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ABSTRACT

Background: Falling and its disastrous consequences in the ageing population are a public health issue in terms of both
morbidity and mortality. Several authors put forward the hypothesis that increasing ankle range of motion (ROM) or strength
could improve balance in this population. Objective: The purpose of this systematic review and meta-analysis is to gather data
to evaluate the effect of these two parameters on static and dynamic balance. Method: Databases as well as grey literature
were systematically searched from inception until May 2023. The level of evidence and the corresponding GRADE approach
were attributed. Meta-analysis included subgroup analyses to determine the effect of techniques that aimed to improve ankle
ROM and techniques to strengthen ankle muscles. Results: Among the 884 studies identified, 10 randomised trials were
included for the qualitative analysis and 8 for the meta-analysis. The mean PEDro score was 4.8/10. The GRADE approach
revealed low-to-moderate certainty for static balance in relation to ankle ROM interventions, moderate for static balance in
relation to ankle strengthening interventions and low-to-moderate for dynamic balance in relation to ankle ROM interventions.
The meta-analysis demonstrated an improvement in static balance with grade Ill and 1V ankle mobilisation (pooled SMD = 2.06;
95% Cl = 0.15 10 3.97; P = 0.03). Conclusion: Among the different physiotherapy interventions for the ankle, only passive
mobilisations seem to improve static balance. Results should be considered with caution due to high heterogeneity.
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Introduction the last 6 months. In the US in 2015, the average cost attributed to falls
in institutionalised older adults rose up to $50 billion dollars each year

[2]. However, it should be pointed out that despite such investments, the

alls among older adults are a significant public health issue. According
F to data from 2010, in France, falls rise up to 71% in people from the
ages of 65 to 69, 78% in 70-74 year olds (yo), 85% in 80-84 yo, 93% in 85-89
yo and up to 95% in people that are 90 years old and over [1]. Hence,
falls have been estimated to be the most common daily life accident in
this country with, on average 400 000 falls per year. In 2014, 76 100
hospitalisations were due to fractures of the upper femur in individuals
aged 65 years old and over. Ninety percent of these fractures were the
result of falls. About 40% of people over 65 have fallen at least once over
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number of falls has not reduced significantly yet.

Falls can be considered as a multi-factorial phenomena resulting from
disturbances in motor function, cognitive function, social conditions,
the daily living environment, nutritional status and other factors [3, 4].
Among them, functional status (including balance) seems to be a key
factor(5].

The maintenance of balance is influenced by a range of sensorimotor
functions including muscle strength, proprioception, and the visual and
vestibular sensory systems. Postural sensory inputs degenerate with age
[6]. In healthy seniors, 70% of sensory information destined to the central
nervous system comes from the somatosensory system [7] such as the ankle
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which is often cited as an essential joint in the rehabilitation of balance
disorders in the elderly. Some authors [8] make a link between a decrease
in dorsiflexion and balance in institutionalised elderly patients. The ankle
regulates minor imbalances while the hip is involded in greater imbalances
[9,10]. For any type of imbalance, ankle solicitation is diminished in favor
of hip solicitation [10]. Dorsiflexion range of motion is often decreased
in the older population, this is correlated with lack of balance and even
falling [5, 11, 12]. Moreover, the range of dorsiflexion influences plantar
flexor scrength [13]. These muscles are tonic postural muscles and are
related to postural stability [5, 14]. Their lack of contractility has been
cited as a sign of ageing [15]. On the other hand, some authors believe
that strength (particularly the explosiveness of plantar flexors) is reduced
in seniors due to an alteration in balance performance [13].

Considering the above-mentioned scientific literature, several authors
(5, 12, 16] suggest improving ankle joint range of motion (R.O.M) and
muscle strength to improve balance in older adults. Thus, in order to
clarify the real impact of these two types of rehabilitation in this context,
it seems appropriate to carry out a systematic review with mcta—aml]ysis.
To the best of our knowledge, no such study has been conducted in this

field.

Methods

This review was performed according to the Preferred Reporting Items
for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA). This meta-analysis
is rcgistcred at the Lille 2 university.

