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Abstract: Inertial measurement units (IMUs) are increasingly being used to assess knee function. The
aim of the study was to record patients’ activity levels and to detect new parameters for knee function
in the early postoperative phase after TKA. Twenty patients (n = 20) were prospectively enrolled.
Two sensors were attached to the affected leg. The data were recorded from the first day after TKA
until discharge. Algorithms were developed for detecting steps, range of motion, horizontal, sitting
and standing postures, as well as physical therapy. The mean number of steps increased from day
1 to discharge from 117.4 (SD =+ 110.5) to 858.7 (SD = 320.1), respectively. Patients” percentage of
immobilization during daytime (6 a.m. to 8 p.m.) was 91.2% on day one and still 69.9% on the last day.
Patients received daily continuous passive motion therapy (CPM) for a mean of 36.4 min (SD =+ 8.2).
The mean angular velocity at day 1 was 12.2 degrees per second (SD =+ 4.4) and increased to 28.7
(SD =+ 16.4) at discharge. This study shows that IMUs monitor patients” activity postoperatively well,
and a wide range of interindividual motion patterns was observed. These sensors may allow the
adjustment of physical exercise programs according to the patient’s individual needs.

Keywords: inertial measurement unit; TKA; remote monitoring; knee function; rehabilitation

1. Introduction

There is a growing interest in the use of sensors in orthopaedics. Sensor-assisted Total
Knee Arthroplasty or Sensor-guided Arthroscopy Training are common examples [1,2].

Wearable inertial measurement units (IMUs) are commonly used for assessing lower
extremity kinematics or after knee surgery [3]. They have gained popularity for monitoring
gait and joint function after TKA [4,5]. These systems allow a more objective assessment of
joint function offering detailed information about patients’ activity and, thus, allowing the
adjustment of postoperative rehabilitation programs on a more individual basis [6]. A large
number of different sensor types are used, depending on the aim of the investigations with
the result of a wide variety of spatiotemporal gait parameters [3]. No standardization in
measurement techniques or test methodologies has been established so far [4]. Sensors with
triaxial accelerometers are most frequently used in the functional assessment of patients.
Other uses include either inertial sensors equipped with triaxial accelerometers, gyroscopes
or magnetometers [4,6]. In addition, there is a significant variance in the sampling rate of
data recordings and the application of the sensor to the patient [4]. Accelerometers allow
extended monitoring of the general activity of patients due to better battery life and low
power consumption. The limitation of accelerometers is the lack of data quality referred
to as complex gait parameters in comparison to IMUs. Most accelerator systems were
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attached to the trunk, at the hip or back. Knee joint-specific parameters have not been
primarily investigated so far [4]. IMUs are valid and reliable for TKA patients.

IMUs enable the acquisition of more complex gait parameters and activity patterns.
Previously published studies analyzed the pre- and postoperative activity level measured
by the patient’s maximum knee angle, the impact load, the asymmetry in the impact load,
the knee joint flexion while walking, the number of steps taken and the time spent sitting.
The most commonly used measurement of patients” activity level is the number of steps
taken and range of knee motion [4,7-12]. However, current IMUs are unable to clearly
differentiate between certain activities of daily life (ADL), such as walking, sitting, standing,
lying down, climbing stairs, getting passive motion or physical therapy [7]. Most sensor-
based examinations after knee replacement refer to the functional analysis preoperatively
and weeks to months postoperatively. As the research group showed in previous work,
sensor-based assessment is reliable, but the functional assessment of improvement after
TKA and also in hip arthroplasty is diverse, not consistent and lacks adherence to core
outcome sets [6,13-16]. Most sensor-based examinations after knee replacement refer to
the functional analysis preoperatively and weeks to months postoperatively. It is known
that early and standardized recovery concepts after TKA and total hip arthroplasty (THA)
significantly reduce the length of hospital stay and the occurrence of complications [17,18].
However, the function of the knee joint and activity of the patient in the early postoperative
phase after TKA lacks objective data.

The aim of this study was to record the postoperative level of patients” activity in
more detail during their hospital stay after primary TKA using a novel IMU. Therefore,
the main purpose of the study is to prove the feasibility of providing complex and novel
movement parameters during a hospital stay. Novel parameters were measured analyzing
knee function and patient’s activity after surgery better. It was hypothesized that the
novel IMU would allow the characterization of different patient activities in more detail
quantitatively during the early postoperative period.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Participants

From September 2021 to March 2022, a total of 20 patients (n = 20) were prospectively
enrolled in the study.

The inclusion criterion for this study comprised patients treated with primary total
knee arthroplasty. Patients with unicondylar knee arthroplasty; postoperative compli-
cations, such as bleeding, signs of infection, severe joint effusion; an allergy to plasters,
cognitive deficits or multimorbidity (ASA III-IV), were excluded from the study.

Ethical approval was obtained from the Ethics Committee of the Landeséarztekammer
Brandenburg, Germany (ref.-number: AS 92(bB)/2018). All participants gave written consent.

