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Introduction 
 

Today, participation in sports is increasing, and 
health and movement specialists can gain valuable 
insights into the identification of movement 
dysfunctions across stages by analyzing an athlete’s 
movement patterns before the season, during the 
season, or upon returning to training and competition 
after an injury [1]. In particular, soccer is one of the 
most popular sports worldwide, with approximately 
270 million participants. Due to the high speed of 
movements, sudden directional changes, and frequent 
collisions, the risk of injury in soccer is significantly 
high [2]. 

Injuries to the lower limbs are the most prevalent in 
this sport, among which damage or rupture of the 
anterior cruciate ligament (ACL) is highly frequent [3]. 
ACL injuries can occur during tasks such as jumping 
and landing, as well as cutting and pivoting 
movements. Furthermore, ACL injuries are associated 
with complications such as osteoarthritis, financial 
burden, proprioceptive deficits, postural control 
impairments, and knee joint instability [4]. 

Most soccer players opt for surgical treatment to 
return to their previous level of performance. In 
clinical practice, ACL reconstruction (ACLR) is the 
gold standard surgical intervention for active patients 
with an ACL rupture, providing reliable restoration of 
functional stability [5]. The rate of return to pre-injury 
competition levels following ACLR has been widely 
investigated in the literature [6]. Robert et al. [7] 
reported that only 36% of soccer players returned to 
their previous competitive level after ACLR. 

Several factors contribute to the failure to return to 
the previous level of competition after ACLR, with 
postural control deficits being among the most critical. 
Although reconstruction can restore knee mechanical 
stability, functional deficits, including impaired 
proprioception and compromised postural control, may 
persist for years [8, 9]. In this context, Culvenor et al. 
[10] demonstrated that postural control deficits, 
including alterations in center of pressure (COP) and 
time to stability (TTS), may persist for up to two years 
following ACLR. These findings underscore the 
importance of implementing structured injury-
prevention programs. 

In this regard, one prominent injury-mitigation 
initiative is the Prevent Injury and Enhance 
Performance (PEP) program, developed in 1999 by the 
Santa Monica Orthopaedic and Sports Medicine 
Research Foundation [11]. This program includes 
warm-up, plyometric, strength, agility, and stretching 
exercises. Additionally, the PEP training program 
emphasizes instruction in proper movement mechanics 
through verbal feedback [12]. 

Previous research has demonstrated that the PEP 
training program can effectively improve performance 
and reduce ACL injury rates. For example, Lim et al. 
[13] reported that the PEP training program enhances 
speed, strength, and agility. Similarly, Jolie et al. [14] 
demonstrated that the PEP training program can reduce 
ACL re-injury rates by up to 70%. 

Nevertheless, the mechanisms underlying the effects 
of such exercises in reducing ACL injury rates remain 

incompletely understood. It remains unclear whether 
improvements in functional variables, such as muscle 
strength and other performance-related factors, account 
for the reduction in ACL injuries, or whether 
biomechanical factors also contribute to the decrease in 
injury rates [12]. Consequently, the primary objective 
of this study was to conduct a comparative analysis of 
the effects of the PEP training program on postural 
stability metrics, specifically time to stability (TTS) 
and center of pressure (COP), between two distinct 
groups: soccer players post-ACLR and those with no 
history of ACL injury. 
 
 Method 
 

The research employed a semi-experimental pretest–
posttest design. The participants were recruited from a 
population of professional soccer players representing 
15 teams in the nation’s premier first and second 
soccer divisions. Sample size calculation was 
performed using G*Power, which indicated that 21 
participants per group were required to detect a 
statistically significant difference, assuming an effect 
size, power = 0.80, and α = 0.05 [15]. For all analyses, 
a p-value of less than 0.05 was considered statistically 
significant. 

A total of 42 soccer players were ultimately included 
in the study and divided into two groups: 21 healthy 
participants and 21 participants with ACLR. The 
ACLR group consisted of 21 male soccer players, of 
whom 17 had undergone reconstruction on the 
dominant leg and four on the non-dominant leg. 

The time elapsed since surgery in the ACLR group 
ranged from 6 to 18 months, and participants’ ages 
ranged from 20 to 30 years. Additionally, all 
participants had at least three years of soccer-playing 
experience. The exclusion criteria were as follows: (1) 
a history of knee injury or surgery (excluding ACL 
injury), (2) re-injury or reoperation of the ACLR knee, 
(3) injury or surgery in the contralateral knee, (4) any 
condition affecting daily functioning (e.g., visual or 
vestibular disorders that could influence balance), (5) 
knee pain within the past three months, and (6) absence 
from more than three sessions or from two consecutive 
sessions of the PEP training program. 

