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 2

Abstract 26 

Purpose: Biomechanical factors affecting horizontal-plane hip and knee kinetic-chain and anterior 27 

cruciate ligament (ACL) injury risks during cutting maneuvers remains unclear. This study aimed to 28 

examine whether different foot strike patterns alter horizontal-plane hip and knee kinetics and 29 

kinematics during a cutting maneuver in female athletes and clarify the individual force contribution 30 

for producing high-risk hip and knee loadings. 31 

 32 

Methods: Twenty-five healthy female athletes performed a 60° cutting task with forefoot and 33 

rearfoot first strike conditions. Horizontal-plane hip and knee moment components, angles, and 34 

angular velocities were calculated using synchronized data of the marker positions on the body 35 

landmarks and ground reaction forces (GRF) during the task. The one-dimensional statistical 36 

parametric mapping paired t-test was used to identify the significant difference in kinetic and 37 

kinematic time-series data between foot strike conditions.  38 

 39 

Results: In the rearfoot strike condition, large hip and knee internal rotation loadings were produced 40 

during the first 5% of stance due to the application of GRFs, causing a significantly larger hip 41 

internal rotation excursion than that of the forefoot strike condition. Dissimilarly, neither initial hip 42 

internal rotation displacement nor knee internal rotation GRF loadings were observed in the forefoot 43 

strike condition.  44 

 45 

Conclusion: Rearfoot strike during cutting appears to increase noncontact ACL injury risks as the 46 

GRF tend to produce combined hip and knee internal rotation moments and the high-risk lower limb 47 

configuration. Conversely, forefoot strike during cutting appears to be an ACL-protecting strategy as 48 

the ACL-harmful joint loadings and lower-extremity configurations do not tend to be produced. Thus, 49 

improving foot strike patterns during cutting should be incorporated into ACL injury prevention 50 

programs. 51 

 52 

Key words:  53 

foot strike pattern, rotational destabilization, horizontal-plane kinetic chain, deceleration motion, 54 

anterior cruciate ligament injury  55 
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Introduction 56 

Knee injuries are the second most occurrence injuries to ankle injuries in sports (Silvers-Granelli et 57 

al., 2015). Anterior cruciate ligament (ACL) injuries consist of 20.3% of all these knee injuries 58 

(Majewski et al., 2006). Female athletes have 2–4 times higher ACL injury incidence rates than male 59 

counter parts (Agel et al., 2005; Arendt and Dick, 1995; Montalvo et al., 2019; Waldén et al., 2010) 60 

with females of younger than 25 years old are most likely to sustain an ACL tear (Schilaty et al., 61 

2017). ACL injured people at their younger age results in an increased risk of the early onset 62 

posttraumatic knee osteoarthritis and considerable spoil the quality of life (Lohmander et al., 2004). 63 

More than 70% of those occur without any direct blow to the knee from others (Boden et al., 2000) 64 

during the sharp deceleration motion, such as a cutting or landing in a short period of time from the 65 

initial foot contact (Krosshaug et al., 2007). Thus, understanding the mechanisms of noncontact ACL 66 

injuries as well as risky and safe movement skills for sharp decelerating motions are essential, 67 

especially for young female athletes, to prevent sports-related ACL injuries.  68 

 69 

Hip internal rotation combined with knee valgus and internal rotation observed at the time of 70 

noncontact ACL injuries was considered as a risky lower limb configuration for ACL injuries  71 

(Boden et al., 2000; Ireland, 1999; Quatman and Hewett, 2009). A video analysis study (Koga et al., 72 

2018) reported that hip internal rotation followed by subsequent knee internal rotation was 73 

commonly observed in 10 injury cases. A lab-controlled study supported the effect of the 74 

horizontal-plane hip configuration on the knee loadings that the hip internal rotation at foot impact is 75 

a significant predictor of knee valgus loading during cutting maneuvers in female athletes (McLean 76 

et al., 2005; Pollard et al., 2007; Sigward et al., 2015). Collectively, these previous studies suggested 77 

that the loss of rotational hip control at initial contact (IC) may indirectly alter the mechanical status 78 

of the knee, resulting in high loading on the passive knee structures including the ACL. Therefore, 79 

identifying the mechanical and technical factor that induces the horizontal hip and knee rotational 80 

instability is very interesting from the perspective of ACL injury risk. 81 

 82 

Given the noncontact mechanism of ACL injuries, the ground reaction force (GRF) exerted at the 83 

center of pressure (CoP) of the landing foot would be a primary external force which is capable of 84 

developing the abnormal hip and knee rotational configurations in this time frame. Previous 85 

lab-controlled studies have tried to identify the specific joint loading patterns associated with the 86 

risky hip and knee configurations (Havens and Sigward, 2015a; McLean et al., 2005; Pollard et al., 87 

