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ABSTRACT 
 
Background: Less flexible and adaptable sensorimotor systems reflect in movement variability 
in individuals with Chronic Ankle Instability (CAI), which may limit their ability to detect relevant 
information using a variety of primary sensory feedback. Thus, the aim of the study was to 
investigate underlying biological noise pertaining to postural control in single-limb stance during 
increased environmental constraints with sensory feedback manipulations in individuals with 
and without CAI. 
 
Methods: Forty-two individuals with and without CAI participated in the study. A one-way 
ANOVA was utilized to examine group differences in biological noise underlying postural control 
during the SOT conditions in single-limb stance. 
 
Results: Individuals with CAI demonstrated significantly lower SampEN while maintaining 
posture during Condition 5 (P=.037) and Condition 6 (P=.030), where they were forced to 
exclusively rely on vestibular feedback, in single-limb stance compared to healthy controls.  
 
Discussion: Individuals with CAI did not demonstrate decreased movement variability 
pertaining to postural control during all six SOT conditions. Those participants with CAI only 
displayed decreased movement variability when they were forced to executively rely on 
vestibular feedback while maintaining posture in the injured-limb compared to healthy controls.  
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Introduction  

Ankle sprains affect up to two million people in the United States each year, making 

them one of the most prevalent musculoskeletal injuries among the general public and athletes 

of all levels who participate in physical activity and athletics [1]. More than 628,000 lateral ankle 

sprains (LAS) are treated in the emergency room each year, and LAS account for roughly 92% 

of doctor office visits for ankle sprains [2]–[4]. The vast majority of individuals who have had an 

initial LAS develop chronic ankle instability (CAI), which is characterized by recurrent episodes 

of ankle instability [5], [6]. Furthermore, CAI has a negative effect on the quality of life, a 

decrease in physical activity, and the emergence of long-term deficiencies in activities of daily 

living [7]. The resulting abnormalities in CAI patients frequently manifest as postural control 

dysfunction and maladapted gait. 

Many postural control studies have looked at the area, velocity, and excursion length of 

the center-of-pressure (COP) in individuals with CAI. However, there is conflicting evidence 

showing that individuals with CAI have impaired postural control in unilateral stance when 

compared to healthy controls [8]–[13]. The lack of consistency could be attributed to the fact 

that standard COP measures do not specify the temporal proximity to stability boundaries that 

individuals should strive for when maintaining an upright posture [14]. In contrast, it has been 

suggested that a nonlinear method known as time-to-boundary and sample entropy (SampEN) 

could be useful in identifying postural control impairments associated with CAI and other 

pathological conditions [15]–[17]. SampEN is intended to quantify the amount of regularity of 

fluctuations in time-series data and detects subtle physiological changes (i.e., neural control) in 

response to ever-changing environments (environmental constraints). As a result, a nonlinear 

analysis of SampEN is proposed to quantify the flexibility and adaptability of sensorimotor 

systems by reflecting biological noise underlying postural control [18]. Hence, incorporating 

SampEN as a dependent variable can capture the complex nature of the human body with 
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multiple interactions between internal and external properties that traditional COP measures 

previously overlooked.  

Individuals must be able to perceive relevant information associated with the 

environment using various combinations of somatosensory, visual, and vestibular feedback to 

achieve optimal performance in unpredictable, ever-changing situations. An initial ankle sprain 

causes somatosensory dysfunction, and individuals with CAI exhibit less flexible and adaptable 

sensorimotor systems [19]. The physiological characteristics of CAI may cause individual 

perception to diversify or isolate sensory systems. Indeed, when compared to healthy controls, 

individuals with CAI rely on vestibular feedback to maintain posture in the injured-limb [20]. The 

degree of sensory system diversity or isolation may influence the regularity (readiness) and 

adaptability of biological noise underlying movement. For example, the greater the sensory 

diversity (multisensory), the more clustered sensory feedback the central nervous system (CNS) 

must configure to coordinate motor behaviors. Whereas the higher the sensory isolation 

(unisensory), the limited sensory feedback the CNS has to configure to coordinate motor 

behaviors. As a result, either too many or too few interactions between physiological elements 

(e.g., sensory feedback) affect individuals' flexibility and adaptability to environmental 

constraints, resulting in either more random or rigid movement patterns. 