Data Sources and Searches

Five electronics databases were searched from inception to May 2023:
PEDro, ScienceDirect, EMBASE, MEDLINE (via PubMed) and LILACS.
The following search terms were used by combining PICO concepts
with boolean operators « AND » or « OR »: participants (clders, elderly,
aging), intervention: (mobilisation, strength training, training program,
rehabilitation), balance. Filters such as « random controlled trials » were
applied when it could be (supplementary materials 1).

Study Selection

Inclusion criteria for the selected articles were:

+ RCT (control group: sham, other intervention, another joint).

- evaluation of the effects of an intervention on the ankle in terms of
joint R.O.M. and/or muscle strength gains, on balance.

« population: adults 65 years of age or older.

language had to be in English, Spanish or French.
« peer-reviewed trials.
full text available.

We did not include scudies that mentioned a disease, comorbidities,
a trauma or surgery and orthotic devices. Studies that involved the entire
lower limb or included the knee or any toe were excluded.
Two independent reviewers (FB, AK) screened titles, abstracts, and full
texts for eligibility based on the pre-defined inclusion criteria. Any
disagreements between reviewers were resolved by consultation with the
third independent reviewer (FM).

Data Extraction and outcomes measures

A data collection form was developed and used to extract data from the
included studies by one reviewer (FB) and cross-checked by a second
reviewer (AK). The following data items were extracted: author’s name,
year of publication, participant characteristics (sample size, sex, age,
notion of statistical homogeneity of groups), intervention type and setting,
and outcomes measures (ankle R.O.M, strength and balance test results).
For the outcomes, we opted [17] for the single leg stance (SLS) in the
first instance, for the functional reach test (FRT) in the second, then for
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the length of the COP trajectory. For dynamic balance, we preferred the
TUG and then the 10m walk test 10MWT) whose minimum clinically
detectable (MCID) change is 0.13 m/s [18], when appropriate.

Quality evaluation and risk of bias assessment

Each RCT was assessed using the PEDro scale and scores were extracted
using the PEDro website or by the authors if the score was missing. There
are three levels of quality in this scale: poor ( < 4/10), average (score
between 4 and 6) and good (> 6) [19].

In addition, The Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development
and Evaluation (GRADE) approach was also used to assess certainty in the
body of evidence for each outcome by 1 reviewer (FB) and cross-checked
by another reviewer (AK). Evidence was rated as high, moderate, low, or
very low.

Statistical analysis

We used a statistical method of inverse variance for continuous data. The
data used in the meta-analyses were standardised mean differences (SMD)
and 95% confidence interval (CI). A random-effect model was used for
this meta-analysis.

We used Review Manager version 5.4.1. (Cochrane collaboration, Copen-
hagen, Denmark). The RCTs were divided into 2 subgroups. The first
group included studies with interventions that aimed to increase ankle
R.O.M. (mentioned as ankle R.O.M. interventions) and the second group
included studies that aimed to strengthen ankle muscles. Statistical sig-
nificance was set at P value of <.05.

Publication bias would be assessed using a funnel plot based on a mini-
mum of 10 studies [20].

Additional analysis

In case of high heterogeneity (> 70% ), a sensitivity analysis would be
performed for all primary outcomes by changing the model effect, the
scale or excluding results from a study with a particular bias.

Role of the Funding Source

The funders played no role in the design, conduct, or reporting of this
study.

Results

Study Selection

The study selection process is outlined in Figure 1.

The total amount of articles identified was 911 and after checking titles
and abstracts, 25 articles were selected for full-text review. After this
step, 10 RCTs were included for che systematic review and 8 articles were
used for the statistical analysis. The reasons for exclusion are detailed in
supplementary material 2.

Study characteristics
All data are available in Table 1.

Population

The 10 randomised trials were published from 2004 to 2020. The sample
sizes ranged from 21 to 40 individuals aged 64 to 91 years (mean: 70.6) for
a total of 320 participants (209 women and 111 men) without apparent
comorbidities.