2.2. Sensors

The Orthronic Smart Knee (OSK) sensor works with an inertial measurement unit,
including a 3-axis accelerometer/gyroscope/magnetometer. Other integrated sensors
record air pressure and temperature. The size of the sensor was 37 mm x 26 mm X 8 mm
(L x W x H) and a total weight of 6 g. The sensors recorded knee motion at a sampling
rate of 25 Hz and transmitted it to a tablet via Bluetooth. The sampling rate for measuring
the air pressure, temperature and the number of steps was reduced to 1 Hz.

If the IMU was unable to transfer data directly via Bluetooth, measurement data were
automatically saved in the integrated 512 MB memory in offline mode.

In the present study, the 290 mAh lithium polymer battery enabled measurement
intervals of 24 h in total.

The reliability of the sensors was proven during development by comparison to a
10-camera motion capture system (VICON-MX-S, Vicon Motion System Ltd., Oxford, UK)
with defined movements. A deviation with a mean of 5 degrees was shown [19]. Other
patient-related factors that could affect the reliability and accuracy of the sensors, such as
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the attachment to the skin or the tilting of the sensors due to muscle movements, were also
examined using the VICON® camera system. The more complex motion analysis of the
sensors showed a deviation of a maximum of six degrees.

2.3. Sensor Application

The measurements started on the first postoperative day. The proximal and distal
sensors were positioned on the ventral distal thigh over the quadriceps tendon and the
medial tibia (Figure 1). After connecting the sensors with the mobile application via
Bluetooth, the data were continuously recorded in offline mode for 24 h a day. The duration
of recording the motion was up to six days, from the first postoperative day to when the
patients were discharged (POD 1-6) from the hospital. The sensors were changed daily
every afternoon. For documentation purposes, a picture of the patient’s knee with the
applied sensor was taken every time. Additionally, patients protocoled their daily activities,
such as walking, going to the toilet, different exercises, physical therapy and climbing stairs,
including the corresponding time in which these activities took place. After the sensors
were removed, data were extracted to a tablet via Bluetooth.

O O

Figure 1. Sensor placement at the femur and tibia using sticky tape.

2.4. Measurements
2.4.1. Daily Distribution of Standing, Horizontal and Sitting Position

The integrated accelerators allowed the analysis of patients” positions. A standing
position was characterized by the vertical orientation of the thigh, a sitting position by
the horizontal orientation of the thigh and the vertical orientation of the lower leg and
a horizontal position by the horizontal orientation of both the upper and the lower part
of the leg (Figure 2). To ensure that sensor vibrations did not affect the recording of the
posture, measurements made using the accelerometer were filtered based on average data.
The size of the data window was 25 samples, which corresponds to a data collection time
of one second.

The definition of a standing position was the inclination of the upper leg with more
than 45 degrees with respect to the transverse plane (x > 45°). The definition of a sitting
position was the combination of an inclination of the upper leg with less than 45 degrees
and an inclination of the lower leg with more than 30 degrees with respect to the transverse
plane each (x < 45°, 3 > 30°). The lying position was defined as a combination of an
inclination of the upper leg with less than 12 degrees and an inclination of the lower leg
with less than 30 degrees with respect to the transverse plane each (o < 12°, 3 < 30°). The
data were analyzed for daytime from 6 a.m. to 8 p.m.
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Figure 2. Algorithms for detecting different postures of the patients, such as sitting, standing and lay
position by analyzing the position of the femur and tibia.

The postures were calculated at each measurement time. After that, all samples at which a
standing, sitting or lying posture was detected were counted. The total time for each posture
was computed relating to the number of samples meeting the described angle criteria.

2.4.2. Movements

A detected movement of the knee joint is defined as a significant change in knee angle
and direction of movement (Figure 3). The threshold was set for a significant change in knee
angle to 10 degrees to distinguish clearly between real movements and tremors or flickers. In
addition, it was not assumed that the knee angle would return to the initial value after the
movement. An example of that is the transition from a horizontal to a sitting position. A new
movement was detected as soon as the knee angle moved more than 10 degrees from the last
maximum and ended when a counter movement of more than 10 degrees was detected.

Movement example

35 A
—— Knee angle
Movement
30 A
25 4

N
o
I

Knee angle [degree]
-
w

101

09:13:10 09:13:15
Time [hour:minute:second]

Figure 3. Algorithm to detect and discriminate real movements from trembling or flickering. A
significant change in flexion angle greater than 10 degrees (threshold 10°) was counted as a movement.
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2.4.3. Steps

Algorithms for counting steps, which are standard in many accelerators, are supposed
to be less sensitive at the early stage after surgery because of the slow walking speed and
limited weight bearing.

Patient step counting was calculated based on the detected posture and changes in the
knee angle. A standing posture with a significant change of the knee angle of more than
20 degrees was counted as a step (Figure 4).