This investigation was conducted in accordance with 
ethical standards and received official approval 
(approval code: SSRI.REC-2312-2560; date: February 
29, 2024) from the Ethics Committee of the Iranian 
Research Institute of Physical Education and Sport 
Sciences. All participants provided written informed 
consent before enrollment in the study. 
 
Procedures 

All tests were conducted under the supervision of an 
expert from a sports biomechanics laboratory. 
Demographic variables, including age, weight, height, 
body mass index (BMI), and Tegner Activity Scale 
(TAS) level, were recorded for all participants. 
Following the collection of demographic data, 
participants performed a jump and, after completing a 
soccer-specific heading task, landed on the force plate 
on a single leg (Figure I). 
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Figure 1: Diagram of Subject Testing Set-Up (FP = Force Plate). 

 

Kinetic data were acquired using a Kistler force plate 

at a sampling frequency of 1000 Hz. Measurements 

included time to stabilization (TTS) and center of 

pressure (COP) displacements along both the 

mediolateral (ML) and anteroposterior (AP) axes. 

 

 Jumping and Landing Task  

Participants were positioned at a distance 

equivalent to half of their body height from the center 

of the force plate (Figure 1). The task required 

participants to clear a low hurdle (a 7.5-cm cone) 

placed at the midpoint of the approach. Upon landing, 

they were instructed to immediately perform a vertical 

jump to simulate heading a stationary ball. The ball 

was suspended at a height equivalent to 50% of each 

participant’s predetermined maximum vertical jump. 

The maneuver was completed with a deliberate single-

leg landing on the force plate [16]. 

Participants were also instructed to maintain their 

balance for 5 to 10 seconds after landing [17]. If the 

contralateral leg touched either the floor or the tested 

leg, the trial was terminated. No additional landing 

instructions were provided, as the study aimed to 

assess the participants’ natural postural strategies [18]. 

 

Data Processing 
Kinetic data were processed and analyzed using 

Nexus 1.8.5 and Visual3D software. The data were 

smoothed using a fourth-order Butterworth filter with a 

20 Hz cutoff frequency and subsequently normalized to 

each subject’s body weight [19]. Additionally, CoP 

changes (fluctuations and variability) in the 

mediolateral (ML) and anteroposterior (AP) directions 

were analyzed. ICC values for the key variables ranged 

from 0.73 to 0.87, indicating good to excellent 

reliability [20]. 

The sequential averaging method was employed to 

calculate TTS in the AP, ML, and vertical directions. 

For standardization, balance maintenance was assessed 

over a 10-second window beginning with the first 

contact with the force plate [21]. This period was 

chosen because all participants had reached a stable 

state, and the force plate signals had stabilized. In this 

method, the overall mean of the ground reaction force 

data was first calculated. Subsequently, the time to 

stability was determined instantaneously using the 

sequential averaging method according to formulas 1, 

2, and 3 [22]. 

 

1. Seqavgx (n) = 
∑ 𝑓𝑥𝑛
1

𝑛
  

2. Seqavgy (n) = 
∑ 𝑓𝑦𝑛
1

𝑛
 

3. Seqavgz (n) = 
∑ 𝑓𝑧𝑛
1

𝑛
 

4. TTS total = √𝑇𝑇𝑆𝑥2 + 𝑇𝑇𝑆𝑦2 + 𝑇𝑇𝑆𝑧2 

 

PEP Training Program 

The PEP training program consists of warm-up, 

strength training, plyometric exercises, agility drills, 

and stretching (Table 1). Both the healthy and ACLR 

groups participated in an 8-week PEP training program 

during the preseason, before the start of competition. 

Each training session lasted 15–20 minutes [11]. 

Additionally, the PEP training program incorporates 

verbal feedback to correct and enhance movement 

patterns [23]. Coaches emphasized proper landing 

technique and instructed players to perform soft 

landings. To ensure correct execution, a one-hour 

session was dedicated to teaching the proper exercise 

techniques.
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Table 1: PEP* Training Program 

Phase 
Activity (Duration of Time To 
Complete Activity) 

Time at Which Activity 
Occurs During 
Workout 

Purpose 

 
1.Warm–up (purpose: 
preparation) 

 
Jog line-to-line (30 sec) 
 
Shuttle run (side-to side)(30 sec) 
 
Backward run (30 sec) 

 
0 to 0.5 min 
 
 
0.5 to 1 min 
 
 
1 to 1.5 min 
 

 
Prepare for training session 
 
 
Engage hip abductors and adductors; promote speed; 
avoid inward caving of knee joint 
 
Engage hip extensors and hamstrings 

 
2. Strengthening (purpose: 
leg strength) 

 
Walking lunges (1 min)  
 
Russian hamstring (1 min) 
 
Single toe raises (1 min) 

 
 
1.5 to 2.5 min 
 
2.5 to 3.5 min 
 
3.5 to 4.5 min 

 
 