Participants were recruited from social centers or sports clubs for seniors,
by a registry from rehabilitation centers or other hospital care structures
or from institutions.
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PRISMA 2020 flow diagram for new systematic reviews which included searches of databases and registers only
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Identification of studies via databases and registers j

Records identified from
databases (911):

PEDro (181) — Sciencedirect

c
§
= (255) - Pubmed (162) — Embase e
E (291) — LILACS (22)
Records screened
(n = 25) i

Records removed before
screening.

Duplicate records removed
(n=108)

Records excluded**
(n=778)

Reports assessed for eligibility
(n=10)

Reports excluded:

Lower limb involved (n =5 )
Do not concerns older adults
(n=4)

Other reasons (n = 2)

Included

Studies included in qualitative
(n=10)
Studies included in quantitavie
synthesis
(n=8)

Figure 1 Flowchart describing search and selection process.
From: Page M], McKenzie JE, Bossuyt PM, Boutron I, Hoffmann TC, Mulrow CD, et al. The PRISMA 2020 statement: an updated guideline for reporting systematic reviews. BMJ 2021; 372:n71.

doi: 10.1136/bmj.n71
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Table 1 a) Ankle R.O.M. interventions
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D
Authors Population Intervention Outcomes Resules ii?;o
- . . Improvement for Ne in maximal dorsiflexion
The subjects, lying ) A  strenech. and d -
down, perform 4 range, passive resistance strength, and dynamic
Neol0 (31sp  maximal dorsiflexion balance by decreasing time on the modified
Jaidosi - e=10 women . < A : 3. loi rovement in static
(14138515]( et 65 years) under EMG control for  — Static balance 1HIJ(, pmﬁ 121[\{/?(/1". No improvement in static 6
o Ne= 9 women (753 SD 158 repeated 10 times,  +FRT e
= R his 3t Lk Dy e balance: Static balance (FRT):
8.3 years). chis 3 times a wee ynamic balance: Exnerimental erodm,
- over 8 weeks. +TUG  modified (ca]]ed +hXperimental group:
d=0.35cm and SD=3.11 cm
timed ugilit\' run) V\ =V c Sb=o.bc
AOMWT. +Control group:
pd=1.17 cm and SD=3.24 cm
Dynamic balance (1I0MWT):
+Experimental group:
pd=0.45 sec and SD= 0.81 sec
+Control group:
ud =04 sec and SD=1.04 sec.
. - Static balance: Significant improvement for Ne in joint ranges
. 20 min of 'gr'ade' 1 face of th P . and balancing ability for all stabilometric tests
Gong et al, — Ne=20 women  and IV mobilizations, —*surface of the trajectory (paired sample t-test, €=0.05) 3
2010 (69.50 SD 4.38 years) 3 times a week for 4 (mm?) qp e Sampre B S
= . 9 - . Static balance (COP path length):
Nc=20 women (6890  weeks. +1ength of the trajectory X 5
3 7 +Experimental group: pd= —82 mm and SD=
SD 5.53 years). (mm) 3043
+maximum velocity of the J-4omm .
. b +Control group: pd= —1.7 mm and SD= 24.85
trajectory (mm/s).
mm
No dynamic test.
Signiﬁcant improvements in ankle dorsiflexion
) Ne=18 (ﬂ68.ll SD 4.1 (w_rade 111 mgbiliza.tisan Static balance: amplitude, SLS, TUG and FRT.
(;]’10, Ko, et ycars) of 7 men and 11 of 30 sec 0{' the t}blO‘ +SLS (]-n S). Static balance (SLS) 5
Lee 2012 women astragalar joint 3times  j R (in mm). +Experimental group: pd= 6.8 sec and SD= 2.7
Ne=15 (66.2 SD 35 aweek for 4 weeks. Dynamic balance: sec
years) of 7 men and 8 +TUG (in s). +Control group: ptd=—0.4 sec and SD=L5 sec
women. Dynamic balance (TUG):
+Experimental group:
pd=2.8 sec and SD=1.9 sec
+Control group: ptd= 0.3 sec and SD= 0.9 sec
There was no significant improvement in bal-
3 series of 30 sec each of  Static balance: ance and ankle amplitudes for the control
Pertille e al.,  — Ne=16 women (69.12 grade 11l mobilization ~ + FRT (in cm). %1'09?‘1 Jance (ERT): 6
2012 SD 3.40 years) of the tibio-astragalar  + COP  trajectory (uﬂsing A[Earu.?a ame] : del 14 ¢ dsI 9 ?
Nc=16 women (68.43 joint. baropodometric platform: ~ *EXperimental group: pd=1.14 cm and SD=3.39
SD 3.33 years). in mm). cm
Dynamic balance: nwline + +Control group: ptd= —0.05 cm and SD=4.29
TUG (s). cm
Dynamic balance (TUG):
+Experimental group: prd= —0.15 sec and SD=
0.38 sec
+Control group: prd= —0.13 sec and SD= 0.80
sec
N=80 ~ . . R Static balance: .
G e etch-
e Nstretching=40  sub- aystrog‘nu’{nl.‘ls-strnt‘k 4 SLS test alone (s) Impmwmu’ft of OLB time in elderly subjects
Shafizadegan ing 4 times for 60 sec . after stretchin
et al.. 2019 jects (20 young and ¢ performing a calfk- * by stabilometry: § & 6