S0015 : Day: 2, example steps

—— knee angles

04 detected movements

Knee angle [degree]

0 4

09:35:10 09:35:15 09:35:20
Time [hour:minutes:seconds]

Figure 4. Algorithm to detect steps. Steps were detected when a standing posture with a significant
change of the knee angle greater than 20 degrees was measured by IMUs (threshold > 20 degrees).

2.4.4. Movement over Angular Velocity

The knee angle is measured at a rate of 25 times per second by the OSK-Sensor. The
angular velocity can be calculated using the first-time derivative.

change of knee angle
time interval

Angular velocity =

In the present measurements, the time interval was 40 ms.

2.4.5. Continuous Passive Motion (CPM)

CPM was defined as a significant change in knee movements with an angle change of
more than 10 degrees in a supine position of the patient. Furthermore, the movements were
slow and lasted longer than 12 s but less than a minute. A CPM training session involved
at least 10 resembling motions within a 15 min interval.

A minimum of 20 repetitions were executed during a session.

2.4.6. Stationary Cycling (MOTOmed®)

During the hospital stay, patients performed training sessions on a stationary bike
(MOTOmed®, RECK-Technik GmbH & Co. KG, 88422 Betzenweiler, Germany). This
exercise was performed while being seated and took less than three seconds per repetition.
During practice, these repetitive motions took place in rapid succession. If at least 250 of



J. Pers. Med. 2023, 13, 1628

6 of 14

these repetitive motions were detected without a break, the period was classified as a
MOTOmed® exercise session.

2.5. Statistical Analysis

All patient and operation-related data were pseudonymized and transferred to an
Excel sheet using the serial number “S00XX”. The patient’s names and case numbers were
removed. Assigning case-related data to specific patients was thereby not possible. All
continuous variables were expressed as mean and standard deviation. Figures have been
prepared with Python for SPSS V26 (IBM SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA).

No inductive statistics were used as no statistical hypothesis had to be proven. Analy-
sis was performed on a visual and documentation basis.

3. Results
3.1. Demographics

A total of 20 patients participated in the study, including nine males (n = 9) and eleven
females (n = 11), with a mean age of 69.6 years (SD £ 8.8) and a mean BMI of 29.9 (SD =+ 5.6).
The demographic data of the participants are shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Patients” demographic data.

Patient Data Overall (n = 20)
female: male (n) 11: 9
Age (years) 69.6 (SD =+ 8.8)
Heigth (in m) 1.7(SD £ 0.1)
Weight (in kg) 84.4 (SD £+ 19)
BMI (kg/m?) 29.9 (SD + 5.6)

All continuous variables were expressed as mean and standard deviation. Abbreviations: BMI—Body Mass Index.

3.2. Measurements of Patient Activity and Knee Function
3.2.1. Steps per Hour

The mean number of steps on the first day after surgery was 117.4 (SD £ 110.5) and
increased to 858.7 steps (SD = 320.1) at the time of discharge (POD 6). The average activity
level of patient S0011 is shown in Figure 5. The activity level was reflected by the number of
steps taken per hour. Step frequency increased significantly from the first postoperative day.

S0011 : Steps counted from kneeangle

175
150
125

100

Steps per measured daytime hour
N w ~
w o w

o

Day

Figure 5. Steps normalized per hour. Day 1 = first day after surgery, Patient S0011.
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The average number of steps performed by the patients during the entire measurement
period between day 1 and day 6 was 526.2 steps per day (SD =+ 431.9). The mean knee
flexion angle of all patients during walking was 30.9° across all days (SD =+ 6.5). The mean
walking time of the patients during the entire measurement period was 16.1 min per day
(SD £ 11.1).

3.2.2. Analysis of Postures during Daily Activity

There was an increase in the general activity with an increasing time of standing and
sitting positions and a decrease in the time of horizontal position. Figure 6 shows the results
of patient S0017 for illustrative purposes. The distribution of the position of the patients
on the first day after surgery was 91.2% in a horizontal position, 6.4% in a sitting position
and 2.4% in a standing position and changed to 69.9% in a horizontal position, 22.9% in a
sitting position and 7.1% in a standing position at the final day.

S0017 : Time in different postures during daytime

Time in standing position
100

50

time in position in percent

Time in sitting postion
100

” ///
0
Time in horizontal position
100

1 2 3 4 5 6
day after surgical intervention

time in position in percent

time in position in percent

Figure 6. Time given in percentage of different postures from 6 a.m. to 8 p.m. of Patient S0017.

3.2.3. Physical Therapy, CPM-Device

CPM was performed for a mean of 36.4 min per day (SD + 8.2). An example of a
detected CPM training is shown in Figure 7. The mean knee angle achieved was 82.9 degrees
(SD =+ 21.7) with a repetition rate of 42.1 (SD £ 16.3) movements per application. Ninety
degrees of knee flexion was achieved between the third and fourth day after surgery
(Figure 8).