Strengthen quadriceps 
 
Strengthen hamstrings 
 
Strengthen calf; improve balance 

 
3. Plyometrics (purpose: 
power, strength, speed) 

 
Lateral hops over cone (30 sec) 
 
 
Forward and backward hops 
over cone (30 sec) 
 
Single leg hops over cone (30 
sec) 
 
Vertical jumps with headers (30 
sec) 
 
Scissor jump (30 sec) 

 
4.5 to 5 min 
 
 
 
5 to 5.5 min 
 
 
5.5 to 6 min 
 
 
6 to 6.5 min 
 
 
6.5 to 7 min 

 
Increase power and strength; emphasize 
neuromuscular control 
 
 
Increase power and strength; emphasize 
neuromuscular control 
 
Increase power and strength; emphasize 
neuromuscular control 
 
Increase vertical jump 
 
 
Increase vertical jump 

 
4. Agilities 

 
Forward run with 3-step 
deceleration 
 
Lateral diagonal runs 
 
 
Bounding run (44 yd) 
 

 
7 to 8 min 
 
 
8 to 9 min 
 
 
9 to 10 min 
 

 
Increase dynamic stability of ankle-knee-hip complex 
 
Encourage technique and stabilization of hip and 
knee; avoids ‘‘knock-knee’’ position 
 
Increase hip-flexion strength, power, and speed 

 
5.Stretching (can be 
performed after warm-up) 

 
 
Calf stretch (30 sec · 2 
repetitions) 
 
 
Quadriceps stretch (30 sec · 2 
repetitions) 
 
Figure four hamstring stretch 
(30 sec · 2 repetitions) 
 
Inner thigh stretch (20 sec · 3 
repetitions) 
 
Hip flexor stretch (30 sec · 2 
repetitions) 

 
 
10 to 11 min 
 
 
 
11 to 12 min 
 
 
12 to 13 min 
 
 
 
13 to 14 min 
 
 
14 to 15 min 

 
 
Stretch calf; focus on lengthening muscle 
Stretch  
 
 
quadriceps; focus on lengthening muscle 
 
 
Stretch hamstrings; focus on lengthening muscle 
 
 
Stretch adductors; focus on lengthening muscle 
 
 
Stretch hip flexors; focus on lengthening muscle 

PEP* = Prevent injury and Enhance Performance 

 

Statistical Analyses 

All measured variables were tested for normality 

using the Shapiro–Wilk method. For intra-group 

comparisons, a paired t-test was applied. At the same 

time, a one-way Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) was 

used to examine pre-test and post-test differences 

between the healthy and ACLR groups. All statistical 

analyses were conducted using IBM SPSS (Version 

26.0), with a significance level set at p ≤ 0.05. 

 

Results 

 

Table 2 presents the demographic characteristics of 

the participants.  

Tables 3 and 4 present the within-group 

comparisons (pre-test vs. post-test) for the healthy 

control and ACLR groups, respectively, based on 

dependent t-tests. In the healthy group (Table 3), 

significant improvements from pre- to post-test were 

observed only in the mediolateral (ML) direction, 

specifically in COP fluctuations (p = 0.018) and time to 

stabilization (TTS, p = 0.001). The remaining COP and 

TTS components did not show statistically significant 

changes (all p ≥ 0.05). In contrast, the ACLR group 

(Table 4) demonstrated more pronounced 

improvements following the intervention. Significant 

pre-post differences were identified in multiple 

metrics, including COP fluctuations in the ML 

direction (p = 0.001), COP variability in the ML 

direction (p = 0.034), total TTS (p = 0.015), and TTS 

in the ML direction (p = 0.001). 

As shown in Table 5, pre-test comparisons revealed 

significant between-group differences. Specifically, the 

ACLR group exhibited greater postural sway than the 
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healthy controls in the mediolateral (ML) direction, 

reflected by higher COP fluctuations (p = 0.001) and 

increased COP variability (p = 0.044). Furthermore, the 

ACLR group demonstrated longer stabilization times in 

both the ML direction (TTS-ML, p = 0.015) and 

overall (Total TTS, p = 0.021). Following the 8-week 

PEP intervention, these disparities were no longer 

observed. Post-test comparisons (Table 6) indicated no 

significant differences between the groups for any COP 

or TTS measure (all p ≥ 0.05). 

 
Table 2: Demographic Characteristics 

Variable 
healthy (n=21) 

Mean ± SD 

ACLR (n=21) 

Mean ± SD 

 Age (y) 22.79±2.09 25.43 ± 2.20 

Height (cm) 182.29±24.14 180.54±20.31 
Weight (kg) 74.66±6.93±74.32 7.29ا 

BMI (kg/m2) 22.08±3.27 23.19±4.0 

Time since surgery )mo( N/A 15.12±3.86 
TAS  8.43±2.81 7.59±3.33 

Injured limb (Dominant Limb( N/A 17 

BMI: body mass index, TAS: Tegner activity scale, ACLR: Anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction.  