Harborne and Stergiou [21] established a theoretical model with an inverted-U-shaped 

that defines optimal movement variability in connection to mature motor skills and health status. 

According to the theoretical model, optimal movement variability reveals the flexibility and 

adaptability of sensorimotor systems in healthy individuals [18]. As a healthy state, the 

uppermost point of the inverted-U shape represents optimal movement variability. In contrast, 

the points below the uppermost point of the inverted-U shape indicates inadequate movement 

variability associated with poor health, such as CAI, resulting in either increased or decreased 

optimal movement variability [21]. When optimal movement variability decreases, motor 

behaviors become more predictable (rigid), and when optimal variability increases, motor 
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behaviors become unpredictable (random). Furthermore, both predictable and unpredictable 

motor behaviors are less flexible and adaptable to exploring environmental constraints. 

 According to current evidence, individuals with CAI display rigid movement patterns 

during walking at a self-selected speed [22]. This movement rigidity found in CAI interferes with 

performance, especially when environmental constraints are increased, contributing to an 

increased risk of recurrent ankle sprains. However, it is currently unknown how movement 

variability underlying postural control emerges as environmental constraints become more 

complex through the manipulation of somatosensory, visual, and vestibular feedback. 

Therefore, the purpose of this study was to examine underlying biological noise pertaining to 

postural control during increased environmental constraints with sensory feedback 

manipulations in individuals with and without CAI.  

Methods  

Study Design 

We implemented a laboratory case-control study to examine the effect of environment 

and task constraints on neural mechanisms underlying postural control in individuals with and 

without CAI. 

Participants 

 The study included forty-two physically active individuals with and without unilateral CAI 

participated in this study (Table 1). The International Ankle Consortium position statement was 

used to define individuals with CAI.[23] Healthy controls were matched to individuals with CAI 

for sex, age (years, ±2), height (cm, ±5%), mass (kg, ±3%), limb dominance (the leg used to 

kick a ball), and the National Aeronautics and Space Administration Physical Activity Status 

Scale [NASA-PASS] (scale, ±1). Healthy individuals were assigned an injured-limb based on 

the matched limb dominance of individuals with CAI. All participants signed the informed 

consent forms that were approved by the University of North Carolina Greensboro’s Institutional 

Review Board. 
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Procedure 

Participants with and without CAI completed a single session in a biomechanics 

research laboratory and a standardized medical history questionnaire including medical history 

of their lower extremity and completion of rehabilitation following ankle sprains, self-reported 

ankle instability and function, and physical activity status upon arrival. All participants warmed 

up for a 5-minute on a bike at a self-selected intensity and completed demographic measures 

(height, weight), joint hypermobility tests, lower extremity anatomical alignment measures, and 

postural tests in the injured-, uninjured-, and double- limbs. Hypermobility, anatomical tests, and 

postural control in the uninjured- and double- limbs are part of a big research study and are not 

reported in current results. All participants were outfitted with a vest and safety harness before 

being asked to stand barefoot on a computerized NeuroCom dynamic posturography platform 

(SMART EquiTest, NeuroCom International Inc., Clackamas, OR) in single-limb stance (Figure 

1).  

Sensory Organization Test (SOT) 

 The SOT is a gold-standard test that examines individuals’ ability to integrate 

somatosensory, visual, and vestibular feedback to maintain posture. In the SOT's six conditions 

(Table 2), a combination of the sway-referenced support surface (platform) and visual 

surroundings with and without vision is used to alter somatosensory and visual feedback. SOT 

conditions progress from simple to more complex environmental constraints to isolate different 

sensory systems as follows: 1-Normal Vision-Fixed Surroundings-Fixed Platform (C1-VnSfPf); 2- 

Absent Vision-Fixed Surroundings-Fixed Platform (C2-VaSfPf); 3-Distorted Vision-Moving 

Surroundings-Fixed Platform (C3-VdSmPf); 4-Distorted Vision-Fixed Surroundings-Moving 

Platform (C4-VdSfPm); 5-Absent Vision-Fixed Surroundings-Moving Platform (C5-VaSfPm); and 6-

Distorted Vision-Moving Surroundings-Moving Platform (C6-VdSmPm).  

