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Abstract 

Background: The objective of this study was to evaluate sex differences in the incidence and 

risk of ankle-foot complex (AFC) stress fractures among U.S. military personnel, which could 

assist in developing management strategies as females assume a greater role in U.S. military 

operations. 

Methods: The Defense Medical Epidemiological Database was used to identify all diagnosed 

AFC stress fractures in military personnel from 2006 to 2015. Cumulative incidence of AFC 

stress fractures was calculated and compared by year, service branch, and military rank. Sex 

differences in the risk of AFC stress fractures by occupation were examined, and integrated (i.e., 

male and female) occupations were compared with non-integrated (i.e., male-only) occupations. 

Results: A total of 43,990 AFC stress fractures were identified. The overall incidence rate was 

2.76 per 1,000 person-years for males and 5.78 per 1,000 person-years for females. Females 

consistently had higher incidence of AFC stress fractures across all subgroups, particularly 

among enlisted personnel. Female enlisted service members had the highest risk of AFC stress 

fractures in aviation [relative risk (RR) = 5.74; 95% confidence interval [CI] 4.80–6.87] and 

artillery/gunnery (RR = 5.15; 95% CI 4.62–5.75) occupations. Females in integrated occupations 

had significantly higher rates of AFC stress fractures than males in both integrated and non-

integrated occupations (i.e., special forces, infantry, and mechanized/armor). 

Conclusions: Females in the U.S. military have a higher risk of AFC stress fractures than males. 

As integration of females into previously sex-restricted occupations continues, focused 

prevention efforts may be needed to reduce injury burden and maximize medical readiness. 
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Introduction 

 Lower extremity stress fractures occur when repetitive microtrauma, typically from 

overuse, causes a partial or complete fracture of the bone.1 These injuries are most prevalent in 

populations with vigorous physical activity, such as athletes and military personnel.2 Military 

recruits in basic training represent a vulnerable population for musculoskeletal injuries, and one 

epidemiological study found that 4% of Marine Corps recruits sustained a stress fracture during 

boot camp.1–3 This is significantly higher than the 0.5% prevalence in the general population.2,4 

Service members in non-training environments also experience lower extremity stress fractures, 

likely due to the physical nature of their occupational duties and exercise regimens required to 

maintain readiness.1 Increased body mass, which is becoming more problematic in both recruits 

and service members,5,6 is a strong risk factor for stress fracture.7 This is particularly concerning 

given that geopolitical shifts may necessitate the recruitment of individuals that do not meet 

current body composition standards, especially during periods of force growth for conflict, which 

could lead to an increased risk and burden of stress fracture in the military.8  

Stress fractures are a significant problem in the military and present numerous 

challenges. Waterman and colleagues9 used diagnostic codes to identify lower extremity stress 

fractures in the military between 2009 and 2012, and found an overall incidence rate of 5.69 per 

1,000 person-years. In this study, more than half of the stress fractures occurred in the ankle-foot 

complex (AFC), which consists of the tibia, fibula, and metatarsals, and a majority of all stress 

fractures were among junior enlisted personnel in the Army and Marine Corps. Importantly, 

because younger military personnel account for most of the forces deployed to combat, these 

stress fractures can threaten operational readiness.10 Additional concerns of lower extremity 

stress fractures in the military include lost duty time and increased discharge rates, which present 

serious financial and manpower implications.2,11,12 Moreover, a recent military study found that 
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injuries to the ankle and foot were one of the primary reasons for limited duty profiles (i.e., 

inability to fully engage in required physical tasks), which further highlights the impact of AFC 

stress fractures.13  

 Sex is a nonmodifiable risk factor for AFC and other lower extremity stress fractures, and 

military studies show female service members have greater risk than males.1,2,14,15 Two studies 

that assessed military training populations found that females had more than 3-times higher risk 

of stress fractures than their male counterparts.14,15 A similar association was found among the 

overall active duty population.9 Posited mechanisms for the higher risk in females include 

disparities in physical fitness levels, anatomical differences (e.g., skeletal structure and density) 

that affect biomechanics, and endocrinological factors.1,2,9 Importantly, none of the 

aforementioned studies jointly examined sex and military occupation. With the diverse range of 

specialized military occupations that require differing levels of physical rigor,16 and operational 

environments that may expose service members to hazards associated with AFC stress fracture, 

there is a need to investigate sex-related differences by occupation.  

