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1#n1rinenTUaalusaunaie@du (night pain), 81013
Uralunouidi {morning pain} URSDINITLINY LAY
(walking pain} @18 visual analogue scale (VAS) rating

an 0 (no pain) taufiv 10 (worst immaginable pain)
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Uaniun1Tanaduoy  VAS score swszas
alasld repeat measurement analysis of varience

AMULANAIVOINTANAIUDY VAS score 19
student t-test
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chi square test
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p<0.05

Wan13Iag

geiamnaidedwan 40 e Dunge 32
T8, 18 8 8 nejuﬁ 1 WW5unashendae ESWT
e 3 918, % 17 718 790 22 3 mqmgu 4670
I duadsduiname (BMI) 23,95 kg/m’ nag'uﬁ' 2 l¢
Fumsshwneag ultrasound Wuana 5 318 wife 15 e
T 21 dhe mqmﬁﬂ 52.45 9 suaspdaiiniams
25.20 kg/m® wudw:ﬂ:nmﬁﬁmmsm&iﬂumjuﬁ 1
Wil 197 fau a"mlunajuﬁi 2 whiiu 7.4 \fou

luﬁmmq, dUiNIaN1Y WA VAS score
VNANBHIDIMTRAKULANNYG  Aaun1sinew wuin
i 2 ngnlaflaaauandretuadnefittddyneada
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Sm151971 wae 2

#7 VAS score u@s night pain, morning pain
uaz walking pain 1888 nouuasmaIN TN LTUG
o197 3 LLa:LLﬁﬂ\nﬁ‘%ﬂmﬁuuﬁagﬂﬁ 1 LA 2 WRZHA
ﬂﬁﬁm‘iﬁzﬁﬂ')”mLLU?U?’J%LLﬂﬂﬂu@ﬂﬂﬂ'ﬁ 4,5 uas 6

s}ﬂwlunzju# 1 (ESWT) Laa:nq'uﬁ 2 (ultra-
sound) wasldTuN1ITINW nmadFaufsugaina
Lmnﬁhﬂmwiazmju wuin & VAS score 24 morning
pain uaz walking pain anavadefliaddyn1eadd

(p<0.05) &34 night pain %% VAS score amadud
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NN N mean sSD t-value df  p-value

ang ESWT 20 46.70 9.09 -1.919 38 0.062
ultrasound 20 52.45 9.84

BMI ESWT 20 23.95 2.70 -1.386 38 0.174
ultrasound 20 25.20 2.99

Duration ESWT 20 19.70 2273 2.399 19.977 0.026
ultrasound 20 7.35 . 3.65

A 1 ugasensuanaened ety (), dudinaanig, s2OaIABIN YR engy
q
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71 1 (ESWT) uazngufl 2 (ultrasound) lufdnatauanshiusg oo ngyniads
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nau N mean SD t-value di  p-value

Night pain ESWT 22 1.33 270 1.075 41 0.289
ultrasound 21 0.52 2.18

Morning pain  ESWT 22 513 2.32 -1.184 41 0.243
ultrasound 21 5.89 1.86

Walking pain  ESWT 22 6.35 1.56 1.834 41 0.074
ultrasound 21 5.23 2.37

aeng : N = Futhef IdTunsihmnluudasngy
NN 2 UEAVAIINUANANIING 14 VAS score night pain, morning pain waswalking pain
neunsshsesgilionguil 1 (ESWT) usengudi 2 (ultrasound) Inifau

UANINAUBEWNMBF AN NaAd

nax JzELAN Night pain Morning pain Walking pain
 wdmsinmn mean SD mean SD mean = SD

ESWT 0 wk. 1.33 270 513 2.32 6.35 1.56
3wks. 1.44 2.88 3.11 2.53 4.25 211

6 wks. 0.81 1.93 2.26 2.24 2.25 1.70

12 wks. 0.18 0.85 1.48 1.83 1.32 179

Ultrasound 0 wk. 0.52 2.18 5.89 1.86 5.23 2.37
3wks. 0.28 1.10 3.8 1.414 3.85 1.71

6 wks. 0.04 0.21 3.80 1.58 3.54 1.60

12 wks. 0.04 0.21 2.84 1.90 2.55 1.97

@19190 3 WAAY night pain, morning pain uax walking pain VAS score 1afgnaun1sinm

BREMATNITINBITULUNG mn@'m;ma':ﬂ:nm
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—&—— night pain
—ll— morning pain

—@— walking pain
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nTWH 1 wanswanInySouidiey VAS score lunguil 1 (ESWT) awszessaan

—&—— night pain

—l— morning pain

--4— walking pain

ultrasound

NIWA 2 uamsman U Teudiay VAS score lungnil 2 (ultrasound) mnTzeziaan
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uHaIaNRYSYT N SS df MS F p-value
maluynaauaazau 16177 43

FERINELIAN 17.724 1 17.724 5157 0.028
ffiinfmevienaiiungy 3422 1 3.122 0.908 0.346
Uifssrmszndiaaaniy 140.924 41 3.437

awaaaafounelungs

szﬁiwﬁﬂgﬂﬂa 396.187 42 ,
‘izwi"mnaju 22.023 1 22.023 2.413 0.128
anuaaandaunslungs 374164 41 9.126

aYNT 4 WAAINANTTIATIEHAINKYTLTINGEY night pain VAS score szwIengNil 1(ESWT) uasngudl 2

(uitrasound)
BHAIATIHLUTL TN SS df MS - F p-value
maluypnaudazau 373.317 43
TERTNTILIAN 239.711 1 239.711 75.420 0.000
Ufienimsninaiiungs  3.294 1 3.204 1.036 0.315
YinFenTinszvinaaniy 130.312 41 3178