20 old (10 men and 10
women 67.43 SD 5.44
years).

Ne=10 stretching
Ne=10 KT

taping.

« excursion of the COP
(mm)

+ COP trajectory (mm)

- COP velocity (mm/s)

Gastrocnemius stretching is more effective
than KT in improving static balance.

Article not retained for quantitative ;malysis
(lack of normality).

BMI: Body Mass Index -KT: K-Taping © - Nc (¢): number of participants in control (experimental) group - SD: Standard deviation - pd: mean
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Table 1 b) Strengthening interventions
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Authors Population Intervention Outcomes Results P‘EDm
score
40 min of electrostim- Improvement in dorsiflexion moment increases
ulation of the TA ac- postural balance. i
Amiridis et companied by active Static balance: Reductions in postural sways after electrostim-
al., 2005 — Ne=10 men (724 SD  isometric dorsiflexion AP and ML COP displace-  ulation of the tibialis anterior and increase in 4
3.5 years) of the ankle 4 times a ments (in cm) in RS (feet to-  the contribution of the ankle muscles to postu-
Ne=11men (7L9SD 7.1 week for 4 weeks. gether) and SLS conditions.  ral control
years) COP trajectory length in SLS condition and in
’ the anteroposterior axis:
+Experimental group: pd= 0.38 mm and SD=
0.06 mm
+Control group: gd= — 0.28 mm and SD= 0.04
mm
Ne: 17 men (73 SD 5 Maximum plant:u‘ flex- o . Exp]osivc»t_\,“pc muscle strcngthcning improves
Kobayashi et years) and 15 women  ion as fast as possible Static balance: 1ﬂﬂgfh Of‘ the rate of force moment development but not
al., 2015 70SD 7 years) every 5sec, 10 times, sit- move‘ment a'nd' surfa'cle of postural stability 4
Nc:14 m’en (72 SD 5 ting ona chair, in series the COP in SLS condition. CcOP p;lth 1cngth in SLS condition:
years) and 10 women  of 3. Experimental group:
(70 SD 5 years). Performed in the labo- pd= —23.97 mm and SD=49.09 mm
: ratory 2 days a week for Control group: pd= 27.75 mm and SD= 35.54
4 weeks. mm
. . o Training increases plantm‘ flexion force producr
Ema ect al, Nt:34 (17+17) men (73 E;;Fj?::ijf;:;fi?_ b?t'hc balfmc)e: SPC'C‘% (nTm/'S) tion capacity as well as maximum activation r
2017 SD 5 years). pos of the COP trajectory in capacity of the sural triceps but does not im- o

sible for 8 weeks, 3
times per week.

OLB condition.

prove postural balance.

