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Effects of the FES stimulation position on gait speed, gait cycle, and step length

Non-FES Ta TaQ TaGm Post hoc

Gait speed (m's) 0.47=0.13 0.53=0.15 0.610.16 0.59:0.16*F a<b<c>d
Gait cycle (cycle/s) 061=0.13 066=0.13 069=0.13 0.69+0.13*F a<b<c=d
Step length (cm) P 42.50=8.08 45.20x8.63 50.70£6.99 48.60+6.99*F a<b<c>d

NP 43.00=7.87 45.60=8.51 48.80£8.61 47.60=8.24*f a<b<c=d

Mean = SD. Within-subjects effects: *, p<0.05. Between-subject effects: . p<0.05. P, paretic side; NP, non-paretic
side; non-FES, non-FES stimulation; Ta, FES stimulation on the tibialis anterior muscle; TaQ, FES stimulation on the
tibialis anterior and quadriceps muscle; TaGm, FES stimulation on the tibialis anterior and gluteus medius muscle
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