Participants’ medial malleoli of the tested ankle was aligned perpendicular to the 

transverse axis of platform rotation, and the foot was positioned in the center of the platform for 
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single-limb stance (Figure 1). Participants were instructed to maintain their faces forward, keep 

their arms relaxed by their sides, and stand motionless as possible while completing the SOT. 

Each condition consisted of three 20-second trials, a total of 18 trials per stance. Participants 

were given a 30-second rest between trials and a 1-minute rest between conditions. Each 

participant was allowed to tap down on the platform with non-stance toes multiple times after 10 

seconds to continue with full 20-second trials in the injured-limb. To complete an individual 20-

second trial, participants were instructed to make every effort to preserve single-limb postural 

stability. The trials were stopped, eliminated, and repeated if participants tapped down on non-

stance toes before 10 seconds and/or completely stood on a non-stance limb after 10 seconds. 

Movement Variability Measure 

The SOT of the NeuroCom sampled COP coordinates for anteroposterior (AP) and 

mediolateral (ML) components at 100 Hz for every three trials of individual SOT conditions. The 

raw data from the NeuroCom were exported to spreadsheets (Excel, version 360; Microsoft 

Corporation, Redmond, WA) and imported into a custom R program in RStudio (version 4.0.0; 

RStudio, Inc., Boston, MA) to compute path length following equation 1, where N represents the 

number of data points and i is each successive data point [24]. Path length was calculated by 

summing the magnitude of the distance change of the COP at every time point from the 

resultant vector created from the combined COP AP and ML time based on the first 10-second 

trials [24]. 

 SampEN values were computed using combination of the parameters m = 3 and r = 0.2 

of the time series for COP path length with a custom R program based on an algorithm 

proposed by Richman and Moorman [25] [26]. The efficacy of the metric was derived by setting 

the maximal relative error less than 0.05, corresponding to a 95% confidence interval, which is a 

10% sample entropy estimation. SampEN values typically range from 0 to 2 in human biological 

systems. Both lower and greater SampEN values correspond to less flexibility and adaptability 

of sensorimotor systems based on the theoretical model with an inverted-U-shaped presented 
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earlier [18]. Lower SampEN values result in more predictable rigid movement patterns, whereas 

greater SmpEN Values result in more unpredictable random movement patterns [18], [27], [28].  

𝑃𝑎𝑡ℎ	𝐿𝑒𝑛𝑔𝑡ℎ:	 - .(𝐴𝑃!"# − 𝐴𝑃!)$+	(𝑀𝐿!"# −𝑀𝐿!)$
%&#

!&#

										(𝐸𝑞𝑢𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛	1) 

Statistical Analysis  

 A separate one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was conducted to compare group 

differences in demographic characteristics (age, height, body weight, physical activity level, the 

number of ankle sprains, and self-reported giving-way) and Identification of Functional Ankle 

Instability (IdFAI). A one-way ANOVA was also used to examine group differences in biological 

noise underlying postural control during the SOT conditions in single-limb stance. All statistical 

analyses were performed using SPSS software (version 27; IBM Corp, Armonk, NY, USA) with 

a priori 𝛼 level of 0.05. Data normality was tested using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test confirming 

a normal distribution for all variables (P>.05). 

Results     

 No group differences were found related to age, height, weight, or physical activity level 

(P>.05; Table 1). The CAI group had a greater number of ankle sprains, self-reported giving 

way, and higher IdFAI scores compared to healthy controls (P range: <.001-.001; Table 1). 

Individuals with CAI demonstrated significantly lower SampEN values while maintaining posture 

during C5-VaSfPm (P=.037) and C6-VdSmPm (P=.030) in single-limb stance (Table 3). The CAI 

group displayed similar SampEn values while maintaining posture during C1-VnSfPf, C2-VaSfPf, 

C3-VdSmPf, and C4-VdSfPm (P>.05; Table 3).  