 Women have seen increased utilization in U.S. military operations over the years, making 

the study of sex differences altogether more important.17,18 The assignment of women to specific 

military occupations has gained national attention. Recently, the U.S. Secretary of Defense 

opened all occupations to women who met validated occupational standards, including frontline 

combat units that were previously restricted to men.19 Further, research on women’s health issues 

has become a priority in the military.20 It is therefore essential to evaluate sex differences in AFC 

stress fractures by military occupation to establish baselines for preventive strategies. 

 The objective of this study was to evaluate sex differences in overall incidence of AFC 

stress fractures among U.S. military personnel between 2006 and 2015, and to assess risk by 
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occupation. More specifically, this study aimed to: (1) describe the rates of AFC stress fractures 

among females and males in the military by year, rank, and service branch; (2) evaluate sex 

differences in AFC stress fracture risk among specific military occupations; and (3) compare 

AFC stress fracture rates for integrated occupations with those that were not integrated during 

the study period. 

 

Patients and Methods 

A population-based epidemiological retrospective study of all service members in the 

U.S. Armed Forces was performed to assess sex differences in AFC stress fracture incidence 

between 2006 and 2015. The Defense Medical Epidemiological Database (DMED) was utilized 

to identify health care encounters.21 This database provides aggregated data for International 

Classification of Diseases, Ninth Revision, Clinical Modification (ICD-9-CM) codes and de-

identified patient characteristics, including sex, categories of military occupations, and branch of 

service for all active duty and reserve military service members.22 The DMED is HIPAA 

compliant and has been used previously in epidemiological studies of lower extremity injury in 

the military.9,23,24 This study was approved as non–human-subjects research by the Institutional 

Review Board at Naval Health Research Center, San Diego, CA. 

The database was queried for individuals with AFC stress fractures, defined as a primary 

diagnosis of stress fracture of the tibia or fibula (ICD-9-CM code 733.93) or metatarsals (733.94) 

on the initial medical encounter. These are the only diagnostic codes for stress fractures specific 

to the AFC. Those with repeat visits for the same diagnosis were only counted once in all 

analyses. Variables indicating sex, service branch (Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or Air Force), 
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rank (enlisted or officer), and military occupation were obtained from DMED. Population at risk 

was derived by DMED for each year to obtain an estimate of person-years (p-y). 

Occupation was classified separately for enlisted personnel and officers. Enlisted 

occupations included: special forces; infantry; mechanized/armor; artillery/gunnery (e.g., general 

artillery, missile artillery, rocket artillery); aviation (e.g., air crew, pilots, navigators); engineers; 

maintenance (e.g., craftworkers, electric/electronic/mechanical repair); 

administration/intelligence/communication; logistics (e.g., service and supply handlers); 

maritime/naval specialties (e.g., seamen, boat operators); and training (e.g., cadets and officer 

candidates). Officer occupations included: ground and naval gunfire; aviation; engineering and 

maintenance; administration; operations and intelligence; logistics; services (e.g., health care and 

science); and training. All occupations contained both male and female service members except 

for the following male-only enlisted occupations: special forces, infantry, and 

mechanized/armor. There were no male-only officer occupations. These male-only enlisted 

occupations were termed “non-integrated” for the purposes of this study, whereas all other 

enlisted occupations containing both sexes were termed “integrated.”  

Statistical analyses 

Cumulative incidence of patients diagnosed with AFC stress fractures were calculated 

and compared by year for male and female service members, enlisted and officers, and each 

service branch. Chi-square or Fisher’s exact statistics and corresponding p-values were used for 

comparison purposes. Relative risk (RR) point estimates and 95% confidence intervals (CIs) 

were calculated in the assessment of sex and occupation for integrated occupations. Attributable 

risk (AR) was calculated as an indicator of the impact of sex on the analysis of occupation (i.e., 

percent of risk attributable to female sex). Incidence of AFC stress fractures in non-integrated 
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enlisted occupations were compared with integrated enlisted occupations using Chi-square 

statistics and p-values. An alpha level of 0.05 was used. All analyses were performed using 