2007, 2018). In the most of those studies, only the resultant moment acting on the joint of interest 88 
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was evaluated as a measure of joint loading, however, how each of the external force component, 89 

such as translational and rotational inertia, gravity, free moment and GRF, developed that resultant 90 

moment was not well focused in the context of ACL injury. Specifically, knowing the GRF’s 91 

contribution on the final joint kinematics may provide an insight into the mechanical cause of the hip 92 

and knee kinetic chain observed in the situation of the noncontact ACL injury. 93 

 94 

The rearfoot strike (RFS), as a potential technical factor, has been reported to be frequently 95 

associated with noncontact ACL injuries (Boden et al., 2009; Koga et al., 2018; Montgomery et al., 96 

2016; Waldén et al., 2015). Lab-controlled studies have also suggested that the different foot strike 97 

pattern (Cortes et al., 2012; David et al., 2017) or foot orientation relative to the floor (Kristianslund 98 

et al., 2014; Shimokochi et al., 2016) altered the knee loading pattern during cutting or landing 99 

maneuvers. Further, our group recently reported that the GRF acting at the rearfoot is more likely to 100 

apply to the combined knee valgus and tibial internal rotation moment in the early phase of cutting 101 

maneuvers (Ogasawara et al., 2020). Although the previous studies revealed the link between the 102 

foot strike pattern and knee loading pattern, it is still unknown whether different foot strike patterns 103 

affect the hip and knee horizontal-plane kinetics and kinematics during the deceleration phase of 104 

cutting maneuvers in female athletes. 105 

 106 

Therefore, the purpose of this study was to i) clarify the individual external force contributions for 107 

producing high-risk hip and knee loadings, and ii) investigate whether the different foot strike 108 

patterns, forefoot strike (FFS) and RFS, alter the horizontal-plane hip and knee kinetics and 109 

kinematics during a cutting maneuver in female athletes. We hypothesized that i) the moment 110 

derived from the GRF, among the other types of external forces, significantly determine the 111 

magnitude of the hip and knee resultant moments, and ii) on the basis of the potential risk of RFSs, 112 

we hypothesized that the RFS would produce a significantly greater GRF-driven internal rotation 113 

moment of hip and knee than FFS, and further this GRF loading would produce a greater hip and 114 

knee internal rotation angular excursion and angular velocities than the FFS during the early phase 115 

of the cutting maneuver.  116 

 117 

Methods 118 

Ethics statement 119 

The ethics board approved this experiment (Mukogawa Women’s University, No. 12-13), and written 120 

informed consent was obtained from all participants. 121 
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 122 

Participants 123 

Twenty-five healthy female collegiate handball players participated in this study. All athletes trained 124 

2−3 hours per day and were familiar with the change of direction movements. Athletes who had a 125 

history of severe knee injuries, such as an ACL tear, or minor lower limb trauma, such as an ankle 126 

sprain, in the 6 months preceding the date of initiation of the experiment were excluded.  127 

 128 

Procedure 129 

Seventeen reflective markers (diameter, 14 mm) were attached to 17 landmarks (Figure 1A, Table 1) 130 

by the same researcher (IO). The participants were instructed to change the running direction with a 131 

single step (cutting task) at an angle of 60° (Besier et al., 2001; Ogasawara et al., 2020). The 132 

reference cone was placed on the floor at an angle of 60° from the approach line to guide the 133 

participant. The test leg was determined by asking the participants which leg was preferred to 134 

control the foot-floor contact point at the instance of impact. 135 

 136 

 137 

Figure 1. Reflective marker attachment site and orientations of the local coordinate systems 138 

(A) Location of reflective markers on the right leg. (B) The kinematic model consists of 4 segments (foot, shank, thigh, and pelvis) 139 

and 3 joints (ankle, knee, and hip). The local coordinate system for each segment is defined as a 3×3 rotation matrix consisting of 3 140 

common perpendicular unit base vectors: the x-axis is the anterior/posterior axis pointing forward, y-axis is the vertical axis along 141 

with the longitudinal line of the segment pointing upward, and z-axis is the medial/lateral axis pointing to the right of the segment.142 
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 143 

Table 1 Locations of the reflective body markers on the cutting limb and pelvis. 

