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ARTICLE OPEN

The effect of Functional Electrical Stimulation-assisted posture-
shifting in bone mineral density: case series-pilot study
Monica Armengol 1✉, Ioannis D. Zoulias1, Robin S. Gibbons2, Ian McCarthy3, Brian J. Andrews4,5, William S. Harwin1 and
William Holderbaum1,6

© Crown 2022

STUDY DESIGN: A training intervention study using standing dynamic load-shifting Functional Electrical Stimulation (FES) in a
group of individuals with complete spinal cord injury (SCI) T2 to T10.
OBJECTIVES: Investigate the effect of FES-assisted dynamic load-shifting exercises on bone mineral density (BMD).
SETTING: University Lab within the Biomedical Engineering
METHODS: Twelve participants with ASIA A SCI were recruited for this study. Three participants completed side-to-side load-
shifting FES-assisted exercises for 29 ± 5 weeks, 2× per week for 1 h, and FES knee extension exercises on alternate days 3× per
week for 1 h. Volumetric Bone Mineral density (vBMD) at the distal femur and tibia were assessed using peripheral quantitative
computed tomography (pQCT) before and after the intervention study.
RESULTS: Participants with acute and subacute SCI showed an absolute increase of f trabecular vBMD (vBMDTRAB) in the
proximal (mean of 26.9%) and distal tibia (mean of 22.35%). Loss of vBMDTRAB in the distal femur was observed.
CONCLUSION: Improvements in vBMDTRAB in the distal tibia were found in acute and subacute SCI participants, and in the
proximal tibia of acute participants, when subjected to anti-gravity FES-assisted load-bearing exercises for 29 ± 5 weeks. No
vBMD improvement in distal femur or tibial shaft were observed in any of the participants as was expected. However,
improvements of vBMD in the proximal and distal tibia were observed in two participants. This study provides evidence of an
improvement of vBMDTRAB, when combining high-intensity exercises with lower intensity exercises 5× per week for 1 h.
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INTRODUCTION
After Spinal Cord Injury (SCI), secondary complications, such as
rapid decrease in sub-lesional bone mineral density (BMD)
concurrent with severe muscle atrophy occurs. Up to 40% of
BMD can be lost within two years post-injury [1]. This reduction in
BMD mainly occurs in the tibia [2], making individuals with SCI
5-23 times more likely to have a tibial or femoral fracture
compared to the general population [3]. Additionally, fractures in
individuals with SCI can be complex and have severe con-
sequences, including increased morbidity [1], and high economic
[4] and social cost [5]. Therefore, the design and implementation
of rehabilitation therapies to improve or reduce bone loss in
individuals with SCI are timely.
The mechanotranductor nature of the bone as a response to

loading and muscle contractions, allows us to hypothesise, that
under the right conditions bone can regenerate [6]. The effect
of exercise in BMD has been investigated by many authors with
mixed results. Functional Electrical Stimulation (FES) is a
technique that uses low-level electrical currents to activate
neural filaments, which if applied to the nerve endings

associated with muscles, it causes the muscle to contract and
therefore elicit movement.
FES training interventions sessions of 15–30 min, 3–5 days/

week over 6 months, have shown no changes in BMD during
FES cycling [7], or ambulatory walking for 12–20 weeks [8].
However, improvements in the distal femur and proximal tibia
of 11% and 12% respectively with FES cycling [9], and BMD
improvement of 30% in acute and chronic [10] individuals with
SCI performing resistive static exercises were shown in other
studies.
Although it is not clear the differentiating factor between these

studies, parameters such as the dosage (time of exercise per
week), the FES stimulator parameters (i.e., frequency, pulse
duration), the force achieved while standing, and the type of
exercise (resistive, passive, static or dynamic), could influence the
effect over BMD.
The current study aims to investigate the effect of FES-assisted

dynamic load-shifting exercise on BMD in the tibia and femur of
individuals with SCI. Specifically the magnitude and pattern of
joint contact forces (JCF) while loading.
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METHODS
Participants
Twelve participants with complete SCI (ASIA A) T2–T10 joined this study.
Informed written consent to take part was given by all participants. The
study was ethically reviewed and obtained approval from the National
Health System (NHS) and the University of Reading (UoR) Research
Ethics Committee. Inclusion criteria included adults age 18–65 years
with complete motor and sensory ASIA A SCI between T1 and T10.
Exclusion criteria included upper body motor disfunction that pre-
vented full control of upper limbs, previous fractures of femur or tibia
post SCI, severe autonomic dysreflexia, intake of medications that
would prevent or enhance bone formation, and pregnancy.