Microsoft Excel for Mac 2016 (Microsoft Corp., Redmond, WA) and OpenEpi.25 

 

Results 

 A total of 43,990 AFC stress fractures were identified in military personnel during the 

study period. The overall incidence of AFC stress fractures during the study period was 3.20 per 

1,000 p-y, with 2.76 per 1,000 p-y for males (32,388 fractures and 11,731,979 p-y) and 5.78 per 

1,000 p-y for females (11,602 fractures and 2,007,049 p-y). Table 1 details the sex-specific 

cumulative incidence of AFC stress fractures stratified by year, rank, and service branch. Across 

all years, the highest rates of AFC stress fractures were among enlisted, females, and Army and 

Marine Corps personnel. Specifically, the largest incidence of AFC stress fractures was among 

enlisted females in the Marine Corps (11.8 per 1,000 p-y compared with 4.8 per 1,000 p-y for 

males) and Army (8.6 per 1,000 p-y compared with 4.0 per 1,000 p-y for males). The largest 

relative difference between females and males was among enlisted Navy personnel, with females 

experiencing more than 3-times higher incidence of AFC stress fractures than males (5.8 per 

1,000 p-y vs. 1.6 per 1,000 p-y). Within all individual years and service branches, enlisted 

females had a significantly higher incidence of AFC stress fracture than enlisted males (all ps < 

0.001). The largest cumulative incidence for enlisted males and females was in the Marine Corps 

in 2006 (23.2 per 1,000 p-y for females and 7.9 per 1,000 p-y for males) and 2007 (12.8 per 

1,000 p-y for females and 7.4 per 1,000 p-y for males). Among officers, incidence of AFC stress 

fractures was mostly higher for females, though statistical significance was inconsistent within 

individual years. The largest sex difference among officers was seen in the Marine Corps, with 
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an incidence of 5.5 per 1,000 p-y for females and 2.0 per 1,000 p-y for males. Similar to female 

enlisted personnel, female officers had the highest incidence in the Marine Corps during the 

years 2006 (16.9 per 1,000 p-y) and 2007 (11.6 per 1,000 p-y). 

 Sex differences in risk of AFC stress fractures by integrated military occupations are 

shown in Table 2. In 15 of the 16 occupations, females relative to males had a significantly 

higher risk of AFC stress fractures. The largest magnitude of risk was seen in the aviation (RR = 

5.74; 95% CI 4.80–6.87) and artillery/gunnery (RR = 5.15; 95% CI 4.62–5.75) enlisted 

occupations, which also had the largest AR percentages (82.6% and 80.6%, respectively). The 

only occupation that was not statistically different by sex was among officers in the ground and 

naval gunfire occupation (RR = 0.95; 95% CI 0.61–1.49), though this occupation also had the 

lowest number of AFC stress fractures among females during the study period (n = 20). All other 

integrated military occupations had a significantly higher risk of AFC stress fractures among 

females than males with RRs ranging from 1.79-3.74. 

 Table 3 presents a comparison of incidence rates of AFC stress fractures for integrated 

versus non-integrated enlisted military occupations. The most populous non-integrated 

occupation was infantry, contributing 84.1% (966,991 of 1,150,444) of the total p-y. Males in 

special operations (0.8 per 1,000 p-y) and mechanized/armor (2.4 per 1,000 p-y) had 

significantly lower rates of AFC stress fracture than those in integrated occupations (2.9 per 

1,000 p-y), whereas infantry (5.0 per 1,000 p-y) had significantly higher rates (ps ≤ 0.001). All 

three of the non-integrated occupations had significantly lower rates of AFC stress fracture 

compared with females (6.6 per 1,000 p-y) in integrated occupations (ps < 0.001).  

 

Discussion 
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 Stress fractures among military personnel are known to occur at higher rates in females 

compared with males.1,2,14,15 To our knowledge, this study is the first to specifically address AFC 

stress fractures and to examine sex differences by year, service, and occupation. We found that 

sex differences in the annual incidence of AFC stress fractures were mostly consistent among 

enlisted personnel from 2006 to 2015, but less consistent among officers. Similar to previous 

research on lower extremity stress fractures,9 females in the Army and Marine Corps had the 

greatest burden of AFC stress fractures. Certain occupations showed a more profound sex 

difference in AFC stress fracture risk, and the rate among females in integrated occupations was 

higher than that of males in both integrated and non-integrated occupations. As women assume 

an expanded role in future combat operations, they may be at greater risk of AFC stress fractures, 

and military medical leadership should be appropriately prepared.  