3.2.4. Knee Flexion over Angular Velocity

Data evaluation of angular velocities used in motion revealed a significant trend over
the period of early postoperative rehabilitation. The mean velocity for a defined knee
joint movement with an angle change of more than 10 degrees regardless the activity was
12.2 degree per second on day one of the measurement (SD =+ 4.4). On the last day of
the measurement, the mean velocity was 28.7 degrees per second (SD =+ 16.4). Patients
moved their affected knee joints in a small range and at low speeds in the first few days
after surgery. During their hospital stay, they increased their range of motion and angular
velocity, which could already be seen at the time of discharge from the hospital. This is
shown in Figures 9 and 10 using patients S0011 and S0017 as an example.
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S0012 :, day: 3, CPM_Movement

Knee angle [degree]
N 8 [« (o]
o o o o

06:00 08:00 10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00 18:00 20:00

80 A

60

40 -

20 A

Knee angle [degree]

T T T T

09:00 09:05 09:10 09:15 09:20 09:25 09:30
Time [hour:minutes]

Figure 7. Example of a detected CPM training session for patient S0012 during 9.00 and 9.30 am. De-
spite the fact that the patients can move the knee up to 80 degrees, active movement was significantly
lower throughout the day.

CPM angles for different probands

120

100

@
3

Max angle in degree

60

—— 50011
—— 50012
—— 50015
—— 50016
—— 50017
40 3 —— 50018

-~ 50019
—— 50020

-~ 50021
—— 50022

2.0 25 3.0 35 4.0 45 5.0 5.5 6.0
Surgery day + xd

Figure 8. CPM-detected continuous passive motion angles over days.
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S0011, Day1, Movements over Angular Velocity S0011, Day6, Movements over Angular Velocity
100 100
I | 120
8 5 80 ' 100
8
z @ © z @
S <}
g g
g 0 8 60
) &
g 4 g 4 "
) i ’
20 L 20
10 . 2
L.
0 0 0 - 0
0 2 © 60 8 100 0 2 % 60 80 100
Knee flexion angle Knee flexion angle
(@) (b)
Figure 9. Knee flexion over angular velocity for patient S0011: (a) first day after surgery and (b) last
day of measurement, sixth postoperative day. The color of the squares shows the distribution of the
flexion angle in regard to the angle velocity. The dark color means more frequent movement.
S0017, Day1, Movements over Angular Velocity S0017, Day6, Movements over Angular Velocity
L. .. B .
100 100
12
20
80 " 8
150
g e 8 ) .
o o
g g
g 6 3 100
z 4 z 4
4
2 2 o
2
b
A A b L, . .
0 2 0 60 8 100 0 2 @ 60 80 100
Knee flexion angle Knee flexion angle
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Figure 10. Knee flexion over angular velocity for patient S0017: (a) first day after surgery and (b) last
day of measurement, sixth postoperative day. The color of the squares shows the distribution of the
flexion angle in regard to the angle velocity. The dark color means more frequent movement.

3.2.5. Analysis of Stair Climbing

Going up and down stairs is one of the patient’s most important therapeutic goals for
the activities of daily life. This is characterized by a rapid change in altitude detected by
the air pressure sensor with simultaneous knee activity, as shown in Figure 11. Using an
elevator is an alternative to climbing stairs in the early period after surgery. The change in
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altitude is also recognized by air pressure, but the associated knee movement is missing
(Figure 12).

Stair example

-0.5 4

-1.0 4

-1.54

Height difference [m]

14:51:45 14:52:00 14:52:15 14:52:30 14:52:45 14:53:00 14:53:15
Time [hours:minutes:seconds]

»
(=]
I

w
o
L

=
o
L

Knee angle [degree]
N
o

o
1

14:51:45 14:52:00 14:52:15 14:52:30 14:52:45 14:53:00 14:53:15
Time [hours:minutes:seconds]

Figure 11. Example of a patient who is climbing stairs.

Elevator example

Height difference [m]
)
N

-26 4

13:58:00 13:58:30 13:59:00 13:59:30 14:00:00 14:00:3
Time [hours:minutes:seconds])

75 4

50 | e SR S A o

25 4

Knee angle [degree]

13:58:00 13:58:30 13:59:00 13:59:30 14:00:00 14:00:3
Time [hours:minutes:seconds])

Figure 12. A patient using an elevator.

4. Discussion

The most important finding of the study is that IMUs offered detailed monitoring
of different patient’s activities after TKA in the early postoperative period. The hypothe-
sis, that the novel IMU allows to characterize different patient’s activities in more detail
quantitatively at the early postoperative period, can be accepted. The recording of several
functional parameters of the knee joint made it possible to compare the activity level of the
participants with the result of major differences in the level of postoperative mobilization
between patients.