Equipment description
A smart standing exercise system [11] was developed in-house to allow
participants to carry-out dynamic posture shifting securely (Fig. 1.A). The smart
system consisted of a standing frame, a 16-channel FES stimulator, an exer-
game (exercise game) platform, and a motion capture (MOCAP) system
(Qualysis, Sweden). The smart frame had two force plates (4060, Bertec
Corporation, Ohio, USA), two handlebars on each side of the frame which
were mounted on six load sensors (S Type Load Cell (0–100 kg)–CZL301C,
Phidgets Inc, Canada), which enabled measurement of the forces applied
through the hands in three orthogonal directions. The frame also had a winch
attached to a harness (Maine Anti-Gravity Systems Inc, USA) worn by the
frame user. The 16-channel stimulator was developed in-house, and channels

were controlled through a PC. The stimulator signal power was adjusted
manually, followed by delivering pre-programmed stimulation in alternating
patterns to swift weight from side-to-side. Patterns were synchronised with
exer-game to guide movements.

Protocol for exercices: training and intervention
The study was divided into two phases: phase one FES leg conditioning
(FES-LC), and phase two FES intervention (FES-IP).

FES Leg conditioning (FES-LC). This phase aimed to condition and
strengthen the targeted muscles used during the FES-IP using FES.
These consisted on muscle strengthening exercises using FES stimula-
tion and muscle conditioning through stretching exercises. FES-LC
participants were trained to use a 4-channel FES stimulator (Odstock
Medical Ltd, Salisbury, UK) and on the placing of superficial electrodes
(PALS plus, Axelgaard Manufacturing Co, Denmark) over muscles in the
thigh (rectus femoris, vastus medialis and vastus lateralis) and calf
(gastrocnemius and soleus) at located motor points (Fig. 2). The Odstock
stimulator was set to a pulse frequency of 50 Hz, a pulse width of
250–300 µs, an amplitude of 100–115 mA, and a duty cycle on the pulse
train of 1:1 set at 6 s ON/OFF. The training consisted of isotonic
contractions of selected muscles alternating between legs. Leg
conditioning was home-based 60 min/day continuously, 5 days/week
(Supplementary Materials 1). Leg extension duration and fatigue were
assessed to monitor progress.

Fig. 1 FES assistive standing Frame. A Novel standing system for load shifting exercises, B–D Participant standing for FES-assisted weight
shifted exercises and infrared markers.

Fig. 2 Motor Point identification in thigh and calf muscles. Mapping of motor points and positioning of electrodes. A Motor points over
thigh muscles (rectus femoris, vastus medialis and vastus lateralis) that allowed extension of the leg. B Positioning of superficial electrodes for
FES-IP phase. C Motor points over calf muscles (gastrocnemius and soleus) to allow shifting of weight to the front of the foot.
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Stretching exercises aimed to elongate the hip flexors and hamstrings
which generally shorten after SCI due to prolonged sitting and standing
2–3 days/week for a minimum of 15 min were encouraged.
Prior to starting the FES-IP phase, participants had to demonstrate the

ability to carry out FES-LC continuously for one hour, while achieving
full extension of their knee. Additionally, participants were encouraged
to achieve passive standing balance for over 1 min on the laboratory
standing frame using a padded knee support. Parallel bars and heel
restraints were also used to help maintain the standing balance (Fig. 1C)
in a C-shape posture (Fig. 1B). A loose safety harness was used to avoid
collapse only and did not bear weight.