COP movement speed in SLS condition:
Experimental group: yd: 12% and SD=21%
Control group: ptd=12% and SD=25%

Barbosa et al.,

2020

Nt=30 women (65.7 SD
5.1 years) nwline Ne=10
(66.1SD 4.5)

Ne5%=10 (64.6 SD 4.3)
Nel0%=10 (66.5 SD 6.5)

5 series for each lower
limb of maintenance of
p]antar isometric force
for 30 s once a week for
4 weeks at 5% or 10 %
of MVIC for the exper-
imental groups

Static balance (EC):
« mean sway amplitude (cm)
« mean sway speed (cm/s)
« frequency of sway (Hz)

The stability training decreased the force vari-
:Lbility for both groups (Ne5% and Nel0%), but
it increased the postural sways

COP mean sways spccd in AP direction:
Experimental group (Ne5%): ptd= 0.3 cm/s and
SD=0.22 cm/s

Control group: ,‘ud: 0.01 em/s and SD= 0.05
cm/s

AP :antero-posterior — EC : Eyes Closed — GL:gastrocnemius lateral - GM: gastrocnemius medial - MVIC :maximum Voluntary Isometric Force - Nt: entire sample — Ne: Control group - PF :plantar flexors — RF:
rectus femoralis - TA: Tibialis Anterior — TS: Triceps Surae

Table 1 ¢) Both ankle R.O.M. and strengthening intervention

. . PEDro
Authors Population Intervention Outcomes Results score
" Static balance:
[ - . . . Home stretching exercises . R .
Gras et al N ankle: 19 women formed 5 tinis 2 week - SLS No improvement obtained on each of the cri-
: (778 8D 5.7 years). p - time of holding foot teria measured and between groups (#=0.05). 4

2004

N hip: 16 subjects in-

cluding 1 man (74.3 SD
57 ye:u‘s).

for 4 min.

Home strengthening exer-
cises: 3 sets of 15 repetitions
cach 3 times a week.

Total duration of 8 weceks.

« joints and in tandem po-
sition
Dynamic balance:

. Wﬂ]king speed over bm.

- TUG

As this study is the only one in this category,
no comparison is possible.
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Description of interventions

With regard to the variables measured, several studies evluated the link
between ankle R.O.M. (dorsiflexion and plantar flexion) or strength of
ankle muscles and balance.

For ankle R.O.M., several techniques were used: joint mobilisation in
three studies [21, 22, 23] and stretching in two studies [24, 25]. Concerning
strecching, Shafizadegan is the only author not to measure ankle R.O.M.
The aim of her study was to compare the effectiveness of stretching ver-
sus k-taping ® on static balance. The measurement of dorsiflexion and
plantar flexion of the ankle was obtained by goniomertry (21, 22, 23, 24].
In his study Gajdosik only assessed dorsiflexion.

For the interventions that aimed to strengthen the plantar flexors (gas-
trocnemius or sural triceps alone), voluntary explosive contraction or 5%
and 10% of Maximum Voluntary Isometric Force (MVIC) is asked to the
cxpcrimcntal groups [13, 24, 25]. The tibialis anterior was strengthened
by clectrostimulation in one study [26]. The gain in muscle strength
was measured by electromyogram (EMG) [13, 24, 26, 27]dynamometry
[13, 24, 27], and 2D movement analysis [28] and muscle volume using
ultrasound [26].

One study’s goal was to observe the effects of strengthening and scretching
both ankle or hip muscles on balance [29].

Primary outcomes measures

Static balance was measured by clinical tests such as SLS [23, 25], the
FRT [20, 22] or Lateral Reach (LR) [23]. Tt was also measured using a
posturology platform [13, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28] as length of the center of
pressure (COP) trajectory alone or in the SLS condition, in the Romberg
position with or without feet together, some authors added the COP area.
Baropodometry was used in one study [22].

Dynamic balance was measured in three studies for those with ankle
R.O.M. interventions using clinical tests such as the modified or unmodi-
fied TUG (22, 23, 24] or the I0MWT [24].

Dynamic balance was not evaluated in any of the studies that included
strengthening exercises.