 
Table 3: Results of the Dependent t-test for the Healthy Group 

 Pre-test 

Mean ± SD 

Post-test 

Mean ± SD 

t p 

COP fluctuations (A-P) 61.73 ± 17.09 54.10 ± 10.22 2.03 0.314 

COP fluctuations (M-L) 74.72 ± 21.58 61.18 ± 23.43 2.62 0.018* 

COP variability (A-P) 182.33 ± 42.01 159.90 ± 39.17 1.14 0.267 
COP variability (M-L) 288.67 ± 63.24 265.71 ± 52.01 1.91 0.069 

TTS total 4.67 ± 0.16 4.11 ± 0.13 1.27 0.214 

TTS vertical 2.86 ± 0.07 2.82  ± 0.10 0.38 0.711 
TTS (A-P) 3.03 ± 0.12 2.84 ± 0.18 1.72 0.101 

TTS (M-L) 3.31 ± 0.20 2.82 ± 0.11 3.89 0.001* 

A-P: antero–posterior direction, M-L: medio-lateral direction, COP (Center of Pressure) Values (mm), TTS (Time to stability) values (S). 

 
Table 4: Results of the Dependent t-Test for the ACLR Group 

 Pre-test 

Mean ± SD 

Post-test 

Mean ± SD 

t p 

COP fluctuations (A-P) 89.12 ± 24.37 66.31 ± 17.72 3.02 0.099 

COP fluctuations (M-L) 102.56 ± 19.20 72.43 ± 20.08 5.12 0.001* 

COP variability (A-P) 189.19 ± 39.25 153.74 ± 46.40 2.71 0.112 
COP variability (M-L) 312.80 ± 59.42 281.90 ± 61.13 2.31 0.034* 

TTS total 5.13 ± 0.21 4.27 ± 0.15 3.89 0.015* 

TTS vertical 3.07 ± 0.09 2.90  ± 0.17 0.76 0.461 
TTS (A-P) 3.44 ± 0.20 3.01 ± 0.14 1.75 0.098 

TTS (M-L) 3.61 ± 0.19 2.99 ± 0.10 4.92 0.001* 

ACLR: Anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction, A-P: antero–posterior direction, M-L: medio-lateral direction, COP (Center of Pressure) Values 

(mm), TTS (Time to stability) values (S). 

 
Table 5: The Between-Group Differences in the pre-test. 

 
Healthy 

Mean ± SD 

ACLR 

Mean ± SD 
p f Effect Size (η²) 

COP fluctuations (A-P) 61.73 ± 17.09 89.12 ± 24.37 0.057 2.12 0.18 

COP fluctuations (M-L) 74.72 ± 21.58 102.56 ± 19.20 0.001* 4.56 0.51 
COP variability (A-P) 182.33 ± 42.01 189.19 ± 39.25 0.462 0.56 0.03 

COP variability (M-L) 288.67 ± 63.24 312.80 ± 59.42 0.044* 2.18 0.19 

TTS total 4.67 ± 0.16 5.13 ± 0.21 0.021* 2.89 0.29 
TTS vertical 2.86 ± 0.07 3.07 ± 0.09 0.207 1.34 0.09 

TTS (A-P) 3.03 ± 0.12 3.44 ± 0.20 0.600 0.28 0.02 

TTS (M-L) 3.31 ± 0.20 3.61 ± 0.19 0.15* 1.52 0.12 

ACLR: Anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction, A-P: antero–posterior direction, M-L: medio-lateral direction, COP (Center of Pressure) Values 

(mm), TTS (Time to stability) values (S). 

 
Table 6: The between-group Differences in the post-test. 

 Healthy 

Mean ± SD 

ACLR 

Mean ± SD 

p f Effect Size (η²) 

COP fluctuations (A-P) 54.10 ± 10.22 66.31 ± 17.72 0.367 0.85 0.07 

COP fluctuations (M-L) 61.18 ± 23.43 72.43 ± 20.08 0.711 0.14 0.01 
COP variability (A-P) 159.90 ± 39.17 153.74 ± 46.40 0.222 1.56 0.13 

COP variability (M-L) 265.71 ± 52.01 281.90 ± 61.13 0.113 2.68 0.22 

TTS total 4.11 ± 0.13 4.27 ± 0.15 0.316 1.05 0.09 
TTS vertical 2.82  ± 0.10 2.90  ± 0.17 0.470 0.54 0.05 

TTS (A-P) 2.84 ± 0.18 3.01 ± 0.14 0.502 0.46 0.04 

TTS (M-L) 2.82 ± 0.11 2.99 ± 0.10 0.089 3.12 0.26 

ACLR: Anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction, A-P: antero–posterior direction, M-L: medio-lateral direction, COP (Center of Pressure) Values 

(mm), TTS (Time to stability) values (S). 
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Discussion 

 

This study aimed to investigate the effects of an 8-

week PEP training program on postural control in 

soccer players with and without ACL reconstruction. 