FES Intervention Phase (FES-IP)
Protocol: The same FES-LC motor point placements were used to
position the surface electrodes for this phase. Specifically, quadriceps,
gastrocnemius, gluteus, and tibialis anterior. The electrodes placed on
the gastrocnemius muscle were used to enable weight shift to the front
of the feet on the stimulated leg. An additional support to the core
muscles was given either by using 2 channel FES stimulation (P1, P3) or
by using a lumbar support belt (DonJoy, DJO Global, California, USA)
(P2, P3). The wheelchair was backed into the smart-frame, electrodes
leads were connected to the FES stimulator. Participants wore a safety
harness to avoid collapse.
Prior to FES standing, participants were asked to sit to the front of the

wheelchair cushion, with feet positioned on a pre-marked area on the
force plates. When instructed, participants stood using their arms for
lateral balance, while FES was simultaneously applied to the quadriceps.
During this phase, the safety harness winch was turned ON as a safety
mechanism. Once statically standing, participants were given time to
readjust themselves to achieve balance. As soon as the participant
indicated they were comfortable, the exer-game was started.
This phase (FES-IP) used an in-house 16-channel adjustable monophasic

pulse FES stimulator. Pulse width set to 250-300 µs with a 4 s 1:1 ON/OFF
duty cycle, alternating muscle stimulation from leg to leg.
Participants were instructed to shift their upper body weight (BW) from

side-to-side following visual cues provided by the exer-game synchro-
nously with FES stimulation. This side-to-side movement was incorporated
into a training session, twice a week for 60min at University facilities. On
the other 3/4 days, home-based FES-LC training, standing, and stretching
continued 60min per day.

Data recorded during FES-IP: Ground reaction forces (grf) measured
by the force plates, the timing and level of FES stimulation level, forces
applied in the hand bars obtained from load cells and exer-game difficulty
level were recorded. Additionally, every 3-4 weeks, 51 reflexive markers
were placed on anatomical landmarks to record participant’s motion in the
frame (Miqus M3, Qualisys AB) (Fig. 1C).

Bone mineral density measurements
pQCT scans. Bone measurements were carried out using a peripheral
Quantitative Computed Tomography (pQCT) scanner (XCT 3000, Stratec
Medical, Germany) (Fig. 3) which allows differentiation between the
trabecular and cortical bone by collecting volumetric BMD (vBMD) data.

pQCT scan protocol. Bone scans were acquired at two-time points; at
the beginning and end of the FES-IP phase. Both legs were scanned,
beginning with the most spastic leg reported by the participant. Scans
at 4%, 14%, and 66% of the tibia (malleolus reference line) and 4% and
14% proximally and distally (femur) of the tibial plateau were carried

out (Fig. 4). Each slice was 2 mm thick, with a speed of 30 mm/s, and
images were taken with a voxel size of 0.4 for femoral scans and of 0.5
for all other scans to compensate for thinning of the cortical walls
[2, 12].

Biomechanical modelling of participants
Kinematic and force data recorded during the FES-IP, was divided into 20 s
portions to allow for faster biomechanical analysis and used as input to the
biomechanical model (OpenSim, Stanford, USA). The first and last 5 min of
each session were disregarded.
A fully able-bodied model [13] was adapted to represent individuals

with SCI, by de-activating all lower-limb muscles, except those
stimulated by FES. Using static optimisation, JCF were calculated using
the resultant forces and moments at each joint (Supplementary
Materials 2. Appendix 1).

Outcome measurements
Biomechanical model. The peak JCF and the progression over time was
calculated. Specifically, the proportion of time where peak JCF
exceeded 1.2x BW and 1.5x BW thresholds was determined by adding
the recorded JCF of each joint as a percentage of the total time of the
session.

pQCT scans. Trabecular and cortical vBMD were calculated in the different
sections:

Epiphysis: The total vBMD (vBMDTOT), trabecular vBMD (vBMDTRAB) and
total bone cross-sectional area (CSATOT) were calculated. Thresholds of
180mg/cm3 for the tibia and 150mg/cm3 for the femur [14] to identify the
periosteal surface were used. The trabecular bone was defined as 45% of
the inner area.