Toe On the most anterior point of the toe, over the shoe 

Medial toe Medial aspect of the most prominent point of the first MP joint, over the shoe 

Lateral toe Lateral aspect of the most prominent point of the fifth MP joint, over the shoe 

Dorsal foot Dorsal aspect of the midpoint of the second and third MP joints, over the shoe 

Medial ankle On the most prominent point of the medial malleolus 

Lateral ankle On the most prominent point of the lateral malleolus 

Heel On the most posterior point of the shoe heel and 2 cm above the floor level when the subject is standing stationary 

Medial knee On the most prominent point of the medial femoral epicondyle 

Lateral knee On the most prominent point of the lateral femoral epicondyle 

Tibial tuberosity On the most prominent point and anterior aspect of the tibial tuberosity 

Great trochanter On the most prominent point of the great trochanters (both sides) 

Mid thigh On the halfway (approximately) point of the anterior aspect of the thigh 

ASIS On the most prominent point of the ASISs (both sides) 

PSIsS On the most prominent point of the PSISs (both sides) 

ASIS, anterior superior iliac spine; PSIS, posterior superior iliac spine; MP, metatarsophalangeal  

 144 
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Two different foot strike conditions (RFS versus [vs.] FFS) were tested. In the RFS condition, 145 

participants were required to hit the force plate with their heel first to locate the CoP of the rearfoot 146 

at the beginning of the stance phase and then move their weight to the forefoot to push off. For the 147 

FFS condition, participants were asked to touch the force plate with their forefoot throughout the 148 

stance phase. Since we acknowledged that the GRF more frequently applies the combined knee 149 

valgus and tibial internal rotation loads when CoP is at the rearfoot (Ogasawara et al., 2020), the 150 

approach speed was set at less than 2.0 m/s to reduce the magnitude of the GRF for participants’ 151 

safety. The approach speed was monitored online with the data streaming feature of the motion 152 

capture system (NatNet, Motive Body 1.1, NaturalPoint, Inc., Corvallis, OR, USA). 153 

 154 

After task familiarization was complete, a static standing pose was recorded as the reference for 155 

neutral joint angles, and 10 successful trials for each foot condition were recorded. A 3-minute rest 156 

between conditions and an approximately 30-second interval between trials were provided to 157 

minimize fatigue. To equalize the possible effect of fatigue between foot strike conditions, the order 158 

of the 2 conditions was randomized for each participant. The success of the foot strike pattern was 159 

visually judged by 2 researchers (IO and assistant YK, CA or KM) for each trial. If a consensus was 160 

not achieved, that trial was discarded, and the participant was requested to execute an additional trial. 161 

The three-dimensional marker positions were captured using 12 optical cameras (OptiTrack S250e 162 

with 250-Hz sampling; software: Motive Body 1.1, NaturalPoint, Inc.) simultaneously with the GRF 163 

recordings (force plate: type 9281B, Kistler, Winterthur, Switzerland; data acquisition device: 164 

USB-6218 BNC with 1-kHz sampling, National Instruments, Austin, TX, USA). A clock device 165 

(eSync, NaturalPoint, Inc.) was used to generate the timing signal to synchronize the onset of the 166 

camera and force plate recordings. 167 

 168 

Data processing 169 

The position data were smoothed using a second-order low-pass zero-lag digital Butterworth filter at 170 

cut-off frequencies of 12–15 Hz, which were determined by residual analysis (Winter, 2005). The 171 

GRF data were smoothed at the same cut-off frequencies as those used for smoothing the marker 172 

data (Bisseling and Hof, 2006). The weight acceptance phases (vertical GRF >10 N) of the position 173 

and GRF data were extracted and time-normalized (0−100%) throughout the stance phase. The 174 

kinematic model was consisted of 4 segments (foot, shank, thigh, and pelvis) with 3 joints (ankle, 175 

knee, and hip) (Figure 2). The ankle and knee joint centers were calculated as the midpoint between 176 

medial and lateral markers for the ankle and knee joints. The hip joint center was calculated using a 177 
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previously reported method (Bell et al., 1990). The local coordinate system (LCS) of each segment 178 

was defined as a 3 × 3 rotation matrix consisting of common perpendicular unit base vectors where 179 

the x-axis (��,�) was the anterior/posterior axis pointing to the anterior of the segment, y-axis (��,�) 180 

was the vertical axis along with the longitudinal line of the segment pointing upward, and z-axis 181 

(��,�) was the medial/lateral axis pointing right of the body (Grood and Suntay, 1983; Wu et al., 182 