The results demonstrated that the PEP program 

improved postural control deficits in both the healthy 

and ACLR groups. Although pre-test comparisons 

revealed significant differences in certain COP and 

TTS components between the healthy and ACLR 

groups, these differences were not observed at the post-

test, highlighting the positive impact of the PEP 

training program. 

It is well established that static postural control is 

impaired following ACLR compared to healthy 

controls [24]. The findings of the present study indicate 

that performing a dynamic task can further exacerbate 

postural control deficits in the ACLR limb. In this 

context, Sugimoto et al. [25] reported significantly 

impaired single-leg postural stability in the ACLR limb 

compared to healthy controls, whereas no deficits were 

observed during bipedal standing. Similarly, two other 

studies demonstrated that postural control deficits were 

significantly worse in the injured limb compared to the 

contralateral limb. This suggests that when both feet 

are on the ground, the base of support is increased, and 

postural control deficits in the double-leg stance may 

not reflect a history of ACL injury [9, 10]. 

Given the nature of soccer, which involves repeated 

single-leg jumps and landings, cutting movements, and 

frequent reliance on one leg, the ability to maintain 

postural control and rapidly regain balance after these 

tasks is recognized as a critical factor in injury 

prevention [26]. 

Maintaining balance during landing after a jump 

requires simultaneous postural control in both the 

anteroposterior (AP) and mediolateral (ML) directions. 

Greater deviations in either direction are generally 

indicative of increased postural instability [27]. In the 

present study, postural control deficits were more 

pronounced in the ML direction than in the AP 

direction. Previous research suggests that these ML-

direction deficits following ACLR likely reflect the 

heightened demands for mediolateral knee motion 

control during single-leg landing. Although knee 

valgus was not directly assessed in this study, prior 

investigations have shown that knee valgus is greater 

during landing in individuals post-ACLR than in 

healthy controls [28, 29]. 

The role of neuromuscular training (NMT) in 

enhancing postural stability and balance has attracted 

considerable attention from researchers in recent years 

[30, 31]. Traditionally, NMT was primarily regarded as 

a form of balance training; however, it is now 

recognized as encompassing multi-component 

exercises that involve movements across multiple 

planes. 

In this context, studies by Kowalczyk et al. [32], Bieć 

et al. [33], Lee et al. [34], and Borghuis et al. [35] align 

with the findings of the present study, demonstrating 

that NMT can improve time to stabilization (TTS) and 

center of pressure (COP) components in soccer players. 

Conversely, some studies have reported limited effects 

of NMT on postural control. For example, research by 

Patrick et al. [36] and Everett et al. [37] found that six 

weeks of NMT did not yield significant improvements 

in postural stability. These discrepancies suggest that 

the effectiveness of NMT may vary with specific 

training conditions, population characteristics, or the 

duration and intensity of the intervention. 

In the present study, the 8-week PEP training 

program effectively improved COP and TTS deficits in 

the ACLR group. However, this improvement was not 

significant in the anteroposterior (AP) direction. This 

effect can be attributed to the nature of the PEP 

program, which encompasses exercises across multiple 

movement planes. Indeed, intervention programs 

targeting multiple planes of motion are necessary for 

effectively reducing the risk of ACL injury. While 

conventional muscle strength training often emphasizes 

movements in the sagittal or frontal planes, the PEP 

program also engages the coronal plane, where ACL 

injuries frequently occur [38]. 

Consistent with the present findings, studies by 

Paterno et al. [39], Myer et al. [40], and Malgorzata et 

al. [32] demonstrated that six weeks of NMT could 

significantly reduce COP fluctuations in the 

mediolateral (ML) direction. In the current study, the 

PEP program was implemented over eight weeks, 

suggesting that a 6- to 8-week NMT intervention is 

sufficient to enhance motor recruitment. However, it 

may not provide the duration necessary for muscle 

hypertrophy or improvements in muscular endurance 

[41]. 

Kamath et al. [42] reported that participants in 

training programs incorporating agility and balance 

components showed faster improvements in TTS than 

those following traditional rehabilitation protocols. The 

improvement in TTS observed in the ACLR group 

following the PEP program may also be linked to 

neuroplastic changes in the brain. For example, one 

study found that the ACLR group showed enhanced 

visual cognition following NMT, with visual memory 

associated with neural activity in the cerebral cortex—

a correlation not observed in healthy controls. These 

findings suggest that the PEP program may induce 

distinct neuroplastic adaptations in ACLR patients, 

contributing to improved proprioception and postural 

stability to a degree not observed in healthy players [8]. 