Diaphysis: The cortical vBMD (vBMDCORT), cortical cross-sectional area
(CSACORT), the CSATOT, and the bone mineral content (BMC) were
calculated using a threshold of 710mg/cm3 [2].

Processing BMD data. Mean values of BMD area was taken from pQCT
scans at two-time points (t1, t2) at locations defined by patient-specific
length of the femoral and tibial bone. Data from the right and left leg were
averaged, except in cases where the scans from one leg were unusable
(i.e., presence of metallic pins or plates, high movement artefact due to
high spasticity, misplacement).
Bone loss functions developed by Eser et al. [12] where used to predict

bone loss in individuals with SCI in the distal tibia (DT) and distal femur (DF)
and the method was used to predict vBMD loss in the proximal tibia (PT).

Fig. 3 SCI participant lying supine in a pQCT scanner.

Fig. 4 Scanned regions in the lower limb. Original photo of from
CC BY-SA License [Internet]. 2020 was modified to include scanned
sections.
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RESULTS
Participant recruitment and retention in the study
Twelve participants were recruited for this study (Table 1).
However, only three participants completed both phases of the
study (Table 2). The others withdrew from the study for
different reasons (Supplementary Materials 1. Appendix 2).
Participants had complete SCI, ASIA A, with the level of injury

between T2-T6. Average age was 34.7 ± 2 years old. Time post-
injury was between 5–166 months at the time of the 1st visit.

FES training compliance
FES-LC was completed in 17 ± 6 weeks, and FES-IP continued
for a further 29 ± 5 weeks. Laboratory-based FES-IP compliance
during P1, P2, P3 was 82%, 63%, and 78% respectively, and

home-based FES-LC training for the three participants was
90%, 90%, and 30% respectively.

Joint Contact Forces (JCF)
Participants P1 and P2 showed a significant increase in mean
peak JCF (JCFmp) between weeks 10 and 15 in all joints.
P1 showed the greatest overall improvement in JCFmp and in
the time above 1.5 xBW (Fig. 5), compared to the other
participants. At the hip and ankle JCFmp were significantly
different (p= 0.0018). Participant P3 showed stable JCF
throughout the sessions (p > 0.05).
Figure 5 shows the percentage of time where JCF was above

1.5× BW. At the hip JCF was above 1.5× BW for 20% of the time
in all participants. Similarly, JCF at the knee and ankle were

Table 2. Participant demographics who completed the study.

ID ASIA Injury level Gender Age (1st visit) [yrs] Time post injury (at t1) [months] Injury classification
(@1st visit)

P1 A T6 M 36 12 Acute (<2 yrs)

P2 A T2 M 33 50 Subacute (2–4 yrs)

P3 A T5 M 34 172 Chronic (>4 yrs)

Fig. 5 Portion of time (in percentage) that each participant spent above the 1.5 xBW threshold of JCF at each joint over time.

Table 1. Participant demographics.

ID ASIA Injury level Gender Time post injury (1st visit) [yrs] Age [yrs]

P1 A T6 M 0.4 36

P2 A T2 M 3.7 33

P3 A T5 M 13.8 34

P4 A T6 F 5.6 38

P5 A T4 M 2.7 37

P6 A T10 F 6.5 36

P7 A T9 F 4.5 43

P8 A T4 M 18.25 37

P9 A T6 M 17.75 30

P10 A T4 F 17.83 38

P11 A T3 M 1.25 53

P12 A T2 M 1.92 23

M. Armengol et al.
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above 1.5× BW for 10% of the time for P1 and P2 between week
7 and 14, and less than 5% of the time for P3.