Discussion  

 The current study is the first to investigate how the underlying biological noise in 

unilateral postural control changes with increased environmental constraints with sensory 

feedback manipulation in CAI. The primary findings were that individuals with CAI displayed 
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lower movement variability in postural control during C5-VaSfPm with the absent vision-fixed 

surroundings-moving platform and C6-VdSmPm with the distorted vision-moving surroundings-

moving platform in single-limb stance compared to healthy controls. The CAI group also 

displayed a moderate trend (effect size=0.61 with 95% confidence interval not crossing zero) of 

lower movement variability in postural control during C2-VaSfPf with the absent vision-fixed 

surroundings-fixed platform.  

 Harborne and Stergiou [21] established a theoretical model of movement variability with 

an inverted-U-shaped as it relates to mature motor skills and health state. According to 

researchers, the theoretical model characterizes optimal movement variability as the flexibility 

and adaptability of sensorimotor systems in healthy individuals [18]. In particular, the uppermost 

point of the inverted-U shape represents optimal movement variability as a healthy state. In 

contrast, the lower or higher points below the uppermost point of the inverted-U shape suggest 

inadequate variability linked with poor health [21]. The development of CAI is thought to impair 

the healthy state of optimal variability, resulting in lower SampEN values during walking in 

individuals with CAI compared to healthy controls [22]. In the case of postural control, a 

decrease in optimal movement variability leads to more predictable (rigid) COP excursion, while 

increasing optimal variability leads to unpredictable (random) COP excursion.  

According to current literature, individuals with CAI displayed decreased movement 

variability of stride-to-stride frontal plane ankle kinematics compared to healthy controls [22]. 

Moreover, lower movement variability relevant to postural control and gait mechanics has also 

been described in individuals with neurological deficits that are not confined to CAI [e.g., 

proprioceptive impairments, concussion, anterior cruciate ligament damage] [29]–[32]. Although 

our study findings did not display lower movement variability throughout the SOT conditions, 

lower movement variability was exhibited during C5-VaSfPm and C6-VdSmPm compared to 

healthy controls. 
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Environmental constraints become difficult as the SOT conditions evolve (table?) with 

different combinations of sensory feedback manipulations. The C5-VaSfPm and C6-VdSmPm are 

the SOT conditions where participants were forced to exclusively rely on vestibular feedback 

when somatosensory and visual feedback became simultaneously unreliable. To maintain 

postural stability, healthy individuals rely on multisensory feedback from the somatosensory, 

visual, and vestibular systems. The alterations of these primary sensory feedback result in the 

central nervous system placing emphasis on the most relevant sensory feedback to maintain 

postural stability. Therefore, less flexible, and adaptable sensorimotor systems associated with 

CAI become the most prominent when environmental constraints become more complex and 

individuals with CAI are forced to rely on vestibular feedback, resulting in rigid motor behavior 

while maintaining posture in the injured-limb during the C5-VaSfPm and C6-VdSmPm.  

Interestingly, there was a moderate trend of lower movement variability in postural 

control during C2-VaSfPf where participants are forced to rely on somatosensory feedback with 

the absent vision-fixed surroundings-fixed platform. The SOT conditions are designed to 

manipulate somatosensory and visual feedback in a combination of the sway-referenced 

support surface and visual surroundings with and without absent vision. Current evidence 

suggests closing the eyes result in the deactivation of the visual cortex [33]. Therefore, 

vestibular feedback becomes the primary sensory system to facilitate somatosensory sensitivity 

when vision become absent [34]. This study was part of a larger experiment, and our CAI 

participants did not display somatosensory dysfunction and maintained postural control in the 

injured-limb compatible with healthy controls (Sugimoto et al., 2023). Consequently, our 

participants with CAI displayed lower movement variability when vestibular feedback became 

primarily sensory feedback to maintain postural control in the injured-limb. Indeed, the CAI 

group particularly failed to downregulate vestibular feedback reliance while maintaining posture 

in the injured-limb than healthy controls (Sugimoto et al., 2023).  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted March 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.11.24304094doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.11.24304094
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 13 

The study's limitation of the research was that we had individuals who had participated in 

a variety of sports, not just collegiate sports. In addition, individuals with CAI in our study 

reported having finished some form of rehabilitation following an initial ankle sprain. As a 

consequence, the findings may not be applicable to individuals with diverse sports participation 

histories or those who did not finish any rehabilitation following an initial ankle sprain, whether 

within or outside of the recruited age group.  