The studies by Seok et al. [43], Choi et al. [44], and 

Tanpowpong et al. [45] are also consistent with the 

present findings. These studies demonstrated that 

multi-component rehabilitation training could 

significantly reduce TTS after ACLR. The rapid 

recovery of balance following NMT is likely linked to 

improvements in proprioception. NMT enhances 

proprioception by promoting balance, stability, and 

neuromuscular coordination. Such exercises stimulate 

proprioceptive receptors in the joints and muscles, 

enabling the body to more accurately perceive its 

position and movement [46]. 

Our findings suggest that, irrespective of the 

underlying mechanism for improvements in balance 

after training, changes in movement patterns and 

postural control may be a key factor in the success of 

injury-prevention programs in reducing the risk of 
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ACL tears. 

 Several limitations of the current study should be 

acknowledged. First, participants' lifestyle factors, 

including sleep patterns, dietary habits, and exercise-

induced fatigue, were not controlled, which may have 

influenced the outcomes. Additionally, the study 

focused exclusively on soccer players, which limits the 

generalizability of the findings. To obtain a more 

comprehensive understanding, future research should 

include athletes from diverse sports disciplines, such as 

volleyball and basketball. 

 

Conclusions 

 

The analysis demonstrated that the PEP training 

program led to significant improvements in postural 

control measures in both the ACLR and healthy control 

groups. These findings suggest that the program 

enhances motor performance and may reduce the risk 

of ACL injury. Accordingly, the PEP training program 

can be considered an effective strategy for preventing 

ACL injury or re-injury in soccer players. 

 

Author Contributions 

 

A SH M: design. M M: data collection. M GH: 

writing – original draft. H D: results analysis. M GH: 

writing – review & editing, results analysis. 

 

Acknowledgment 

 

We extend our sincere appreciation to all participants 

who contributed to this research. 

 

Funding Source 

 

This study received no external funding. 

 

Conflict of Interest: All authors declare that there are 

no conflicts of interest related to this work. 

 

Google Scholar profile: 

https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=if1jLtMAAA

AJ&hl=en 

 

References 

1. Kazman JB, Galecki JM, Lisman P, Deuster PA, O'Connor FG. 
Factor structure of the functional movement screen in marine 

officer candidates. The Journal of Strength & Conditioning 

Research. 2014;28(3):672–8. 
2. Forsythe B, Knapik DM, Crawford MD, Diaz CC, Hardin D, 

Gallucci J, et al. Incidence of injury for professional soccer 

players in the United States: A 6-year prospective study of 
Major League Soccer. Orthopaedic journal of sports medicine. 

2022;10(3):23259671211055136. 

3. Hootman JM, Macera CA, Ainsworth BE, Addy CL, Martin M, 
Blair SN. Epidemiology of musculoskeletal injuries among 

sedentary and physically active adults. Medicine and science in 

sports and exercise. 2002;34(5):838–44. 
4. Alentorn-Geli E, Myer GD, Silvers HJ, Samitier G, Romero D, 

Lázaro-Haro C, et al. Prevention of non-contact anterior cruciate 

ligament injuries in soccer players. Part 1: Mechanisms of injury 
and underlying risk factors. Knee surgery, sports traumatology, 

arthroscopy. 2009;17:705–29. 

5. Tagliero AJ, Miller MD. Anterior Cruciate Ligament Tears in 

Soccer Players. Sports Medicine and Arthroscopy Review. 

2024;32(3):138–45. 

6. Farinelli L, Abermann E, Meena A, Ueblacker P, Hahne J, Fink 

C. Return to play and pattern of injury after ACL rupture in a 

consecutive series of elite UEFA soccer players. Orthopaedic 
Journal of Sports Medicine. 2023;11(3):23259671231153629. 

7. Brophy RH, Schmitz L, Wright RW, Dunn WR, Parker RD, 

Andrish JT, et al. Return to play and future ACL injury risk after 
ACL reconstruction in soccer athletes from the Multicenter 

Orthopaedic Outcomes Network (MOON) group. The American 

journal of sports medicine. 2012;40(11):2517–22. 
8. Chaput M, Onate JA, Simon JE, Criss CR, Jamison S, McNally 

M, et al. Visual cognition associated with knee proprioception, 

time to stability, and sensory integration neural activity after 
ACL reconstruction. Journal of Orthopaedic Research®. 

2022;40(1):95–104. 

9. Calisti M, Mohr M, Federolf P. Bilateral Deficits in Dynamic 
Postural Stability in Females Persist Years after Unilateral ACL 

Injury and Are Modulated by the Match between Injury Side and 

Leg Dominance. Brain Sciences. 2023;13(12):1721. 
10. Culvenor AG, Alexander BC, Clark RA, Collins NJ, Ageberg E, 

Morris HG, et al. Dynamic single-leg postural control is 

impaired bilaterally following anterior cruciate ligament 

reconstruction: implications for reinjury risk. journal of 

orthopaedic & sports physical therapy. 2016;46(5):357–64. 