In addition to recording functional parameters of the knee joint, the sensors allowed
to identify various activities of the patient’s daily life. Patient’s therapy goals during the
hospital stay and criteria of discharge can be objectified quantitatively with the help of data
analysis of the IMU. The sensors could be an important tool to analyze the postoperative
progress in patient mobilization and recovery in real time. Due to the more detailed
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assessment of patients, activity rehabilitation programs can be individualized according to
patients” need.

The integration of different sensor types into the IMU allowed us to distinguish
different functional and activity parameters, which could be quantified using algorithms.
However, some of the parameters had to be read out manually, such as climbing stairs
or using an elevator. Different methods are used in sensor-based measurements of knee
patients. The review of Small et al. has shown that the type of sensors being used for
gait analysis changed between 2008 and 2016. Initially, uniaxial accelerometers were used.
Recent publications mostly imply triaxial IMUs [1].

A two-sensor-based measurement method was used in the current study, with one
sensor placed over the anterior distal femur and the other over the proximal medial tibial
surface. A similar position was reported by others [9]. However, alternatively, sensor
positioning may also be in the sagittal plane at the lateral femur and tibia for instance [20].
There are also measuring systems with multiple sensors available, which are attached in
different positions on the body and often fixed with multiple belts, such as in the DynaPort®-
System [21,22]. It seems that none of the sensor systems allow a consistently high level of
accuracy in all motion variables. It depends on which parameters are examined [23]. The
usage of more than two sensors makes recording daily activity rather impossible. The key
determinant of applicability seems to be the simple usage for patients.

The threshold of 20 degrees was chosen to distinguish true steps with near-normal
knee function from movements rather than performed with a stiff knee joint while walking.
Thus, a change of knee angle of less than 20 degrees was not detected routinely by the
current algorithm. Therefore, the number of steps may be underrepresented. The threshold
is still of debate and may be reduced to 15 degrees for instance. Hayashi et al. used an IMU
attached with a belt around the waist and showed a significantly higher rate of counted
steps per day for patients in the early postoperative phase after TKA (POD 3-10) [24].
However, the IMU attached to the waist might also have detected other motion activities
than the overall step counting. The number of steps is recorded by others using a single
IMU according to an algorithm, which distinguished between static and dynamic activities,
counting all peaks in the vertical signal as steps and all peaks in the anteroposterior signal
as a complete gait cycle (2 steps) [25].

In order to record the different postures of the patients, we used an algorithm that
calculated the position of the two sensors in relation to one another. Based on previously de-
fined angles, we differentiated between a sitting, standing or horizontal position. Lipperts
et al. chose another method by using the inclination angle of a single triaxial accelerome-
ter for distinguishing between sitting and standing positions and defined them as static
activities [25].

An increase in the physical activity of the patients was observed during early rehabili-
tation at the hospital. While patients predominantly were lying in bed during the first few
days, the activity pattern shifted to a higher percentage of standing and sitting positions.
However, significant heterogeneity between the patients was noted.

Patients’ motivation but also patients’ preparation for surgery and the early postsurgi-
cal period showed a significant impact [17,18]. Taking the current data into consideration,
it shows that early inpatient mobilization after TKA was rather insufficient. There seems
to be a lack of encouragement for patients” mobilization. The results emphasize the need
for advanced recovery concepts. Generally, perioperative care and integrated education
programs are insufficiently focused but hold high potential for outcome improvement [26].

The movements in regard to angular velocities showed an interesting trend over
the entire time of recording. Already in the first days after surgery, the patients used
higher knee angles with a higher speed more frequently. An explanation might include the
reduction in pain and swelling, improved coordination while walking and a wider range
of motion. Muscle function may improve at the early phase as well, which requires a more
detailed investigation of muscle function prior to and at the early stage after surgery.



J. Pers. Med. 2023, 13, 1628

12 of 14

The level of overall activity during hospital the stay was rather low. These data
cannot be generalized, however, as they represent the results of a single center. These data
are valuable to improve patients’ care during hospitalization and can be used for quality
assessment purposes.

The collected data showed that patients presented a very individual level of mobility.
In some cases, the percentage between the standing and supine positions differed in
an inversely proportional manner to the number of days after surgery. Some patients
had a larger number of steps taken on the 2nd than on the 3rd or 4th postoperative day.
Nevertheless, it should be noted that the recording period involved the weekends as
well. Less activity during the weekend in general seems to be partially caused by fewer
physiotherapy sessions. It also showed that the patient’s mobility seems to rely mainly
on daily physiotherapy compared to self-mobilization, which is partially in line with
other findings [27] but supports the need for defining precise programs for home-based
approaches. This also shows the strong need for digital and virtual reality rehabilitation
approaches [28-30]. The importance of compliance issues is still unknown when self-
mobilization is recommended. A high variance in the level of activity of patients after TKA
was reported by others, but it has to be mentioned that the measurement with a watch is a
limiting factor in the comparison of the data with our study [31].