 Across enlisted occupations, females had consistently higher rates of AFC stress fractures 

than males for all years of the study period and all branches of service. Sex differences were less 

apparent among officers, likely due to a smaller sample size and training or occupational duties 

that were less physically demanding than for enlisted personnel. Because officers have greater 

autonomy in deciding the mode and frequency of physical training when compared with their 

enlisted counterparts, it is highly plausible that they also have greater control in adjusting their 

training if symptoms manifested during the pre-clinical phase of injury. Self-management early 

in the injury course through cross-training, timing, and volume of training may prevent injury 

progression and eliminate the necessity to seek medical care. This may also be true for more 

senior enlisted members, as Waterman et al.9 found that the risk of stress fracture was lower 

among service members in senior compared with junior enlisted ranks. A closer examination of 

rank may be warranted in subsequent studies.  
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The highest rates of AFC stress fracture occurred among female Marines in 2006, which 

could be explained by the operational tempo at that time. Approximately 1 in 4 Marines 

experienced multiple combat deployments in this period when U.S. combat casualties were 

peaking during the conflict in Iraq and troop levels surged.10,26,27 Operational tempo may also 

explain why AFC stress fracture rates were highest in male and female members of the Army 

and Marines, as these two services accounted for most of the ground combat deployments during 

the Iraq conflict.28 More research is needed to determine how changes in operational tempo 

during active military conflict modifies the risk of musculoskeletal injuries with respect to 

deployments and pre-deployment training cycles.  

Altogether, Marines had the highest rate of AFC stress fractures and this could reflect 

differences in fitness standards across services, as Marines have the most rigorous physical 

readiness testing.29 Enlisted Navy personnel yielded the largest magnitude sex difference, with 

the rates of AFC stress fractures more than 3-times higher in females than males. This may be 

due to unique hazards in the shipboard environment, such as ship movement and non-pliable 

steel decks that affect kinetics during function, which likely contributes to musculoskeletal injury 

rates among Navy personnel, though it is not known whether these hazards are potentiated by sex 

differences.30,31 It may also be attributed to higher body mass in Navy personnel compared with 

other services.32,33 Longitudinal studies are needed to further elucidate the etiology of sex 

differences in AFC stress fractures and possible areas where interventions could be targeted (e.g., 

equipment, ergonomics). 

 Overall, the artillery/gunnery and aviation enlisted occupations had the greatest sex 

differences in rates in AFC stress fracture, which were more than 5-times higher for females than 

males. Specific duties and tasks in the artillery/gunnery occupations, such as heavy load carriage, 
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may be a factor. Previous studies have found that load carriage is a correlate of musculoskeletal 

conditions, particularly of the foot,34,35 and a study among Australian military members found 

that female soldiers had more load carriage injuries to the foot than male soldiers.36 Although no 

military studies have examined injuries among aviation workers, civilian research points to 

musculoskeletal issues in this occupational subgroup that may be mediated by stress.37,38 It is 

difficult to determine the cause of occupational disparities in AFC stress fractures without 

specific information on the tasks performed by each occupation. Future research should 

incorporate task analysis when comparing the risk of these injuries by sex and occupation to 

facilitate the development of interventions that could mitigate injury risk. 

 The findings comparing integrated with non-integrated occupations provides insight 

regarding the long-term burden of AFC stress fractures and presents an opportunity to 

proactively plan and implement interventions and medical services. The relative risks for females 

compared with males in all integrated enlisted occupations ranged from 1.92 to 5.74, which 

could translate to nearly double the risk or higher for females when fully integrated in infantry, 

special operations, and mechanized/armor occupations. This aligns with a recent study 

examining the impact of integrated combat units, where the rate of musculoskeletal injuries was 

more than 2-times higher in females than males.39 The greatest impact would be seen among 

infantry, which is the largest of these previously non-integrated occupations that also had the 

highest rate of AFC stress fracture. Injury prevention programs may need to target to these 

occupations, particularly during times of high operational tempo. To prevent adverse impacts on 

operations, surveillance programs should continue to monitor injury incidence among military 

populations with a focus on sex differences in newly integrated occupations. The findings of this 
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study can also be used to refine medical capabilities, to include clinicians with the knowledge, 

skills, and abilities to effectively provide evaluation and treatment following injury onset.8 

 This study has several strengths. The utilization of the DMED allowed for examination of 

population-level sex differences in AFC stress fractures across several strata, including military 

rank, branch of service, year, and occupation. Most notably, the large range of military 

occupations in the present study has not been previously examined in stress fracture research. 