11. Rodriguez C, Echegoyen S, Aoyama T. The effects of “Prevent 
Injury and Enhance Performance Program” in a female soccer 

team. J Sports Med Phys Fitness. 2018;58(5):659–63. 

12. Mandelbaum BR, Silvers HJ, Watanabe DS, Knarr JF, Thomas 
SD, Griffin LY, et al. Effectiveness of a neuromuscular and 

proprioceptive training program in preventing anterior cruciate 

ligament injuries in female athletes: 2-year follow-up. The 
American journal of sports medicine. 2005;33(7):1003–10. 

13. Lim B-O, Lee YS, Kim JG, An KO, Yoo J, Kwon YH. Effects 

of sports injury prevention training on the biomechanical risk 
factors of anterior cruciate ligament injury in high school female 

basketball players. The American journal of sports medicine. 

2009;37(9):1728–34. 
14. Gilchrist J, Mandelbaum BR, Melancon H, Ryan GW, Silvers 

HJ, Griffin LY, et al. A randomized controlled trial to prevent 

noncontact anterior cruciate ligament injury in female collegiate 
soccer players. The American journal of sports medicine. 

2008;36(8):1476–83. 

15. Maeda N, Urabe Y, Tsutsumi S, Fujishita H, Numano S, 
Takeuchi T, et al. Symmetry tensiomyographic neuromuscular 

response after chronic anterior cruciate ligament (ACL) 

reconstruction. Knee Surgery, Sports Traumatology, 
Arthroscopy. 2018;26:411–7. 

16. Butler R, Russell M, Queen R. Effect of soccer footwear on 

landing mechanics. Scandinavian journal of medicine & science 
in sports. 2014;24(1):129–35. 

17. Durall CJ, Kernozek TW, Kersten M, Nitz M, Setz J, Beck S. 
Associations between single-leg postural control and drop-

landing mechanics in healthy women. Journal of sport 

rehabilitation. 2011;20(4):406–18. 
18. Ogasawara I, Revankar GS, Konda S, Matsuo T, Aoyama C, 

Nakata K. Individual variation in adaptive ability of the 

anticipated postural stability during a dual-task single-leg 
landing in female athletes. Orthopaedic Journal of Sports 

Medicine. 2023;11(7):23259671231177312. 

19. Khuu A. Not all single leg squats are equal: a biomechanical 
comparison of three non-stance leg positions: Boston University; 

2017. 

20. Lin D, Seol H, Nussbaum MA, Madigan ML. Reliability of 

COP-based postural sway measures and age-related differences. 

Gait & posture. 2008;28(2):337–42. 

21. Fransz DP, Huurnink A, de Boode VA, Kingma I, van Dieën JH. 
Time to stabilization in single leg drop jump landings: an 

examination of calculation methods and assessment of 

differences in sample rate, filter settings and trial length on 
outcome values. Gait & posture. 2015;41(1):63–9. 

22. Liu K, Heise GD. The effect of jump-landing directions on 

dynamic stability. Journal of applied biomechanics. 
2013;29(5):634–8. 

23. Babu Kaiyaperumal A, Babu S, Paulraj M, Sudhan P. Prevention 

Enhance Program (Pep) with proprioceptive training on the 
recurrence of ACL injury for post-ACL reconstruction among 

football players. Neuroquantology. 2022;20(19):143. 



Ghorbani et al. 

152                                                                                                                                                                                                              JRSR. 2026;13(2)                                       

24. Lysholm M, Ledin T, Ödkvist L, Good L. Postural control—a 

comparison between patients with chronic anterior cruciate 

ligament insufficiency and healthy individuals. Scandinavian 

journal of medicine & science in sports. 1998;8(6):432–8. 

25. Sugimoto D, Howell DR, Micheli LJ, Meehan III WP. Single-

leg postural stability deficits following anterior cruciate ligament 
reconstruction in pediatric and adolescent athletes. Journal of 

Pediatric Orthopaedics B. 2016;25(4):338–42. 

26. Edis Ç, Vural F, Vurgun H. The importance of postural control 
in relation to technical abilities in small-sided soccer games. 

Journal of human kinetics. 2016;53:51. 

27. Shiravi Z, Shadmehr A, Moghadam ST, Moghadam BA. 
Comparison of dynamic postural stability scores between 

athletes with and without chronic ankle instability during lateral 

jump landing. Muscles, ligaments and tendons journal. 
2017;7(1):119. 