2002). The segmental mass, position of mass center, and inertia moment were estimated based on the 183 

data of Japanese athletes (Ae et al., 1992). The hip and knee internal(+) / external(−) rotations were 184 

defined as the segmental rotation around the y-axis of the thigh and shank segments, respectively, 185 

and those angles were calculated using Derrick et al.’s (Derrick et al., 2020) method for the hip joint 186 

and Grood and Suntay’s method (Grood and Suntay, 1983) for the knee joint. The calculated 187 

internal/external rotation angles were offset with the angle at the static pose. In addition, the 188 

internal/external rotation angular excursions were calculated by subtracting with the angle at IC of 189 

each trial to quantify the angular displacements that occurred after foot contact. The internal/external 190 

rotational joint angular velocities of the hip and knee were obtained by using the numerical 191 

differentiation of the joint angle. See Supplemental Content for the detail of joint angle and angular 192 

velocity calculation. 193 

 194 

 195 
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 196 

Figure 2. Three-dimensional four-link kinematic model 197 

Schematic frontal view of the kinematic model used in this study. For visibility, each segment is visualized separately 198 

at the joint, but they are actually connected. 199 

 200 

The Newton-Euler equation of motion was solved to obtain all of the moment components, e.g., 1) 201 

resultant moment, 2) moment of GRF, 3) rotational inertia moment, 4) gyroscopic moment, 5) 202 

moment of linear inertial force, 6) moment of gravity acting at the segmental mass center, and 7) 203 

joint moment due to friction moment acting around the vertical axis at CoP (See Figure s1 in 204 

Supplemental Content for the free-body-diagram and the mathematical detail of the inverse 205 

Segment 1
Foot

Segment 2
Shank

GCS

Segment 4
Pelvis

Segment 3
Thigh
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dynamics model).  206 

For each moment component, the projections onto the y-axis of the thigh and shank segments were 207 

calculated to extract the internal(+) / external(−) rotation components. This process corresponded to 208 

express the resultant moment in the LCS of the distal segment (Derrick et al., 2020). According to 209 

the joint structure, the resultant hip internal/external rotation moment was assumed to be produced 210 

mainly by the hip rotators to balance the external loadings. In contrast, the resultant knee 211 

internal/external rotation moment was regarded as a resistive moment derived from the stretched 212 

passive structures including the ACL (Derrick et al., 2020), under the presence of the external 213 

loadings on the knee. All of the numerical calculations were done with the custom scripts of Scilab 214 

6.0.0 (https://www.scilab.org/). 215 

 216 

Statistical analysis 217 

An a priori power analysis using G*Power 3.1.9.4 suggested that the appropriate sample size for the 218 

paired t-test was n=22 to achieve 80% power at a statistical significance criterion of 0.01, with a 219 

large effect size (ES) (Cohen d >0.8).  220 

 221 

To confirm whether the approach speeds differed between foot strike conditions, the average speeds 222 

of the midpoint between both anterior superior iliac spine markers from −40 to 0 ms before foot 223 

contact were compared using the paired t-test (P<0.05). 224 

 225 

To examine the contribution of each moment component on the magnitude of the resultant hip and 226 

knee moments, the time-series data of each moment component was normalized by the resultant 227 

moment in a point-by-point manner and averaged over the stance phase (0–100%) as 228 

 229 

�� �
�

���
∑ ���,�/�	
�,��
���
��� , 230 

 231 

where �� is the relative contribution, �� is the each moment component (j=1:resultant, j=2:GRF, 232 

j=3:rotational inertia, j=4:gyroscopic, j=5:linear inertia, j=6:gravity, and j=7:friction moment), and 233 

�	
� is the resultant moment. Two-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) (moment components × foot 234 

strike conditions) with a post-hoc Tukey’s honestly significant difference (HSD) test was conducted 235 

to determine the component-wise difference of contribution �� (P<0.01). 236 

 237 

Time-series changes in joint angles, angular excursions, angular velocities, and moment component 238 
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were compared between foot strike conditions using the statistical parametric mapping (SPM) 239 

two-tailed paired t-test (Pataky et al., 2013). The alpha level for the SPM test was set at 0.01. To 240 

quantify the ES of significant difference, the point-by-point Cohen d value was calculated and 241 

averaged over the phase when the SPM test detected a significant difference. Significant differences 242 

with a Cohen d value >0.8 was regarded as a large ES (Cohen, 1988). All SPM tests were 243 

implemented using the spm1d code (www.spm1d.org) in Python 3.6.3 244 

(https://www.python.org/downloads/release/python-363/). 245 

 246 

 247 

Results 248 

Demographic and anthropometric characteristics 249 

Participants’ mean height was 160.5 (standard deviation [SD] 5.1) cm, mean weight was 55.6 (SD 250 

5.6) kg, and mean age was 21.2 (SD 0.9) years. Twenty-three participants used their right leg, and 2 251 

selected their left leg. 252 

 253 

Approach speed 254 

The average approach speed was not significantly different between the foot contact conditions 255 