Further, the use of person-years allowed for a more accurate assessment of population at risk. 

There are also limitations that warrant mention. In contrast to Waterman et al.,9 the unspecified 

ICD-9-CM code 733.95 indicating “stress fracture of other bone” was excluded for the purpose 

of specificity, which may have underestimated the AFC stress fracture burden if some fractures 

(e.g., calcaneus, talus) were classified using the nonspecific code. Further, using diagnostic codes 

has inherent weaknesses, especially in military populations where there are many determinants 

that can influence care-seeking,8 and the data used in this study only represent individuals who 

sought treatment for their injuries. In addition, we were unable to account for individuals with 

recurrent AFC stress fractures. Finally, although personnel were categorized by their military 

occupation, a detailed task analysis to determine the specific duties that may be associated with 

these injuries was not possible. 

 

Conclusion 

The role of women in the military is increasing, and by the time of the next U.S. conflict, 

several occupations that previously restricted women may be fully integrated. The findings of the 

present study assist in establishing the burden of AFC stress fractures, which is essential for the 

development of targeted preventive health programs. We found a consistently higher rate of AFC 
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stress fractures among female service members compared with males that was more apparent 

among enlisted personnel. Future studies should define the key etiological factors of AFC stress 

fractures in the military, including a detailed task analysis to determine why sex differences are 

more profound in certain occupations, and identify areas of intervention as women integrate into 

combat occupations. The continued study of sex differences is paramount to address the 

changing demographics of the military. 
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TABLE 1.  Sex-Specific Incidence Rates (Per 1,000 Person-Years) of Ankle-Foot Complex Stress Fractures, U.S. Military Personnel, 

2006–2015. 

 Air Force  Army  Marine Corps  Navy 

 Males Females p  Males Females p  Males Females p  Males Females p 

Enlisteda                

   2006 1.2 2.9 <0.001  4.7 9.8 < 0.001  7.9 23.2 < 0.001  1.8 7.9 < 0.001 

   2007 1.3 3.2 <0.001  4.3 8.9 < 0.001  7.4 12.8 < 0.001  1.6 5.7 < 0.001 

   2008 1.6 4.4 <0.001  4.3 9.5 < 0.001  5.7 12.3 < 0.001  1.4 5.5 < 0.001 

   2009 1.9 4.8 <0.001  4.4 10.3 < 0.001  4.6 12.3 < 0.001  1.4 5.9 < 0.001 

   2010 1.6 3.8 <0.001  4.3 8.8 < 0.001  3.1 7.4 < 0.001  1.6 6.1 < 0.001 

   2011 1.8 3.5 <0.001  4.0 8.5 < 0.001  3.5 10.2 < 0.001  1.7 6.3 < 0.001 

   2012 1.9 3.6 <0.001  3.7 7.8 < 0.001  4.4 11.9 < 0.001  1.8 6.4 < 0.001 

   2013 1.8 3.6 <0.001  3.6 7.4 < 0.001  4.4 11.6 < 0.001  1.8 6.8 < 0.001 

   2014 1.9 3.5 <0.001  3.5 6.8 < 0.001  3.4 8.0 < 0.001  1.3 4.2 < 0.001 

   2015 1.9 3.6 <0.001  3.4 8.1 < 0.001  3.9 10.6 < 0.001  1.2 3.4 < 0.001 

   Total 1.7 3.7 < 0.001  4.0 8.6 < 0.001  4.8 11.8 < 0.001  1.6 5.8 < 0.001 
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Officerb                