Risk of Bias Within Studies

The mean PEDro score of the selected articles was 4.8/10 [3, 4, 5, 6], which
is considered as medium [19]. Nine articles had a score bctwcgn 4 and
6 and only one was lower than 4. Only one study [24] concealed group
assignment. In addition, no study had therapist and subject blinding.
The interventions tested in these studies do not allow therapist blinding,.
However, an evaluator different than the therapist performed the mea-
sures in two studies [22, 29]. The study of Gong did not have comparable
groups at baseline. Three studies did not follow subjects to completion,
and no studies were conducted on an intention-to-treat basis.

Effects of interventions on balance
Effect of ankle R.O.M. interventions on balance

These interventions refers to mobilisation or stretching.

Among 5 studies measuring static balance, 3 observed a significant
improvement [21, 23, 25]. In the statistical comparison, the study by
Shafizadegan et al. was not included because he data did not followed a
normal distribution.

Meta-analyses of ankle R.OM. interventions (Figure 2) revealed no
effects on static balance (SMD =1.49; 95% CI = —0.15 t0 3.12; P = 0.07 ;
12 293%). Subgroup analyses of ankle R.OM. interventions were pooled
into mobilisations and static stretching.

For the subgroup mobilisation, the meta-analysis reported a significant
difference in favour of the mobilisation group on static balance (SMD
=2.06;95% CI = 0.15t0 3.97; P = 0.03 ; 12 = 93%). On the contrary, static
stretching had no improvement on static balance (SMD =—0.25; 95% CI
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= —1.15to0 0.66; P = 0.66).
Concerning dynamic balance, 2 studies showed a significant improvement
23, 24].

Meta-analyses of ankle R.O.M. interventions (Figure 3) revealed no
dynamic ba]ante improvement (SMD = 0.56; 95% CI = —0.46 to 1.58; P =
0.28; 12 = 80%). Subgroup analyses of ankle R.O.M. interventions were

also pooled into mobilisations and static stretching.

For the subgroup mobilisation, the results demonstrated no effect on
dynamic balance (SMD =0.80; 95% CI = —0.73 t0 2.33; P = 0.31; 12 - 88%).
Static stretching did not show any improvement on dynamic balance
(SMD =0.05; 95% CI = —0.85 to 0.95; P = 0.91).

For all of these comparisons, the rate of heterogeneity is high (over than
80%). The sensitivity analysis does not identify a study that can worsen
the overall heterogeneity.

Effect of strengthening

For the 4 studies [13, 26, 27, 28] with strengthening interventions, 3 studies
did not demonstrate improvement in static balance, unlike Amiridis’
study which show an improvement in static balance by clectrostimulation
of the tibialis anterior [28]. Three of them [13, 24, 26] concluded that
there was an improvement in the moment of force of the muscles and in
one, a decrease in force variability [26].

Meta-analyses of strengthening interventions (Figure 4) revealed no
difference between the 2 groups on static balance (SMD = 1.01; 95% CI =
—0.48 t0 2.51; P = 0.18 5 I% = 91%).

A sensitivity analysis (Flgme 5) could explain the inconsistency (12 = 0%)
when excluding Amiridis’ scudy (wide CI).

The funnel plot is not feasible due to the small number of scudies ( <

10).

Assessment of the certainty using the GRADE classification

Concerning the GRADE approach, the two outcomes (static and dy-
namic balance) measures for this study are reliable. The risk of bias for
cach outcome is serious and thus downgraded it of 1 level. Furthermore,
inconsistency is very serious (I2 > 90%) except for static balance and
strengthening (heterogeneity had been explained by removing Amiridis’
study). Most of the studies suffer from imprecision due to the small
numbers of participants. We thus assign a low-to-moderate level of ev-
idence of ankle R.O.M for improving static balance, a moderate level
of evidence of ankle strengthening for improving static balance and a
low-tomoderate level of evidence for improving dynamic balance with
ankle R.O.M interventions.