(RFS: 1.47 [SD 0.29] m/s, FFS: 1.50 [SD 0.34] m/s, P=0.21, Cohen d=0.09). All the trials satisfied 256 

with the safety criteria of approach speed < 2.0 m/s. 257 

 258 

Joint moment 259 

Two-way ANOVA demonstrated a significant main effect of moment components (hip: P<0.01, 260 

F=650.0; knee: P<0.01, F=1936.9) on the contribution to the magnitude of the resultant hip and knee 261 

moments but not the foot strike conditions (hip: P =0.75, F=0.095; knee: P=0.07, F=3.22). A 262 

significant interaction between the foot strike conditions and moment components was found in the 263 

knee (P<0.01, F=3.59) but not in the hip (P=0.15, F=1.59). For the hip and knee, the moments of 264 

GRF showed large but opposite contributions relative to the resultant moments, indicating that those 265 

2 moment components were almost counterbalanced (Figure 3). Additionally, since the contributions 266 

of the other moment components were significantly small relative to the moment of GRFs, this study 267 

focused on the resultant moments and moments of GRF for the report of the SPM test. 268 
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 269 

Figure 3. The contribution of the moment variables in the Newton-Euler equation of motion relative 270 

to the magnitude of the resultant moment. 271 

Since the two-way analysis of variance suggested that the foot strike condition has no significant effect, a post-hoc 272 

Tukey´s honestly significant difference test is used without consideration of the foot strike condition and displayed 273 

here. The results indicate that the moment of GRF has a dominant but negative contribution to the resultant moment, 274 

whereas the other moment variables show a small contribution to rotational kinetics of the hip and knee. Asterisk 275 

denotes a significant difference. GRF: ground reaction force.  276 

 277 

 278 

For the hip and knee, the moments of GRF and resultant moments showed similar temporal patterns 279 

but in the opposite direction (Figure 4A, 4B, 4F, 4G). For the hip joint, the RFS produced a rapid 280 

increase of internally directed moment of GRF during the first 5% of the stance phase and suddenly 281 

switched to externally directed moment during the next 10–20% of the stance phase (Figure 4A). 282 

The internally directed moment of GRF at hip was significantly greater with RFS than with FFS, and 283 

it showed a very large ES (RFS: 0.12 [SD 0.03] vs. FFS: 0.01 [SD 0.00] Nm/kg, Cohen d=1.55, 284 

Figure 4A). The externally directed hip resultant moment in RFS counteracted the initial internally 285 

directed moment of GRF during the first 5% of the stance phase; however, there was no significant 286 
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difference between foot strike conditions during this phase (Figure 4B). At approximately 10% of 287 

the stance phase, RFS showed significantly greater internally directed hip resultant moment than 288 

FFS did (RFS: 0.07 [SD 0.00] Nm/kg vs. FFS: −0.03 [SD 0.00] Nm/kg, Cohen d=1.29, Figure 4B). 289 

 290 

Moment of GRF at the knee joint was in the opposite direction with RFS and FFS during the first 291 

10% of the stance phase (e.g., RFS was internal, whereas FFS was external), and the ES was very 292 

large (RFS: 0.01 [SD 0.00] Nm/kg vs. FFS: −0.04 [SD 0.00] Nm/kg, Cohen d=1.83 and RFS: 0.02 293 

[SD 0.00] Nm/kg vs FFS: −0.03 [SD 0.01] Nm/kg, Cohen d=1.20, Figure 4G). The direction of the 294 

resultant moment in both foot strike conditions were externally directed, and the RFS showed 295 

significantly greater magnitude at about 1–10% of the stance phase with large ESs (RFS: −0.07 [SD 296 

0.00] Nm/kg vs. FFS: −0.02 [SD 0.00] Nm/kg, Cohen d=1.58 and RFS: −0.06 [SD 0.00] Nm/kg vs. 297 

FFS:0.002 [SD 0.00] Nm/kg, Cohen d=1.45, Figure 4G]. 298 

 299 

Joint angles and Joint angle excursions 300 

The hip was in an internally rotated position throughout the stance phase for both foot strike 301 

conditions, and there was no large ES significant difference in the hip joint angle between foot strike 302 

conditions (Figure 4C). However, the RFS caused a greater hip internal rotation excursion after IC, 303 

showing a significant difference with a large ES (RFS: 1.5 [SD1.0] deg vs. FFS: −2.14 [SD 1.20] 304 

deg, Cohen d=1.03 and RFS: 0.07 [SD 0.33] deg vs. FFS: −3.71 [SD 0.49] deg, Cohen d=0.81) 305 

during the 5–49% of the stance phase as compared to the FFS (Figure 4D). The knee showed similar 306 

rotational patterns in both foot strike conditions. There was no large ES significant difference in the 307 

knee rotational angle and excursion between the foot strike conditions (Figure 4H, 4I). 308 