The sensors are not only applicable for general monitoring of patient’s daily activity
but may also be used while performing specific exercises. The Sensor and accompanying
System will be used in an already planned clinical trial on Compliance parameters for
physical therapy interventions after Total Knee Arthroplasty with a focus on APP-based
rehabilitation. It might also be used in combination with Neural Networks for decision
making in primary or revision TKA [32]. They could also further inform predictive model
studies on pain or length of stay [33].

Due to the ease of use and independence from the clinical environment, the IMU could
also measure patients’ mobilization after discharge from the hospital providing important
information to the Orthopedic Surgeon and practitioner at the follow-up examination.

5. Conclusions

The objective parameter of movements over angular velocities could be a new decisive
criterion for the patient’s knee function. The wearable IMUs are a quick and easy solution
to measure a patient’s activity level and could contribute to low-threshold monitoring
of postoperative knee function to help quantify improvements in both activity and knee
motion following TKA. The usage of IMUs might aid in the development of home-based
physical exercise programs. These programs might be adjusted to the individual needs
of patients.

6. Limitation

A limiting confounder could be the visible presence of the sensors, which could
have led to an increase in compliance by both the patients and the physical therapists.
Furthermore, some of the participants in the study were on different wards with different
therapists, who might have administered different rehabilitative exercises. On the other
hand, this often reflects the reality of inpatient physiotherapeutic care. The number of steps
might have been underrepresented due to our algorithm.

Additionally, the length of inpatient stays was different in some cases, which had an
impact on the duration of the postoperative measurement and, thus, on the increase in the
activity pattern.



J. Pers. Med. 2023, 13, 1628 13 of 14

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, R.B., R.P. and J.R.; methodology, R.P. and J.R.; software,
J.R.; validation, S.K., H.H. and J.R; formal analysis, S.K. and J.R.; investigation, S.K. and H.T.H.;
resources, ].R. and R.B.; data curation, J.R.; writing—original draft preparation, S.K., R.P.and H.H.;
writing—review and editing, R.B., H.H., H-T.H. and M.E K.; visualization J.R.; supervision, R.P. and
R.B.; funding acquisition, J.R. and R.B. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: Funded by the Ministry of Science, Research and Cultural Affairs of the State of Bran-
denburg. Material delivery and Sensor development was financed by StatConsults GmbH. Funded
by the Brandenburg Medical School (MHB) publication fund supported by the German Research
Foundation (DFG).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Ethical approval was obtained from the Ethics Committee
of the Landesédrztekammer Brandenburg, Germany (ref.-number: AS 92(bB)/2018).

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study.
Data Availability Statement: Additional Data is available on request from the corresponding author.

Conflicts of Interest: Author Jan Reichmann was employed by the company StatConsult GmbH.
The remaining authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or
financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Sava, M.-P; Hara, H.; Alexandra, L.; Hiigli, R.W.; Hirschmann, M.T. Verasense sensor-assisted total knee arthroplasty showed
no difference in range of motion, reoperation rate or functional outcomes when compared to manually balanced total knee
arthroplasty: A systematic review. Knee Surg. Sports Traumatol. Arthrosc. 2023, 31, 1851-1858. [CrossRef]

Aksoy, M.E.; Kocaoglu, B.; Izzetoglu, K.; Agrali, A.; Yoner, S.I; Polat, M.D.; Kayaalp, M.E.; Yozgatli, TK.; Kaya, A.; Becker,
R. Assessment of learning in simulator-based arthroscopy training with the diagnostic arthroscopy skill score (DASS) and
neurophysiological measures. Knee Surg. Sports Traumatol. Arthrosc. 2023. Epub ahead of print. [CrossRef]

Zeng, Z.; Liu, Y,; Hu, X,; Tang, M.; Wang, L. Validity and Reliability of Inertial Measurement Units on Lower Extremity Kinematics
During Running: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. Sports Med. Open 2022, 8, 86. [CrossRef]

Small, S.R.; Bullock, G.S.; Khalid, S.; Barker, K.; Trivella, M.; Price, A.J. Current clinical utilisation of wearable motion sensors for
the assessment of outcome following knee arthroplasty: A scoping review. BM] Open 2019, 9, e033832. [CrossRef]

Gianzina, E.; Kalinterakis, G.; Delis, S.; Vlastos, 1.; Platon Sachinis, N.; Yiannakopoulos, C.K. Evaluation of gait recovery after
total knee arthroplasty using wearable inertial sensors: A systematic review. Knee 2023, 41, 190-203. [CrossRef]

Prill, R.; Walter, M.; Krélikowska, A.; Becker, R. A Systematic Review of Diagnostic Accuracy and Clinical Applications of
Wearable Movement Sensors for Knee Joint Rehabilitation. Sensors 2021, 21, 8221. [CrossRef]

