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Biofeedback in Partial Weight Bearing: Validity of 3 Different Devices
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TABLE 4. Mean difference beiween the biofeedback devices and the gold standard expressed in
percentage body weight (PBW) per weight bearing category

Weight bearing category
1-20 % BW 20-50 % BW 50-75 % BW
Mean difference Mean difference Mean difference
Biofeedback device ower; upper LoA] [flower; upper LoA] [fower; upper LoA]
SmartStep -16[11.7;8.5] -5.8 [-21.6; 10.1] -74[-29.8;15.0]
OpenGo Science -28[13.0;7.6] -10.0 [-25 8; 5.8] -14 8[-31.6; 2.1]
SensiStep* - -19,7 [41.7; 2.4] -31.4 [-57.6;-5.3]

Notfe. BW = Body Weight; LoA = 95% Limits of Agreement.
* Mean difference and lower and upper LoA could not be calculated for the 1-20 % WEB category because SensiStep
measured no force in 50 of the 55 participants.
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