28. Hart HF, Culvenor AG, Collins NJ, Ackland DC, Cowan SM, 

Machotka Z, et al. Knee kinematics and joint moments during 
gait following anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction: a 

systematic review and meta-analysis. British journal of sports 

medicine. 2016;50(10):597–612. 
29. Chouliaras V, Ristanis S, Moraiti C, Stergiou N, Georgoulis AD. 

Effectiveness of reconstruction of the anterior cruciate ligament 

with quadrupled hamstrings and bone-patellar tendon-bone 

autografts: an in vivo study comparing tibial internal-external 

rotation. The American journal of sports medicine. 

2007;35(2):189–96. 
30. Nagelli CV, Wordeman SC, Di Stasi S, Hoffman J, Marulli T, 

Hewett TE. Neuromuscular training improves biomechanical 

deficits at the knee in anterior cruciate ligament–reconstructed 
athletes. Clinical Journal of Sport Medicine. 2021;31(2):113–9. 

31. Jouira G, Borji R, Waer FB, Srihi S, Rebai H, Sahli S. Impact of 

neuromuscular training including balance, strength and 
plyometric exercises on static and dynamic balance in high‐level 

male runners with mild intellectual disability. Journal of Applied 

Research in Intellectual Disabilities. 2024;37(3):e13211. 
32. Kowalczyk M, Tomaszewski P, Bartoszek N, Popieluch M. 

Three-week intensive neuromuscular training improves postural 

control in professional male soccer players. Polish Journal of 
Sport and Tourism. 2019;26(2):14–20. 

33. Bieć E, Kuczyński M. Postural control in 13-year-old soccer 

players. European journal of applied physiology. 2010;110:703–
8. 

34. Lee K-J, Seon S-Y, An K-O. Arrangement order effects of 

neuromuscular training on the physical fitness of youth soccer 
players. Applied Sciences. 2024;14(11):4748. 

35. Borghuis AJ, Lemmink K, Hof AL, Visscher C. The effect of a 

soccer-specific neuromuscular training program on stability, 

agility and injury in elite youth soccer. Core Stab Soccer it's a 

Matter Control. 2013:83–100. 

36. McKeon PO, Ingersoll CD, Kerrigan DC, Saliba E, Bennett BC, 

Hertel J. Balance training improves function and postural control 

in those with chronic ankle instability. Medicine & science in 

sports & exercise. 2008;40(10):1810–9. 
37. Verhagen E, Bobbert M, Inklaar M, van Kalken M, van der Beek 

A, Bouter L, et al. The effect of a balance training programme 

on centre of pressure excursion in one-leg stance. Clinical 
Biomechanics. 2005;20(10):1094–100. 

38. Kazemi AS, Daneshmandi H, Sedaghati P, Hoseini Y. 

Comparison of the Effect of Sportsmetrics Soccer Training on 
Movement Performance in Soccer Players with and without 

Anterior Cruciate Ligament Reconstruction. Muscles, Ligaments 

& Tendons Journal (MLTJ). 2024;14(2). 
39. Paterno MV, Myer GD, Ford KR, Hewett TE. Neuromuscular 

training improves single-limb stability in young female athletes. 

Journal of orthopaedic & sports physical therapy. 
2004;34(6):305–16. 

40. Myer GD, Ford KR, Brent JL, Hewett TE. The effects of 

plyometric vs. dynamic stabilization and balance training on 
power, balance, and landing force in female athletes. The 

Journal of Strength & Conditioning Research. 2006;20(2):345–

53. 

41. Mikkola J, Rusko H, Izquierdo M, Gorostiaga E, Häkkinen K. 

Neuromuscular and cardiovascular adaptations during 

concurrent strength and endurance training in untrained men. 
International journal of sports medicine. 2012;33(09):702–10. 

42. Kamath-Rayne B, Josyula S, Rule A, Vasquez J. Improvements 

in the delivery of resuscitation and newborn care after Helping 
Babies Breathe training. Journal of Perinatology. 

2017;37(10):1153–60. 

43. Lee S-J, Kim J-Y, Sim Y-J. Effects of accelerated rehabilitation 
exercise on quadriceps femoris and postural stability after 

anterior versus posterior cruciate ligament reconstruction. 

Journal of exercise rehabilitation. 2023;19(5):293. 
44. Choi H, Shin Y. Changes of muscular strength and balance 

ability after rehabilitation programme related with graft choice 

in ACL rehabilitation. Korean J Phys Educ Sci. 
2012;51(51):429–40. 

45. Tanpowpong T, Jaiharn O. Does a six-weeks of Hip-focused 

exercises has the effects on Time to Stabilization after Anterior 
Cruciate Ligament Reconstruction? 2020. 

46. Arumugam A, Björklund M, Mikko S, Häger CK. Effects of 

neuromuscular training on knee proprioception in individuals 
with anterior cruciate ligament injury: a systematic review and 

GRADE evidence synthesis. BMJ open. 2021;11(5):e049226.

 