Bolam, S.M.; Batinica, B.; Yeung, T.C.; Weaver, S.; Cantamessa, A.; Vanderboor, T.C.; Yeung, S.; Munro, ].T.; Fernandez, ].W.; Besier,
T.E; et al. Remote Patient Monitoring with Wearable Sensors Following Knee Arthroplasty. Sensors 2021, 21, 5143. [CrossRef]
Chapman, R.M.; Moschetti, W.E.; Van Citters, D.W. Stance and swing phase knee flexion recover at different rates following total
knee arthroplasty: An inertial measurement unit study. J. Biomech. 2019, 84, 129-137. [CrossRef]

Chiang, C.Y.; Chen, K.H.; Liu, K.C.; Hsu, S.J.; Chan, C.T. Data Collection and Analysis Using Wearable Sensors for Monitoring
Knee Range of Motion after Total Knee Arthroplasty. Sensors 2017, 17, 418. [CrossRef]

Daugaard, R.; Tjur, M.; Sliepen, M.; Lipperts, M.; Grimm, B.; Mechlenburg, I. Are patients with knee osteoarthritis and patients
with knee joint replacement as physically active as healthy persons? J. Orthop. Transl. 2018, 14, 8-15. [CrossRef]

Webber, S.C.; Strachan, S.M.; Pachu, N.S. Sedentary Behavior, Cadence, and Physical Activity Outcomes after Knee Arthroplasty.
Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2017, 49, 1057-1065. [CrossRef]

Christiansen, M.B.; Thoma, L.M.; Master, H.; Voinier, D.; Schmitt, L.A.; Ziegler, M.L.; LaValley, M.P.; White, D.K. Feasibility
and Preliminary Outcomes of a Physical Therapist-Administered Physical Activity Intervention After Total Knee Replacement.
Arthritis Care Res. 2020, 72, 661-668. [CrossRef]

Prill, R.; Becker, R.; Schulz, R.; Michel, S.; Hommel, H. No correlation between symmetry-based performance measures and
patient-related outcome prior to and after total knee arthroplasty. Knee Surg. Sports Traumatol. Arthrosc. 2022, 30, 3155-3161.
[CrossRef]

Adriani, M.; Becker, R.; Milano, G.; Lachowski, K.; Prill, R. High variation among clinical studies in the assessment of physical
function after knee replacement: A systematic review. Knee Surg. Sports Traumatol. Arthrosc. 2023, 31, 3854-3860. [CrossRef]
Singh, J.A.; Murphy, S.; Bhandari, M. Assessment of the methodologic quality of medical and surgical clinical trials in patients
with arthroplasty. J. Rheumatol. 2009, 36, 2642-2654. [CrossRef]

Singh, J.A.; Dohm, M.; Sprowson, A.P.; Wall, P.D.; Richards, B.L.; Gossec, L.; Hawker, G.A.; Riddle, D.L.; Buchbinder, R. Outcome
Domains and Measures in Total Joint Replacement Clinical Trials: Can We Harmonize Them? An OMERACT Collaborative
Initiative. J. Rheumatol. 2015, 42, 2496-2502. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-023-07352-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-023-07571-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40798-022-00477-0
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2019-033832
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knee.2023.01.006
https://doi.org/10.3390/s21248221
https://doi.org/10.3390/s21155143
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2018.12.027
https://doi.org/10.3390/s17020418
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jot.2018.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0000000000001207
https://doi.org/10.1002/acr.23882
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-021-06570-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-023-07375-2
https://doi.org/10.3899/jrheum.090333
https://doi.org/10.3899/jrheum.141201

J. Pers. Med. 2023, 13, 1628 14 of 14

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Kehlet, H. Fast-track hip and knee arthroplasty. Lancet 2013, 381, 1600-1602. [CrossRef]

Khan, S.K,; Malviya, A.; Muller, S.D.; Carluke, I; Partington, P.F; Emmerson, K.P; Reed, M.R. Reduced short-term complications
and mortality following Enhanced Recovery primary hip and knee arthroplasty: Results from 6000 consecutive procedures. Acta
Orthop. 2014, 85, 26-31. [CrossRef]

Kayaalp, M.E.; Agres, A.N.; Reichmann, J.; Bashkuev, M.; Duda, G.N.; Becker, R. Validation of a Novel Device for the Knee
Monitoring of Orthopaedic Patients. Sensors 2019, 19, 5193. [CrossRef]

Rahman, J.; Tang, Q.; Monda, M.; Miles, J.; McCarthy, I. Gait assessment as a functional outcome measure in total knee arthroplasty:
A cross-sectional study. BMC Musculoskelet. Disord. 2015, 16, 66. [CrossRef]

Zhang, H.H,; Yan, S.H.; Fang, C.; Guo, X.Y.; Zhang, K. Clinical Evaluation and Gait Characteristics before and after Total Knee
Arthroplasty Based on a Portable Gait Analyzer. Orthop. Surg. 2016, 8, 360-366. [CrossRef]

