = 6648; R? = 0.41; AIC = 15,673; BIC = 15,754). For the
429  return motion, the number of clusters on the paralyzed side was four (N = 11,574; R? = 0.34;
430  AIC=30,581; BIC = 30,699) and that on the non-paralyzed side was four (N = 7429; R? = 0.50;
431  AIC = 14974; BIC = 15,085; Table 6).

432

433 Fig 8. Random forest clustering of the elbow method plot. A plot of the intra-cluster sums of
434 squares of errors for each cluster is shown in the figure. The number of clusters is (a) four for
435  the paralyzed side and (b) three for the non-paralyzed side of the reaching motion to the occiput;
436  and (c) four for the paralyzed side and (d) four for the non-paralyzed side of the reaching

437  motion from the occiput to the starting position.

438  AIC, Akaike's information criterion; BIC, Bayesian information criterion; WSS, within sum of

439  squares
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440

441 Fig 9. Random forest clustering of the features of reaching motion to the occiput. The

442  upper panel shows the clustering structure of the (a) motor time, (b) shoulder flex angle, (c)

443 shoulder abd angle, and (d) elbow flex angle on the paralyzed side. In the lower panel, the

444  clustering structure of the (e) motor time, (f) shoulder flex angle, (g) shoulder abd angle, and (h)
445  elbow flex angle for the non-paralyzed side is shown. The horizontal axis of the figure indicates
446  the Z-values. The areas of each cluster composed of densities and absolute Z-values of each
447  parameter are all equal. abd, abduction; flex, flexion.

448

449  Fig 10. Random forest clustering of the features of reaching motion from the occiput to the
450  starting position. The upper panel shows the clustering structure of the (a) motor time, (b)

451  shoulder flex angle, (c) shoulder abd angle, and (d) elbow flex angle on the paralyzed side. In
452  the lower panel, the clustering structure of the (a) motor time, (b) shoulder flex angle, (c)

453  shoulder abd angle, and (d) elbow flex angle on the paralyzed side. In the lower panel, the

454  clustering structure of the (e) motor time, (f) shoulder flex angle, (g) shoulder abd angle, and (h)
455  elbow flex angle for the non-paralyzed side is shown. The horizontal axis of the figure indicates
456  the Z-values. The areas of each cluster composed of densities and absolute Z-values of each
457  parameter are all equal. abd, abduction; flex, flexion.

458

Table 6. Results of random forest clustering.

Measuring side Clusters N R? AIC BIC

Reaching motion to the occiput

Paralyzed side 4 11542 0.40 27756.22 27873.88

Non-paralyzed side 3 6648 0.41 15673.33 15754.96

Reaching motion from the occiput to the starting position
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Paralyzed side 4 11574 0.34 30581.45 30699.15

Non-paralyzed side 4 7429 0.50 14974.92 15085.53

AIC, Akaike's information criterion; BIC, Bayesian information criterion.

Discussion

In this study, a multivariate analysis of covariance was conducted to test the
hypothesis that the kinematic characteristics differ between the paralyzed and non-paralyzed
upper limbs when reaching the occiput in patients with mild hemiplegia in the chronic phase.
During the outward reaching motion, the paralyzed side showed a significantly longer motor
time and significantly greater peak shoulder flexion angle. In contrast, the peak elbow flexion
angle was significantly greater on the non-paralyzed side. During the return reaching motion,
the motor time was significantly longer on the paralyzed side and the peak angular velocities of
elbow flexion, shoulder flexion, shoulder abduction, and elbow flexion were significantly
greater on the paralyzed side. Next, to detect the cutoff values of the motor features that
discriminate between the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides, binomial logistic regression
analysis was conducted on the features fitted to the models for the paralyzed and non-paralyzed
sides using multivariate analysis of covariance. For the features fitted to the regression model,
the cutoff values discriminating between the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides were calculated
using the ROC curve. As a result, during the outward reaching motion, the motor time, peak
angular velocity of shoulder flexion, and peak angular velocity of elbow flexion were calculated
to be 1.6 s, 55°, and 145°, respectively. During the return reaching motion, the motor time, peak
elbow joint flexion angle, peak angular velocity of shoulder abduction, and peak angular

velocity of elbow flexion were calculated to be 1.6 s, 145°, 53°/s, and 62°/s, respectively.
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480  Therefore, the calculated cutoff values can be used as the target values for treatment to improve
481  the reaching motion to the occiput in patients with mild hemiplegia.