 309 

Joint angular velocity 310 

The RFS showed an abrupt increase of internally directed hip angular velocity after IC, which was 311 

significantly higher than that of FFS during the 4–11% of the stance phase (RFS: 1.21 [SD 0.23] 312 

rad/s vs. FFS: −0.18 [SD 0.24] rad/s, Cohen d=1.06, Figure 4E). The knee angular velocities in both 313 

foot strike conditions were commonly internally directed during the first 30% of the stance phase 314 

and externally directed during the last 20% of the stance phase, with no significant difference 315 

between the conditions (Figure 4J). 316 

 317 

 318 

 319 
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 320 

Figure 4 Comparison of moments, joint angles, joint angular excursions and angular velocities 321 
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between foot strike patterns with SPM. 322 

Ensemble averages (standard deviations) of the moment of GRF (A, F), resultant moment (B, G), joint angle (C, H), 323 

angular excursion (D, I), and angular velocity (E, J) of the hip (left column) and knee (right column). On each panel, 324 

the solid line with orange shadow indicates the rearfoot strike condition, whereas the dashed line with the blue 325 

shadow illustrates the forefoot strike condition. The grey shaded durations are the phases where the statistical 326 

parametric mapping two-tailed paired t-test detected a significant difference with an alpha level less than 0.01. For 327 

each significant difference, the Cohen d value is calculated as an effect size. The critical thresholds are shown on 328 

each panel. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version 329 

of this article). GRF: ground reaction force. 330 

 331 

 332 

Discussion 333 

This study is the first to report that the foot strike pattern differentiated the horizontal-plane hip and 334 

knee kinetics and kinematics during the early stance phase of a cutting maneuver in female athletes. 335 

Specifically, the RFS produced a rapid increase of internally directed moment of GRF at the hip 336 

during the first 5% of the stance phase, subsequent increase of the hip internally directed joint 337 

angular velocity during 4–11% of the stance phase, and hip internal rotational excursion peaking at 338 

approximately 10% of the stance phase (Figure 4A,E,D). Those characteristics were not found in the 339 

FFS condition. The critical difference found in the knee kinetics was that the RFS and FFS 340 

demonstrated the opposing directions of the moment of GRF during 1–10% of the stance phase, i.e., 341 

the RFS produced the internally directed while the FFS showed the externally directed moment of 342 

GRF (Figure 4F, G). For both hip and knee joint, the moments of GRF were the significant 343 

determinants of the resultant joint moments (Figure 3), providing insight into the generation of the 344 

high-risk hip and knee loading patterns during the cuttings in females. Generally, those findings 345 

supported our hypotheses. 346 

 347 

The key finding of this study was that the hip and knee loading patterns (direction of the moment of 348 

GRF at hip and knee) was different between foot strike pattern and this difference may explain the 349 

discrepancy in the ACL injury risk associated with the foot strike pattern. The RFS exhibited the 350 

combination of internal directed hip and knee moments of GRF at first 10% of stance (Figure 4A, F), 351 

and the hip and knee internal rotation excursions (Figure 4D,I). Contrary to this, the FFS showed the 352 

combination of externally directed hip and knee moments of GRF at the same time frame (Figure 4A, 353 

F). The increased hip internal rotation excursion in female athletes during the functional movements 354 
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has been interpreted as a risk factor for ACL injury (McLean et al., 2005; Pollard et al., 2007; 355 

Sigward et al., 2015) because the hip internal rotation in weight bearing situation results in the 356 

subsequent the knee valgus kinetic chain (McLean et al., 2005). In addition, the internal tibial 357 

rotation moment has been reported to increase the in-situ force on the ACL (Kiapour et al., 2016) 358 

and is associated with the mechanism of ACL injury (Koga et al., 2010; Shimokochi and Shultz, 359 

2008), whereas the tibial external rotation has opposite mechanical effect on ACL (Markolf et al., 360 