Van Hemert, W.L.; Senden, R.; Grimm, B.; Kester, A.D.; van der Linde, M.].; Heyligers, I.C. Patella retention versus replacement in
total knee arthroplasty; functional and clinimetric aspects. Arch. Orthop. Trauma Surg. 2009, 129, 259-265. [CrossRef]

Sharifi Renani, M.; Myers, C.A.; Zandie, R.; Mahoor, M.H.; Davidson, B.S.; Clary, C.W. Deep Learning in Gait Parameter Prediction
for OA and TKA Patients Wearing IMU Sensors. Sensors 2020, 20, 5553. [CrossRef]

Hayashi, K.; Kako, M.; Suzuki, K.; Takagi, Y.; Terai, C.; Yasuda, S.; Kadono, I; Seki, T.; Hiraiwa, H.; Ushida, T.; et al. Impact of
variation in physical activity after total joint replacement. . Pain Res. 2018, 11, 2399-2406. [CrossRef]

Lipperts, M.; van Laarhoven, S.; Senden, R.; Heyligers, I.; Grimm, B. Clinical validation of a body-fixed 3D accelerometer and
algorithm for activity monitoring in orthopaedic patients. J. Orthop. Transl. 2017, 11, 19-29. [CrossRef]

Ho, CJ.; Chen, Y.T.; Wu, H.L.; Huang, H.T,; Lin, S.Y. The Effects of a Patient-Specific Integrated Education Program on Pain,
Perioperative Anxiety, and Functional Recovery following Total Knee Replacement. J. Pers. Med. 2022, 12, 719. [CrossRef]

Rak, D.; Nedopil, A.].; Sayre, E.C.; Masri, B.A.; Rudert, M. Postoperative Inpatient Rehabilitation Does Not Increase Knee
Function after Primary Total Knee Arthroplasty. J. Pers. Med. 2022, 12, 1934. [CrossRef]

Lebleu, J.; Pauwels, A.; Anract, P; Parratte, S.; Van Overschelde, P.; Van Onsem, S. Digital Rehabilitation after Knee Arthroplasty:
A Multi-Center Prospective Longitudinal Cohort Study. J. Pers. Med. 2023, 13, 824. [CrossRef]

Gazendam, A.; Zhu, M.; Chang, Y.; Phillips, S.; Bhandari, M. Virtual reality rehabilitation following total knee arthroplasty: A
systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. Knee Surg. Sports Traumatol. Arthrosc. 2022, 30, 2548-2555.
[CrossRef]

LeBrun, D.G.; Martino, B.; Biehl, E.; Fisher, C.M.; Gonzalez Della Valle, A.; Ast, M.P. Telerehabilitation has similar clinical and
patient-reported outcomes compared to traditional rehabilitation following total knee arthroplasty. Knee Surg. Sports Traumatol.
Arthrosc. 2022, 30, 4098-4103. [CrossRef]

Luna, LE.; Kehlet, H.; Wede, H.R.; Hoevsgaard, S.J.; Aasvang, E.K. Objectively measured early physical activity after total hip or
knee arthroplasty. J. Clin. Monit. Comput. 2019, 33, 509-522. [CrossRef]

Klemt, C.; Uzosike, A.C.; Harvey, M.].; Laurencin, S.; Habibi, Y.; Kwon, Y.M. Neural network models accurately predict discharge
disposition after revision total knee arthroplasty? Knee Surg. Sports Traumatol. Arthrosc. 2022, 30, 2591-2599. [CrossRef]
Shemesh, S.S.; Dieterich, ].D.; Chen, D.; Sharon, R.; Bronson, M.].; Frenkel Rutenberg, T.; Moucha, C.S. Preoperative Pain
Catastrophizing and Neuropathic Pain Do Not Predict Length of Stay and Early Post-Operative Complications following Total
Joint Arthroplasty. J. Pers. Med. 2023, 13, 216. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(13)61003-X
https://doi.org/10.3109/17453674.2013.874925
https://doi.org/10.3390/s19235193
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-015-0525-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/os.12270
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00402-008-0640-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/s20195553
https://doi.org/10.2147/JPR.S178853
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jot.2017.02.003
https://doi.org/10.3390/jpm12050719
https://doi.org/10.3390/jpm12111934
https://doi.org/10.3390/jpm13050824
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-022-06910-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-022-06931-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10877-018-0185-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-021-06778-3
https://doi.org/10.3390/jpm13020216

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Participants 
	Sensors 
	Sensor Application 
	Measurements 
	Daily Distribution of Standing, Horizontal and Sitting Position 
	Movements 
	Steps 
	Movement over Angular Velocity 
	Continuous Passive Motion (CPM) 
	Stationary Cycling (MOTOmed®) 

	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Demographics 
	Measurements of Patient Activity and Knee Function 
	Steps per Hour 
	Analysis of Postures during Daily Activity 
	Physical Therapy, CPM-Device 
	Knee Flexion over Angular Velocity 
	Analysis of Stair Climbing 


	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	Limitation 
	References