482 Among the cutoff values detected, the kinematic feature with the highest Youden’s
483  index was the motor time for both the outward and return reaching motions. Previous studies
484  have reported that patients with stroke have a longer motor time, and the most difficult subitem
485  in the FMA-UE is the motor time in Part D [47,48]. Motor time is presumed to be an index that
486  determines whether the reaching motion to the occiput in a patient is a near-normal motion. In
487  this study, the cutoff value for the peak elbow flexion angle was 145° for both the outward and
488  return reaching motions. Hairdressing with a reaching motion to the back of the head requires
489  the highest elbow joint flexion angle among the verified daily activities [49]. Hence, we inferred
490 that sufficient elbow joint flexion is important to reach the occiput. In the outward reaching

491  motion, the peak angle was significantly larger on the paralyzed side during shoulder flexion
492 and on the non-paralyzed side during elbow flexion. Reaching the paralyzed side in patients
493  with stroke has been reported to result in decreased coordination of the shoulder and elbow joint
494 movements [50]. In the outward motion of reaching training, the goal of the exercise is to

495  shorten the motor time and increase the elbow flexion angle more than the shoulder flexion

496  angle. The cutoff values for angular acceleration of the joints were detected in the return

497  reaching motion. When the hand reached the occiput, the upper limb was in abduction at the
498  shoulder joint and flexion at the elbow joint, which is the joint motion pattern of the flexor

499  muscles of the upper limb that appears after a stroke [51,52]. A previous study reported that
500  muscle spasticity affects the angular acceleration of joints in reaching exercises using the

501  paralyzed upper limb in patients with stroke [53]. The limb position, in which the hand reaches
502  the occiput, induces a joint movement pattern of the upper limb and tends to increase the muscle
503  tone of the flexor muscle group. Therefore, it may be difficult to control the angular velocity of

504  the joint when the upper limb is lowered. In the return motion of reaching training, the practice
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505  goal is to shorten the movement time and decrease the angular velocity of shoulder abduction
506  and elbow flexion.

507 In the present study, changes in the motion time and the joint angle of the paralyzed
508  and non-paralyzed sides during the reaching motion to the occipital region were analyzed using
509  random forest clustering. Using these results as a reference, one practical strategy is to

510  approximate the cluster on the paralyzed side to the cluster on the non-paralyzed side of the

511  patient. The motor time of cluster 1 on the paralyzed side in the reaching motion to the occiput
512 was shorter than the cutoff value. The joint angles of cluster 1 in the paralyzed group were

513  similar to those of cluster 1 in the non-paralyzed group. The motor time of cluster 2 on the

514  paralyzed side was within and longer than the cutoff value. Cluster 2 on the paralyzed side

515  exhibited a variety of joint angles similar to those of cluster 2 on the non-paralyzed side. For
516  patients in cluster 2 on the paralyzed side whose motor time was approximately 1.6 s, we

517  suggested that one of the exercises should be to shorten the motor time by reducing the variation
518  injoint angles such that the hand can reach the occiput in the shortest distance. The motor times
519  of patients in paralytic clusters 3 and 4 were longer than the cutoff values. Hence, we

520  recommended that patients in paralytic clusters 3 and 4 practice joint movement patterns to

521  approach the values of those in non-paralytic clusters 1 or 3. When targeting cluster 1 on the
522 non-paralytic side, a method to reduce the changes in the joint angle and shorten the motor time
523  exists. When targeting cluster 3 on the non-paralyzed side, patients in cluster 3 on the paralyzed
524 side should be trained by increasing the angular changes in shoulder flexion and elbow flexion
525  while aiming for a motor time near the cutoff value. For patients in cluster 4 on the paralyzed
526  side, the motor time was aimed to be near the cutoff value, and the goals of practice were to
527  decrease the angular change in shoulder abduction and increase the angular change in elbow
528  flexion (S1 Table).