1995). In this study, even in a slow approach speed (< 2.0 m/s) relative to the previous cutting 361 

studies (Sigward et al., 2015; Vanrenterghem et al., 2012), the significant differences of hip and knee 362 

rotational GRF loading pattern with the opposite directions were found between the foot strike 363 

patterns. Those directional discrepancy in the GRF loading pattern is expected to expand in a more 364 

demanding cutting. Therefore, from the perspective of the horizontal-plane hip and knee kinetic 365 

chain, it is suggested that the RFS potentially add the risk of ACL injury whereas the FFS is 366 

relatively an ACL-protective foot landing technique. 367 

 368 

The initial increase of hip internal rotation angular velocity in the RFS was obviously caused by the 369 

prominent increase of the internally directed moment of GRF at the hip (Figure 4A,E). In a more 370 

demanding situation, the effect of this GRF loading would change the orientation of the entire stance 371 

limb relative to the direction of travel at early phase. In such a stance limb configuration, the knee 372 

extension/flexion axis will no longer maintain an appropriate orientation along the GRF line of 373 

action when the full weight acceptance phase, resulting in a risky knee loading patterns such as the 374 

combined knee valgus and tibial internal rotation loading (Ogasawara et al., 2020). In this sense, the 375 

initial hip internal rotation in the early phase of RFS may be a precursor mechanism developing the 376 

subsequent knee misorientation relative to the GRF vector and may change the knee kinetics.  377 

 378 

In this study, the hip internal rotation excursion in RFS showed a temporal increase peaking around 379 

10 % of stance but it did not maintain over the stance phase (Figure 4D). Similarly, the temporal hip 380 

internal rotation at early stance phase was consistent among the lab-controlled cutting studies which 381 

the ACL injury was not observed during their experiments (Havens and Sigward, 2015b; Imwalle et 382 

al., 2009). This implied that, in the previous lab-controlled studies as well as this study, the 383 

magnitude of hip internal rotation moment due to GRF was not large enough to develop a complete 384 

hip internal displacement which was sufficient to threaten the ACL. The quantitative video analyses 385 

of the actual ACL injury event have demonstrated that the initial hip internal rotation continued until 386 

the ACL injury occurred (Koga et al., 2018). In contrast, the video analysis of the high-risk motion 387 
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with non-injury situation demonstrated no prominent hip internal rotations within 40 ms after IC as 388 

well as the knee valgus and tibial internal rotation (Sasaki et al., 2017). Therefore, it may be 389 

speculated that the presence of the complete hip internal rotation at the beginning of the stance phase 390 

determines the subsequent stance limb configuration and affects the risk of ACL injury.  391 

 392 

Limited hip internal rotation range of motion (RoM) has been reported to be associated with the 393 

incidence of noncontact ACL injury (Boutris et al., 2018) and rerupture of the ACL (Gomes et al., 394 

2014). This information seems to be contradictory to our aforementioned proposal. However, we 395 

believe that those clinical findings and our proposal do not conflict because the time scopes were 396 

different. As aforementioned, we suggested that the initial hip internal rotation due to internally 397 

directed GRF moment acting at hip may be problematic for subsequent alignment control; therefore, 398 

this concern would be pronounced in the pre-injury phase (e.g., period from IC to ligamentous 399 

rupture). Contrary to this, a narrow hip rotational RoM may become problematic at about the 400 

terminal of hip RoM since cadaveric studies demonstrated that the knee rotational stress increases as 401 

the hip rotation is mechanically constrained by the limit of RoM (Beaulieu et al., 2014). Hence, 402 

these mechanics may occur around the “rupture phase” of ACL injury. It could be also speculated 403 

that if the narrow hip internal rotation RoM reflects the dysfunction of hip external rotator muscles, 404 

such as contracture by muscle fatigue, it may not adequately counteract the internally directed GRF 405 

loading acting at hip at the foot impact phase. However, the effect of passive structures, such as an 406 

increased femoral alpha angle in the anteroposterior view (VandenBerg et al., 2016), could also 407 

contribute to the limited hip internal RoM and be associated with noncontact ACL injury; therefore, 408 

the dysfunction of hip external rotators alone does not fully explain the association between the 409 

static measure of hip rotation RoM and the mechanism of ACL injury. Further study about the 410 

relationship between the static hip RoM and dynamic hip and knee kinetic chain during functional 411 

activities will be needed to clarify this issue. 412 

 413 

The component-wise analysis of the equation of motion demonstrated that the externally directed hip 414 

resultant moment (muscle moment) counteracted the internally directed moment of GRF exerted at 415 

the hip (Figure 4A, B), suggesting that adequate hip muscular control was essential to maintain a 416 

neutral hip orientation after IC of the cutting maneuver. This was also supported by our results that 417 

the magnitudes of the other moment components were too small to balance the moment of GRF, 418 

suggesting that the hip muscle moment was a primary counterpart of the moment of GRF (Figure 3). 419 