Table 2 PEDro scores

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 Total

score /10
Gras et al., 2004 r 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 4
Gajdosik et al., 2005 1 1 1 10 0 0 1 0 1 1 6
Amiridis et al., 2005 o 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4
Gong et al., 2010 1 1 0o 1.0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
Cho et al., 2011 o 1 o0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 5
Pertille et al., 2012 1 1 0o 1 0 0 1 10 1 1 6
Kob:l_y;lshi etal., 2015 o 1 o0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4
Ema et al., 2017 o 1t o 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 5
Shafizadeganetal, 2019 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 6

Barbosa et al*., 2020 r 1 0 1 0 0 O 1 0 1 1 5

1 Eligibilic
blinding,
measures and variability data. *Not extracted from PEDro websice

iteria, 2 Random allocation 3 Concealed allocation, 4 Groups similar at bascline, 5 Participane blinding, 6 Therapist

7 Assessor blinding, 8 <15% dropouts, 9 Intention-to-treat analysis, 10 Between-group statistical comparison, 11 Point
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Experimental Controd Sid. Mean Defference Sod. Mean Difference
Susdy of Subgroup  Mean S0 Toial Mean Sh Toisl Weight IV, Random, 55% 01 Year IV, Randem, 35% C1
1.1.1 Mobilizations
Gong etal, 2000 B2 30428 20 17 4852 W0 150% THIN 93,373 M0 -
Cho el al, 2011 6.8 2T 18 04 15 15 M4.3% T4 1208, 4200 2011 -
Partille elal, 2012 114 3387 16 -005 4386 16 I158% 0.30 F0.40,1.000 2002 i
Subtetal (35% Ci) 54 1 TE% 206 [0L15, 3.97) -
Heterpgengity Tau®= 2 65, Chi®= 2860, df= 2 (P < DUD0O001), P=93%
Testfor overall effect 2= 211 (F = 0003)
1.1.2 Static stratching
Gajdosi et al, 2005 03s 31 10 1aF 3 9 250% <025 115, 086) 2005 -
Subtotal [%5% CN) 0 8 25.0% 025 [-1.15, 0.68)
Hedarogenaity: Mot applicable
Tuest for covgrall effect I=10.53 (P =0.5%)
Total (95% Ciy 64 60 100.0% 149 [-015, 3.12)
Heterpgengity Tau®= 2 57, Ch"= 41,70, df= 3 (P < DUD0O001), = 93% ~1.i[| jﬁl |:i g 'ﬁﬂ
Test for overall effact 2= 1.78 (F = 0007) Wt ol ini il
Tustfor subaroun differences: Chi'= 458, 8= 1 (P=0.03), P= TR 2% FVoUr control - In Eavour experime

Figure 2 Forest plot of the effects of ankle R.O.M interventions on static balance

Experimantal Control 5td, Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Maan S0 Tolal Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 55% 1 Year IV, Ramdiom. 95% C1
2.1.1 Mabaizations
Choetal, 2011 2B 18 18 03 0% 15 33 1580079, 239 2011 -
Fartille et al, 2012 015 039 16 013 0796 16 351% 003 066, OLFE] 2012
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Figure 3 Forest plot of ankle R.O.M. interventions on dynamic balance
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Figure 4 Forest plot of strengthening interventions on static balance
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Figure 5 Forest plot of muscular strengthening on static balance, study of Amiridis removed

Discussion

Effects of mobilisations and stretching

The authors found that grade I1I and IV mobilisations improve static
balance. These techniques are standardised and therefore lend themselves

Iy Barwduir conitrad  In Tavour expénimental

perfectly to research. The 3 studies which used these techniques [20, 21,
22] are quite comparable, except for Gong’s additional mobilisation of
the midfoot joints. The other differences mainly concern the different
tests used (stabilometry, SLS) and the duration of treatment, which may
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Table 3 Cerrainty assessment of evidence for each outcome

Boivin et al.

No of studies  Design  Risk of bias Inconsistency Indirectness  Imprecision  Publication bias  Association Certainty
(overall score)
Outcome: Static balance by ankle ROM
4 RCT Serious Very serious: =1 None Serious Not applicable Not strong  2: Low to moderate
—0.5
Outcome: Static balance by ankle strength
4 RCT Serious None None Serious Not applicable Not strong  3: Moderate
—0.5
Outcome: Dynamic balance by ankle ROM
3 RCT Serious Very serious: —1  None Serious Not applicable Not strong  2: Low to moderate
—0.5

explain the high rate of heterogeneity. Contrary to Gong and Cho, Pertille
studied the immediate effects and didn’c obtain any improvement in joint
amplitude or balance. For Gong and Cho, sessions performed over a
minimum of 4 weeks improved static balance which is consistent with
the literacure [30].