Bone changes
Experimental vs. predicted vBMD values. Bone loss is described in
Eq. 1, based on Eser et al. [12]. where t is time (years).

vBMDtrab xð Þ ¼
DT : 190:8 e�0:4t þ 65:2

DF : 139:2 e�0:56t þ 112:3

PT : 110:8 e�0:18t þ 105:3

8
><

>:
(1)

Absolute changes in vBMD (ΔvBMD) obtained from experi-
mental values for each participant (ΔvBMDp) and relative
changes calculated from Eq. 1 [12] are shown in Fig. 6.
Absolute vBMD loss in DF (vBMDTRAB) was observed in all

participants (2.2%,7.4%,20.1%, for P1,P2,P3 respectively)
(Fig. 7F). In relative terms, P1 showed 13% improvement of
ΔvBMDTRAB. Additionally, there was an increase of ΔvBMDTRAB

at DT for P1 and P2 in absolute and relative terms (Figs. 6 and
7A, B). In the DT, P1 (16.8%) and P2 (27.9%) showed absolute
improvements of ΔvBMDTRAB while P2 showed loss vBMDTRAB

(8.9%). A small loss of ΔvBMDTRAB was observed in PT for P1
(0.9%) and P3 (11,9%), while improvements of ΔvBMDTRAB were
apparent for P2 (52.9%) (Fig. 7E). Changes in cortical bone
(ΔvBMDCORT) showed minimal change (<1%) in absolute values
for all participants.

DISCUSSION
This study aimed to investigate the effect of FES-assisted dynamic
anti-gravitational load-shifting exercises in BMD in the distal femur
and tibia. This study provides some understanding of the effect of
dynamic FES-assisted anti-gravitational load-bearing exercises and
associated JCF forces on BMD in three individuals with complete SCI.

Recruitment and retention of participants
In this study, 25% of participants completed the study. Similar
studies in terms of commitment and time since injury have
reported a small number of participants in total [15] or in each
study group [16]. Other studies requiring “high-dose” training
(>= 2 days/week) were carried out at home [17, 18] or participants
lived close to the research facility. Home-based device for
exercises has substantial advantages where exercise compliance
is concerned.

Biomechanics of standing and loading
Participant P3 was unable to achieve full knee extension while
standing, although improvements in knee extension were
observed. Therefore, an extra point of contact consisting of a
sling supporting gluteus was used. This caused a backward
shift of the centre of mass (CoM) and centre of pressure (CoP),
which partially explains the reduced JCF achieved by this
participant, by reducing the lever arm for an already decreased
compressive force.

Fig. 6 Changes in BMD (absolute and relative) of each participant in different sections of the bone: 14% of femoral shank (FS), 4% of the distal
femur (DF), 4% of proximal tibia (PT) (or 96% of tibia), tibial shank (TS) at 66%, 38% and 14% from malleolus, and distal tibia (DT) at 4%.

Fig. 7 BMD changes at t1 (first row) to t2 (second row). Images correspond to pQCT sections of the Tibia 4%, 4%, 14%, 86% and 96% for
A–E respectively and Femur 4% and 14% for F, G respectively. Reference lines for these scans were the malleolus for A–D and the tibial plateau
for D–G. pQCT images A, C, F, G correspond to P1 and B, D, E correspond to P2.
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In this study, the JCF have been calculated from patient-specific
motion and force data and processed using validated biomecha-
nical tools modified to represent paraplegia.

Bone mineral density
After approximately 29 weeks of exercise, it was possible to
observe improvements in the epiphysis of the tibial bone, in both
4% DT and 4% PT. Improvements in vBMDTRAB at PT have been
observed in other studies that stimulated the quadriceps, during
resistive knee extension, standing [16], or 50 rev/min upright
cycling [18] in combination with other hamstrings and gluteus
stimulation. These studies, with a variable length of 24 weeks to
3 yrs, showed BMD recoveries of up to ~30% in the trained leg
versus the contralateral untrained control leg. Recovery of BMD at
DT, an area also at risk of fracture in individuals with an SCI [2], was
achieved by stimulating the soleus muscle 5× per week [17]. This
study shows that by combining both stimulations, improvement
in both DT and PT are achieved.
Recovery of BMD at DF has been observed in FES cycling

exercise therapies [9, 19], by stimulating the hamstring muscles in
combination to quadriceps and soleus/gastrocnemius muscle
groups.
In the current study, no significant differences in the vBMDCORT

were found nor improvement in DF were observed. After an SCI,
loss of trabecular bone occurs more rapidly than cortical bone [20]
where initial structural changes are due to wall thinning [2].
Studies have shown that cortical bone can thicken if the bone is

subjected to high strain levels [21] for prolonged times [22]. To the
authors knowledge, no study with individuals with SCI and FES-
assisted exercises has shown improvements in the cortical bone [23].