If the hip rotator muscles failed to increase the horizontal-plane joint impedance prior to foot impact 420 
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and could not adequately balance the internally directed moment of GRF exerted at the hip, the 421 

initial hip internal excursion would become more pronounced. Leetun et al.(LEETUN et al., 2004) 422 

reported that female athletes had significantly decreased hip external rotation isometric strength 423 

(percentage body weight) than male athletes, and they prospectively revealed that hip external 424 

rotation strength was the effective predictor of the likelihood of sustaining noncontact injuries, 425 

including ACL rupture. Omi et al. (Omi et al., 2018) suggested the use of a “hip-focused” training to 426 

increase hip rotational strength and hip neuromuscular control; they achieved 62% reduction of 427 

noncontact ACL injuries in female basketball players. Collectively, these clinical findings highlight 428 

the importance of hip external rotator strength for managing the risk of ACL injury (McLean et al., 429 

2005). Our results support the mechanical rationale underlying those previous findings regarding 430 

how hip external rotator moments contribute to the control of hip rotational kinematics during 431 

athletic maneuvers. 432 

 433 

The limitation of this study was that the current results were from female participants, so caution is 434 

needed when generalizing our findings to male athletes. Sex disparities are known to exist in the hip 435 

and knee biomechanics during cutting maneuvers (Pollard et al., 2007); thus, this study used female 436 

participants to isolate the effect of foot strike pattern. The slow approach speed could be a limitation 437 

of this study from the perspective of the small magnitudes of the vector quantities. However, the 438 

temporal patterns of the hip and knee kinetics and kinematics were consistent with results of the 439 

previous similar cutting studies (Pollard et al., 2004), suggesting the conclusion of this study 440 

regarding the GRF loading patterns (direction of the GRF moments on the hip and knee) was not 441 

affected by the slow approach speed. 442 

 443 

 444 

Conclusion 445 

In conclusion, the RFS showed a greater hip internal rotation angular velocity combined with knee 446 

internal rotation during the early phase of the cutting task which was not seen in FFS. Such a hip and 447 

knee kinetic combination in the RFS would potentially increase the risk of ACL injury in female 448 

athletes. Hence, FFS is recommended as a safer cutting strategy than RFS in female athletes. 449 
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 475 

Figure legends 476 

Figure 1. Reflective marker attachment site and orientations of the local coordinate systems 477 

(A) Location of reflective markers on the right leg. (B) The kinematic model consists of 4 segments 478 

(foot, shank, thigh, and pelvis) and 3 joints (ankle, knee, and hip). The local coordinate system for 479 

each segment is defined as a 3×3 rotation matrix consisting of 3 common perpendicular unit base 480 

vectors: the x-axis is the anterior/posterior axis pointing forward, y-axis is the vertical axis along 481 

with the longitudinal line of the segment pointing upward, and z-axis is the medial/lateral axis 482 

pointing to the right of the segment. 483 

 484 

Figure 2. Three-dimensional four-link kinematic model 485 

Schematic frontal view of the kinematic model used in this study. For visibility, each segment is 486 
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visualized separately at the joint, but they are actually connected. 487 

 488 

Figure 3. The contribution of the moment variables in the Newton-Euler equation of motion relative 489 

to the magnitude of the resultant moment. 490 

Since the two-way analysis of variance suggested that the foot strike condition has no significant 491 

effect, a post-hoc Tukey´s honestly significant difference test is used without consideration of the 492 

foot strike condition and displayed here. The results indicate that the moment of GRF has a 493 

dominant but negative contribution to the resultant moment, whereas the other moment variables 494 

show a small contribution to rotational kinetics of the hip and knee. Asterisk denotes a significant 495 

difference. GRF: ground reaction force.  496 

 497 

Figure 4. Comparison of moments, joint angles, joint angular excursions and angular velocities 498 

between foot strike patterns with SPM. 499 

Ensemble averages (standard deviations) of the moment of GRF (A, F), resultant moment (B, G), 500 

joint angle (C, H), angular displacement (D, I), and angular velocity (E, J) of the hip 501 

(left column) and knee (right column). On each panel, the solid line with orange shadow indicates 502 

the rearfoot strike condition, whereas the dashed line with the blue shadow illustrates the forefoot 503 

strike condition. The grey shaded durations are the phases where the statistical parametric mapping 504 

two-tailed paired t-test detected a significant difference with an alpha level less than 0.01. For each 505 

significant difference, the Cohen d value is calculated as an effect size. The critical thresholds are 506 

shown on each panel. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is 507 

referred to the web version of this article). GRF: ground reaction force. 508 

 509 

 510 

 511 

  512 
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