529 In the reaching motion from the occiput to the starting limb, the motion time of cluster

530 1 on the paralyzed side was shorter than the cutoff value, and, as in the reaching motion to the
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occiput, the motion pattern of cluster 1 on the paralyzed side was similar to that on the non-
paralyzed side. The motor time of cluster 2 on the paralyzed side was within or near the cutoff
value. For cluster 2 on the paralyzed side, one of the practice goals was to shorten the motor
time. The motor times of clusters 3 and 4 on the paralyzed side were longer than the cutoff
values. The joint angles of clusters 3 and 4 on the paralyzed side were similar to those of
clusters 3 and 4 on the non-paralyzed side. These results suggest that there is no difference in
the motion pattern between the paralyzed and non-paralyzed sides when reaching from the
occiput to the starting position. For the reaching motion from the occiput to the starting position,
we proposed a practice to control the angular velocity of shoulder abduction and elbow flexion,
with the target motor time within or near the cutoff value (S1 Table).

This study had several limitations. First, the participants were patients with mild
hemiplegia, whose condition persisted for more than 6 months; therefore, the obtained results
should be used with caution in patients with early onset of the disease. Furthermore, eight of 10
participants in this study had a mAs score of 1 point, and we did not include patients with
significant spasticity. Patients with severe motor paralysis are more likely to have strong muscle
spasticity and exhibit joint movement patterns in the upper limbs [54]. Patients with severe
motor paralysis who are unable to reach the occiput with their hands may have difficulties in
practicing joint movement patterns based on the results of this study. Second, we did not
compare the movements of the paralyzed upper limbs of patients with stroke with those of
healthy participants. Patients with post-stroke hemiplegia also suffer from motor paralysis of the
trunk and lower limb muscles, and their balance function may be impaired [55,56], and, during
the reaching motion, the trunk and lower limb functions influence the upper limb joint motion
[57,58]. Therefore, in this study, the sitting posture at the time of measurement was defined in
detail and the displacement of the markers attached to the trunk was used as an adjustment
variable in the statistical analysis. Based on the results of the FMA-LE, BBS, and FRT, the

participants in this study had mild motor paralysis of the lower limbs and good trunk and
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balance function. However, how the lower limb and trunk movements as well as the balance
strategies for sitting and holding positions were involved in upper limb movements requires
further analysis. To target the upper limb movements of individuals with no motor paralysis, an
analysis of the upper limb movements of healthy participants is required. Third, the relationship
between the dominant hand and joint movement patterns was not examined. The right side was
the dominant hand before the disease onset in all participants; however, the current dominant
hand changed to the left in five participants. To verify the influence of the dominant hand, joint
movement patterns should be compared under the same conditions as those of the dominant
hand before the disease onset and at the time of measurement [59]. Fourth, the distal joints of
the upper extremities were not analyzed. During the reaching motion, limitations in the joint
range of motion in the forearm and wrist joints affect the shoulder joint motion [60]. In this
study, the joint motions of the shoulder and elbow joints were analyzed; however, coordination
with the distal joints of the upper limb was not verified. Fifth, the motor tasks were measured at
patients’ comfortable speeds. When the movement is measured at a specified speed, it may
cause changes in the joint motion and compensatory movement strategies are needed [61,62]. It
remains unclear whether the practice of movement patterns performed in accordance with the
optimal movement time and angular velocity on the non-paralyzed side can restore motor
paralysis. Further validation is needed to consider these limitations to clinically utilize the
practice methods and target values to reproduce movements equivalent to those of the non-
paralyzed side without the appearance of spasticity or compensatory movements when upper

limb motor paralysis is mild.

Conclusions

In this study, the kinematic features and cutoff values while reaching the back of the

head in patients with mild hemiplegia in the chronic phase were detected, and patterns of
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changes in the joint angle were analyzed. Based on our findings, when patients with hemiplegia
who can reach the back of the head practice with the goal of smoother upper limb motion, the
motion patterns of the non-paralyzed upper limb can be referenced to set the target values of
motion time, joint angle, and angular velocity. The motor time of the paralyzed upper limb was
measured, and the corresponding clusters were referred to from the results of random forest
clustering. The results of this study will be used to plan motor practice strategies that trace the
pattern of joint angles of the upper limb without paralysis. Moreover, the results obtained in this
study can be used as a reference to devise effective practice methods to improve the reaching

motion to the back of the head.
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