Thresholds for bone formation. Mechanotransduction properties
of bone [24], suggest that there is are upper and lower threshold
that favour bone restructuring [25]. In humans with SCI,
compression loads of approximately 1.5× BW showed vBMD
recovery, while the leg subjected to 0.4× BW showed no changes
in vBMD [16].
In this study, we estimated JCF at the hip, knee, and ankle joints,

using (a) real movement of each patient during the exercise
sessions (MOCAP), and (b) a validated biomechanical model,
modified to replicated stimulated muscles and surrounding
muscles that allow movement to be possible. Using these tools,
JCF and portion of time spent above different thresholds were
calculated. In this study, participants P1 and P2 spent over 10%
and 30% of the total time of sessions between weeks 7 to 14
above 1.5× BW, and 20% and 40% above 1.2× BW respectively in
the same period. Nevertheless, these thresholds were not
maintained for prolonged periods over FES-IP phase. Methodolo-
gical tests with larger size groups should be performed to better
understand the thresholds for bone formation and time they need
to be sustained in BMD.

Frequency/dose of FES-stimulation or FES-assisted exercises. The
frequency of FES stimulation application is also an important
factor for bone restructuring. Studies that have shown BMD
recovery or improvement were carried out for 30 to 60 min, 3× to
5× per week [17, 26]. Another study that showed 15% BMD
recovery in the line of action of the muscle at 1.4× BW, used a
dose of 10,000 pulse trains [26].
In this study, a 25% reduction in number of contractions per

week was applied to participants compared to the Shields et al.
study [17]. Participants in the current study were subjected to high
compressive forces (>1.2× BW) during FES-IP twice a week for 1 h,
and low forces (<1× BW) during FES-LC for another 3 days per
week. Participants with high compliance in both FES-IP and FES-LC
showed improvements in the DT and PT, while the participant
with low training compliance did not show significant changes in
vBMD.

These results suggest that the combined effect of low intensity
and high-intensity exercises could create vBMD improvements.
This finding can provide more flexibility in the exercise routines
aimed at vBMD improvements in individuals with SCI, as FES-LC is
easier to complete and requires less equipment.

Secondary qualitative benefits of FES
Participants of this study reported improvements of thermic
regulation while using FES and muscle hypertrophy. Additionally,
participants reported physiological benefits such as better self-
steam and empowerment, associated with standing and better
stability while standing. FES is a technology with the potential to
be portable and be used for any type of exercises that benefit the
health of individuals.

Future studies
This study suggests that combining low and high intensity
exercises could be beneficial to bone regeneration. Further
research with larger cohorts is needed to validate these findings.

DATA AVAILABILITY
Data and materials are achieved following university and funding body guidelines
and can be available on reasonable request.

REFERENCES
1. Ragnarsson KT. Bone loss and fractures in limbs paralyzed by spinal cord injury:

Prevention, diagnosis, and treatment. J Spinal Cord Med. 2015;38:10–2.
2. Eser P, Frotzler A, Zehnder Y, Denoth J. Fracture threshold in the femur and tibia

of people with spinal cord injury as determined by peripheral quantitative
computed tomography. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 2005;86:498–504.

3. Vestergaard P, Krogh K, Rejnmark L, Mosekilde L. Fracture rates and risk factors
for fractures in patients with spinal cord injury. Spinal Cord. 1998;36:790–6.

4. Dempster DW. Osteoporosis and the burden of osteoporosis-related fractures.
Am J Manag Care. 2011;17:164–9.

5. Barrett-Connor E. The economic and human costs of osteoporotic fracture. Am J
Med. 1995;98:3S–8S.

6. de Bruin ED, Frey-Rindova P, Herzog RE, Dietz V, Dambacher MA, Stussi E, et al.
Changes of tibia bone properties after spinal cord injury: effects of early inter-
vention. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 1999;80:214–20.