   2006 0.8 1.6 0.011  1.4 2.3 0.01  2.8 16.9 < 0.001  0.6 1.3 0.04 

   2007 0.9 2.0 0.001  1.3 2.0 0.06  2.6 11.6 < 0.001  0.5 2.0 < 0.001 

   2008 0.5 3.9 <0.001  1.3 2.5 < 0.001  2.0 3.4 0.28  1.0 2.5 < 0.001 

   2009 0.6 2.3 <0.001  1.8 3.5 < 0.001  1.6 5.0 0.006  0.8 1.8 0.007 

   2010 0.7 2.2 <0.001  1.3 2.2 0.01  1.5 3.2 0.15  0.7 2.1 < 0.001 

   2011 1.1 1.7 0.11  1.8 2.9 0.003  3.0 4.6 0.32  0.6 2.0 < 0.001 

   2012 0.9 2.3 <0.001  1.7 2.3 0.10  1.8 1.5 0.79  0.9 1.7 0.026 

   2013 0.7 2.1 <0.001  1.6 3.5 < 0.001  1.6 5.8 < 0.001  0.9 1.6 0.08 

   2014 0.7 1.7 <0.001  1.5 2.5 0.005  1.3 0.0 0.33  0.5 0.9 0.18 

   2015 0.5 1.6 <0.001  1.4 1.7 0.31  1.5 6.2 < 0.001  0.7 1.2 0.17 

   Total 0.8 2.1 <0.001  1.5 2.5 < 0.001  2 5.5 < 0.001  0.7 1.7 < 0.001 

an = 40,858 total ankle-foot complex stress fractures among 11,425,305 enlisted person-years (p-y) from 2006–2015 (male p-y = 

9,785,322; female p-y = 1,639,983). 

bn = 3,132 total ankle-foot complex stress fractures among 2,313,722 officer p-y from 2006–2015 (male p-y = 1,946,656; females p-y 

= 367,066). 
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TABLE 2. Relative Risk and Attributable Risk of Ankle-Foot Complex Stress Fractures for 

Females Versus Males in Integrated Occupations, U.S. Military Personnel, 2006–2015. 

Occupation RR (95% CI) AR% p 

Enlisted    

   Artillery/gunnery 5.15 (4.62–5.75) 80.6 < 0.001 

   Aviation 5.74 (4.80–6.87) 82.6 < 0.001 

   Engineers 3.16 (2.56–3.90) 68.3 < 0.001 

   Maintenance 2.91 (2.75–3.08) 65.6 < 0.001 

   Administration/intelligence/communication 1.92 (1.83–2.02) 48.0 < 0.001 

   Logistics 2.87 (2.67–3.08) 65.1 < 0.001 

   Maritime/naval specialties 2.41 (2.04–3.08) 58.5 < 0.001 

   Training 3.74 (2.87–4.87) 73.3 < 0.001 

Officer    

   Ground and naval gunfire 0.95 (0.61–1.49) -4.8 0.84 

   Aviation 2.33 (1.52–3.55) 57.0 < 0.001 

   Engineering and maintenance 2.14 (1.71–2.68) 53.3 < 0.001 

   Administration 1.95 (1.51–2.51) 48.6 < 0.001 

   Operations and intelligence 2.27 (1.75–2.96) 56.0 < 0.001 

   Logistics 2.28 (1.77–2.94) 56.1 < 0.001 

   Services 2.08 (1.80–2.40) 52.0 < 0.001 

   Training 1.79 (1.33–2.40) 44.1 < 0.001 

AR, attributable risk; CI, confidence interval; RR, relative risk.
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TABLE 3. Incidence Rates (Per 1,000 Person-Years) of Ankle-Foot Complex Stress Fractures in 

Integrated Versus Non-Integrated Enlisted Occupations, U.S. Military Personnel, 2006–2015. 

Occupation No. of AFC 

Stress Fractures 

Person-Years Incidence Rate pa pb 

Integrated      

   Total male 24,921 8,634,878 2.9 < 0.001 - 

   Total female 10,752 1,639,983 6.6 - < 0.001 

Non-integrated      

   Special forces 58 74,887 0.8 < 0.001 < 0.001 

   Infantry 4,870 966,991 5.0 < 0.001 < 0.001 

   Mechanized/armor 257 108,566 2.4 < 0.001 0.001 

AFC, ankle-foot complex. 

aCompared with females in integrated occupations. 

bCompared with males in integrated occupations. 
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