Conclusion 

Although decreased or increased movement variability is associated with poor health, such 

as CAI, our CAI participants did not show decreased movement variability while maintaining 

posture in the injured-limb during all six SOT conditions when compared to healthy controls. 

However, when the CAI group was forced to rely exclusively on vestibular feedback to maintain 

postural control in the injured-limb, they demonstrated decreased movement variability. Future 

studies should investigate how vestibular feedback manipulation impacts movement variability 

underlying postural control in individuals with CAI.  
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Figure Legend 
Figure 1. Foot Position for the Sensory Organization Test in the injured-limb (A, B) 
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Table 1. Participants’ Demographics and Patient-Reported Outcome Measure Scores (Mean±SD)  

 
Abbreviations: CAI, Chronic Ankle Instability; NASA-PASS, National Aeronautics and Space Administration Physical Activity Status 
Scale; IdFAI, Identification of Functional Ankle Instability. 
*Indicates a significant difference between the CAI group and healthy controls. 
 
  

CAI Control P -Values
N 22 (13 females, 9 males) 22 (13 females, 9 males) -
Age (years)  26.09 ± 5.76           25.41 ± 5.92 0.836
Height (cm)         172.25 ± 9.76         169.70 ± 9.32 0.606
Weight (kg)           76.18 ± 14.91           71.98 ± 14.79 0.934
NASA-PASS             6.27 ± 0.18             6.27 ± 1.03 0.674
IdFAI           19.09 ± 5.39             1.36 ± 1.81   <.001*
# of Ankle of Sprains             6.48 ± 7.08             0.00 ± 0.00   <.001*
Episodes of Giving-Way             8.88 ± 21.36             0.00 ± 0.00   <.001*

Group
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Table 2. Descriptions of Six Sensory Organization Test Conditions 

 
Abbreviations: SOT, Sensory Organization Test; 1-VnSfPf, 1-Normal Vision-Fixed Surroundings-Fixed Platform; C2-VaSfPf, 2-Absent 
Vision-Fixed Surroundings-Fixed Platform; C3-VdSmPf, 3-Distorted Vison-Moving Surroundings-Fixed Platform; 4-VdSfPm, 4-Distorted 
Vision-Fixed Surroundings-Moving Platform; 5-VaSfPm, 5-Absent Vision-Fixed Surroundings-Moving Platform; 6-VdSmPm, 6-Distorted 
Vision-Moving Surroundings-Moving Platform; VIS, Vision; SOM, Somatosensory; VST, Vestibular.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Support Surface Eyes Visual Surroundings
1-VnSfPf Fixed Open Fixed None - None
2-VaSfPf Fixed Closed Fixed None VIS SOM

 3-VdSmPf Fixed Open Sway-Referenced VIS - SOM
 4-VdSfPm Sway-Referenced Open Fixed SOM - VIS
 5-VaSfPm Sway-Referenced Closed Fixed SOM VIS VST
  6-VdSmPm Sway-Referenced Open Sway-Referenced SOM, VIS - VST

SOT Conditions
Sensory Feedback 

Manipulation Modalities
Manipulated Absent Tested
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Table 3. Group Differences for Movement Variability in the Injured-Limb (Mean±SD) 

 
Abbreviations: SampEN, Sample Entropy; CAI, Chronic Ankle Instability; CI, Confidence Interval. 
*Indicates a significant difference. 
 

Parameter
SOT Conditions CAI Control

1-VnSfPf 1.24 ± 0.14 1.30 ± 0.12 0.102 0.46 (-0.14 to 1.06)
2-VaSfPf 1.65 ± 0.14 1.73 ± 0.12 0.053 0.61 (0.01 to 1.22)

 3-VdSmPf 1.43 ± 0.14 1.50 ± 0.14 0.114 0.50 (-0.10 to 1.10)
 4-VdSfPm 1.30 ± 0.14 1.37 ± 0.12 0.076 0.54 (-0.06 to 1.14)
 5-VaSfPm 1.76 ± 0.17 1.86 ± 0.13  0.037* 0.66 (0.05 to 1.27)
  6-VdSmPm 1.50 ± 0.14 1.60 ± 0.15  0.030* 0.69 (0.08 to 1.30)

SampEN Values 
Group 

P -Values Effect Sizes (95% CI)
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