7. Lauer RT, Smith BT, Mulcahey MJ, Betz RR, Johnston TE. Effects of cycling and/or
electrical stimulation on bone mineral density in children with spinal cord injury.
Spinal Cord. 2011;49:917–23.

8. Needham-Shropshire BM, Broton JG, Klose J, LebwohI N, Guest RS, Jacobs PL.
Evaluation of a training program for persons with SCI paraplegia using the
Parastep 1 ambulation system: Part 3. Lack of effect on bone minearal density.
Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 1997;78:789–93.

9. Chen S-C, Lai C-H, Chan WP, Huang M-H, Tsai H-W, Chen J-JJ, et al. Increases in
bone mineral density after functional electrical stimulation cycling exercises in
spinal cord injured patients. Disabil Rehabil 2005;27:1337–41.

10. Dudley-Javoroski S, Shields RK. Asymmetric bone adaptations to soleus
mechanical loading after spinal cord injury. J Musculoskelet Neuronal Interact.
2008;8:227–38.

11. Zoulias ID, Armengol M, Poulton A, Andrews B, Gibbons R, Harwin WS, et al. Novel
instrumented frame for standing exercising of users with complete spinal cord
injuries. Sci Rep. 2019;9:1–12.

12. Eser P, Frotzler A, Zehnder Y, Wick L, Knecht H, Denoth J. Relationship between
the duration of paralysis and bone structure: A pQCT study of spinal cord injured
individuals. Bone 2004;34:869–80.

13. Rajagopal A, Dembia C, DeMers M, Delp D, Hicks J, Delp S, et al. Full body
musculoskeletal model for muscle-driven simulation of human gait. IEEE Trans
Biomed Eng. 2016;63:2068–79.

14. Giangregorio LM, Gibbs JC, Craven BC. Measuring muscle and bone in individuals
with neurologic impairment; lessons learned about participant selection and
pQCT scan acquisition and analysis. Osteoporos Int. 2016;27:2433–46.

15. Mohr T, Pødenphant J, Biering-Sørensen F, Galbo H, Thamsborg G, Kjær M, et al.
Increased bone mineral density after prolonged electrically induced cycle train-
ing of paralyzed limbs in spinal cord injured man. Calcif Tissue Int. 1997;61:22–5.

16. Dudley-Javoroski S, Saha PK, Liang G, Li C, Gao Z, Shields RK. High dose com-
pressive loads attenuate bone mineral loss in humans with spinal cord injury.
Osteoporos Int. 2012;23:2335–46.

M. Armengol et al.

6

Spinal Cord Series and Cases            (2022) 8:60 



17. Shields RK, Dudley-Javoroski S. Musculoskeletal plasticity after acute spinal cord
injury: effects of long-term neuromuscular electrical stimulation training. J Neu-
rophysiology. 2006;95:2380–90.

18. Mohr T, Andersen JL, Biering-Sørensen F, Galbo H, Bangsbo J, Wagner A, et al.
Long-term adaptation to electrically induced cycle training in severe spinal cord
injured individuals. Spinal cord J Int Med Soc Paraplegia 1997;35:1–16.

19. Frotzler A, Coupaud S, Perret C, Kakebeeke TH, Hunt KJ, Donaldson NDN, et al.
High-volume FES-cycling partially reverses bone loss in people with chronic
spinal cord injury. Bone 2008;43:169–76.

20. Cirnigliaro CM, Myslinski MJ, La Fountaine MF, Kirshblum SC, Forrest GF, Bauman
WA, et al. Bone loss at the distal femur and proximal tibia in persons with spinal
cord injury: Imaging approaches, risk of fracture, and potential treatment options.
Osteoporos Int [Internet]. 2016;28:747–65.

21. Hsieh YF, Robling AG, Ambrosius WT, Burr DB, Turner CH. Mechanical loading of
diaphyseal bone in vivo: The strain threshold for an osteogenic response varies
with location. J Bone Min Res. 2001;16:2291–7.

22. Wilks DC, Winwood K, Gilliver SF, Kwiet A, Chatfield M, Michaelis I, et al. Bone
mass and geometry of the tibia and the radius of master sprinters, middle and
long distance runners, race-walkers and sedentary control participants: A pQCT
study. Bone 2009;45:91–7.