The beneficial effects of repeated mobilisations over 4 weeks on static
balance (back and forth movements for 7 to 8 minutes) could be explained
by an excitation of the joint receptors, thus making the detection of’
imbalances more effective. Older adults have a less effective sense of
discrimination of their ankle movements than younger adules [3].
Clinical relevance cannot be confirmed due to the lack of MCID of the
different tests in scientific literature.

The strecching interventions did not show any beneficial effects on static
balance. This is consistent with a study done by Han, who observed
that seniors had difficulty maintaining their balance directly after static
stretching [31]. We can assume that stretching transient]y modifies the
excitability of the neuro-muscular spindle (NMS). A delay in recalibration
of these same NMS would then be necessary.

Effects of strengthening

Studies aiming to strengthen the ankle muscles did not show any im-
provement in static balance of older adults though they report a gain in
strength. These studies are different: Amiridis noted an improvement
in static balance after electrostimulation of the tibialis anterior whereas
Kobayashi and Ema did not find any difference after explosive strength-
ening of the calf muscles.

Finally, ageing is a polymodal phenomenon. As proposed by Catcagni
et al [32], it seems more appropriate for us to talk about neuromuscular
ageing rather than isolated muscular ageing. When comparing fallers to
non-fallers, they noted a deficit of supra-spinal origin as the cause of falls
rather than a spinal origin (Ia fibers afferent to the & motor neurons),
in the context of a decrease in maximal voluntary contraction of the
plantar flexors. The authors noted that muscles’ intrinsic changes are
accompanied by an alteration of the supra-spinal structures controlling
muscular contractions. Rehabilitation movements involving supra-spinal
loops at a cortical and sub-cortical level would be better suited for im-
proving balance in older adults that are subject to falling rather than
muscle strengthening on its own.

To conclude, whilst dynamic balance did not improve we have seen that
joint mobilisations improve static balance. The clinical tests used to
study dynamic balance are the TUG and the I0MWT. In a simplistic way,
we can say that dynamic balance requires much greater motor control
[33] than static balance. The ageing of cortical structures (motor and
premotor areas) must therefore be considered in this situation with a

controlled mode of regulation, unlike static balance which acts according
to a reflex mode. If the outcomes of these studies were cinematic gait
analysis, the results would have been different.

Limitations

The high rates of heterogeneity could be explained for several reasons.
First, as stated before, selection bias is evident. The participants ranged
from people from sports associations for seniors to people hospitalised
in follow-up care and rehabilitation service which is why their perfor-
mances in terms of balance seem to be very different. In that way, no
article included frail older adults whereas they are able to improve their
performance [34].

Secondly, studies had different methods of evaluating balance. For many
balance tests, the MCID is not reported therefore no clinical relevance
can be established. Finally, the interventions in the various studies were
also quite different.

Many questions remained unanswered here such as the kind of grade of’
ankle mobilisation to use, the effect of this rehabilitation on frail people
and the effect of eccentric contraction on ankle muscles. Many other
studies could be performed to answer these questions.

Conclusion

As seen previously, grade 11T and IV mobilisations improve the static bal-
ance of older adults. However, we do not know how they are performed,
nor do we know what contribution they make to a rehabilitation program
for balance. Stretching did show some effect on the improvement of’
static and dynamic balance. Then, muscle strengthening, especially of the
exp]osive or isometric type, does not seem to improve static balance. This
is to be considered in the context of important selection bias with much
younger participants. It would be necessary to consider frail seniors, in
particular of eccentric strengthening of the sural triceps, with regards
to data on of gait analysis. Finally, no intervention showed improve-
ment when it comes to dynamic balance, most likely because of some
cortical involvement in the realisation of the movement, which was not
considered in this study as it was based on the muscle and the joint. It is
clear that further high-powered randomised trials are needed to improve
methodological quality.
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