23. Dudley-Javoroski S, Shields RK. Muscle and bone plasticity after spinal cord injury:
review of adaptations to disuse and to electrical muscle stimulation. J Rehabil Res
Dev. 2008;45:283–96.

24. Frost H. Bone “mass” and the “mechanostat”: A proposal. Anat Rec. 1987;219:1–9.
25. De Souza RL, Matsuura M, Eckstein F, Rawlinson SCF, Lanyon LE, Pitsillides AA,

et al. Non-invasive axial loading of mouse tibiae increases cortical bone formation
and modifies trabecular organization: A new model to study cortical and can-
cellous compartments in a single loaded element. Bone 2005;37:810–8.

26. Shields RK, Dudley-Javoroski S, Frey Law LA. Electrically-induced muscle con-
tractions influence bone density decline after spinal cord injury. Spine.
2006;31:548–53.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
Acknowledgements to Dr. Christopher Shackleton for the development of the
electrical stimulator. Dr. Angela Gall for her support and advice on patients with SCI.
Odstock medical Lmt. for the FES stimulators and training to use them and to all our
participants for their engagement throughout the trial. Dr. James Shippen for
providing access and support to BoB. Dr. Sylvie Coupaud who took the time to teach
us how to use the pQCT and take scans of individuals with SCI and Azmi Rahman for
his input.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
MA and IDZ carried out the pilot study. MA did the biomechanical model and
analysis, ethics approvals, and recruitment and data analysis. IDZ completed software
system and data collection for pilot study and contributions to electrical stimulation
development RS, helped with the design and protocols for pilot study. IM helped
with training and access to the pQCT scanner. BJA, WSH, and WH design and ideation
of the study design, provided support for study throughout and support to software
and hardware development.

FUNDING
Funding for this project was given by EPSRC reference number EP/L02019X/1.

COMPETING INTERESTS
The authors declare no competing interests.

ETHICS APPROVAL
The study presented in this document was carried out using ethics approvals from
the National Health System (NHS Research Ethics Committee (South West—Central
Bristol)). Approval 17/SW/0186 and the University of Reading (UoR) Research Ethics
Committee (Approval 14/3).

CONSENT FOR PUBLICATION
All authors and participants consent to the publication. Patient consent for images or
information used in a manuscript: Written and oral consent was given to use patient
information. Pictures have been modified to remove identifiable features of study
participants.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Supplementary information The online version contains supplementary material
available at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41394-022-00523-9.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to Monica
Armengol.

Reprints and permission information is available at http://www.nature.com/
reprints

Publisher’s note: Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,

adaptation, distribution and reproduction in anymedium or format, as long as you give
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party
material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in the
article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not permitted by statutory
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.
org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© Crown 2022

M. Armengol et al.

7

Spinal Cord Series and Cases            (2022) 8:60 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41394-022-00523-9
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	The effect of Functional Electrical Stimulation-assisted posture-shifting in bone mineral density: case series-pilot study
	Introduction
	Methods
	Participants
	Equipment description
	Protocol for exercices: training and intervention
	FES Leg conditioning (FES-LC)
	FES Intervention Phase (FES-IP)
	Protocol
	Data recorded during FES-IP

	Bone mineral density measurements
	pQCT scans
	pQCT scan protocol

	Biomechanical modelling of participants
	Outcome measurements
	Biomechanical model
	pQCT scans
	Epiphysis
	Diaphysis
	Processing BMD data


	Results
	Participant recruitment and retention in the study
	FES training compliance
	Joint Contact Forces (JCF)
	Bone changes
	Experimental vs. predicted vBMD values


	Discussion
	Recruitment and retention of participants
	Biomechanics of standing and loading
	Bone mineral density
	Thresholds for bone formation
	Frequency/dose of FES-stimulation or FES-assisted exercises

	Secondary qualitative benefits of FES
	Future studies

	References
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	Funding
	Competing interests
	Ethics approval
	Consent for publication
	ADDITIONAL INFORMATION