ﬂ’J']Nﬂﬁ'lﬂLﬂaﬂuﬂ’lﬂluﬂ@:N

TNINTIEYAAA 46274 42
FENINGN 55.191 1 55.191 5.552 0.023
ﬂ’)’lﬁdﬂa‘!mﬂ?\‘ﬂuﬂﬂﬂluﬂéﬂ 407.549 41 9.940

@5WA 5 uaesanIThATIEYAINULTITINYES moming pain VAS score sEMINNgNT 1
(ESWT) uaznguit 2 (ultrasound)

AR INKYTUTIU sS df MS F p-value
meluyreausiazeu ' 550174 43

TEAT WL IR 348.277 1 348.277 88.758 0.000
UfAinbmsminnatungs 41018 1 41018 10453  0.002
UAFenTEnIeany 160.879 41 3.924
ﬂ‘J"INﬂﬁﬁﬂLﬂsﬂuﬂ’lﬂluﬂE}:N

TAITNTIEHYANR 276.443 42

FNININGH 2.684 1 2.684 0.402 0.530
mwmmmﬂﬁ'aumﬂ&lunaju 273.759 41 6.677

MR 6 UFIRAMITHATISHAIINLLTUTINYEY walking pain VAS score sxnInngud 1(ESWT)

uaznguii 2 (ultrasound)
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%5ila I8 1281 Mean SE p-value
difference

Night pain 0 wk 3 wks. -0.109 0.676 0.872

6 wks. 0.518 0.676 0.446

12 wks. 1.150 0.676 0.093

3 wks. 0 wk 0.109 0.676 0872

6 wks. 6.627 0.676 0.356

12 wks 1.259 0.676 0.066

6 wks. 0 wk. -0.518 0.676 0.446

3 wks. -0.627 0.676 0.356

12 wks 0.631 0.676 0.353

12 wks. 0  wk, -1.150 0.676 0.093

3 wks. -1.259 0.676 0.066

6 wks. -0.631 0.676 0.353

Marning pain 0 wk 3 wks. 2.018* 0.678 0.004

6 wks. 2.868" 0.678 0.000

12 wks 3.650* 0.678 0.000

3 wks. 0 wk -2.018* 0.678 0.004

B wks. 0.850 0.678 0.214

12 wks 1.631* 0.676 0.018

6 wks. 0 wk. -2.868" 0.678 0.000

3 wks. -0.850 0.678 0.214

12 wks 0.781 0.678 0.252

12 wks. 0 wk -3.650" 0.678 0.000

3 wks. -1.631* 0.678 0.018

6 wks -0.781 0.678 0.252

Walking pain 0 wk 3 wks. 2109* 0.545 0.000

6 wks. 4100" 0.545 0.000

12 wks 5.036" 0.545 0.000

3 wks. 0 wk. -2.109" 0.545 0.000

6 wks. 1.990" 0.545 0.000

12 wks 2.927" 0.545 0.000

8 wks. 0 wk. -4.100* 0.545 0.000

3 wks. -1.990* 0.545 0.000

12 whks 0.936 0.545 0.089

12 wks. 0 wk -5.036* 0.545 0.000

3 wks. -2.927* 0.545 0.000

6 wks. -0.936 0.545 0.089

a3l 7 wsifigugasuanes VAS score os sanaawing g lungudl 1 (ESWT)

* i o °a A el
HUUFIAUNINEDG
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e 3|1 387 Mean SE p-value
difference 7
Night pain 0 wk 3 wks. 0.238 0.380 "0.533
6 wks. 0.476 0.380 0.214
12 wks. 0.476 0.380 0.214
3 wks. 0 wk. -0.238 " 0.380 0.533
6 wks. 0.238 0.380 0.533
12 wks 0.238 0.380 0.533
6 wks. 0 wk. -0.476 0.380 0.214
3 wks. -0.238 0.380 0.533
12 wks -0.000 0.380 . 1.000
12 wks, 0 wk. -0.476 0.380 0.214
3 wks. -0.238 0.380 0.533
6 wks. 0.000 0.380 1.000
Morning pain 0 wk 3 wks. 1.914* 0.526 0.000
6 wks. 2.095" 0.526 0.000
12 wks 3.047* 0.526 0.000
3 wks. 0 wk. -1.914" 0.526 0.000
6 wks. 0.181 0.526 0.732
12 wks 1.133* 0.526 0.034
6 wks. 0 wk. -2.005* 0.526 0.000
3 wks. -0.181 0.526 0.732
12 wks 0.952 0.526 0.074
12 whks. 0 wk. -3.047* 0.526 0.000
3 wks. -1.133* 0.526 0.034
6 wks. -0.952 0.526 0.074
Walking pain 0 wk 3 wks. 1.385" 0.598 0.023
7 6 wks. 1.690% 0.598 0.006
12 wks. 2.685" 0.598 0.000
3 wks. 0 wk. -1.385" 0.598 0.023
6 wks. 0.304 0.598 0.612
12 wks. 1.300" 0.598 - 0.033
6 wks. 0 wk. -1.690* 0.598 0.006
3 wks. -0.304 0.598 0.612
12 wks. 0.995 0.598 0.100
12 wks. 0 wk. -2.685 0.598 0.000
3 wks. -1.300” 0.598 0.033
6 wks. -0.995 0.598 0.100

17197 8 uf%'armﬁwg’mwumnw’w VAS

(uitrasound)

score i a9 lungudl 2
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Ll,a:Lfiaguqﬂnwaﬂmwaﬁizﬂmm 3 hou
W11 VAS score 184 walking pain ﬁamaﬁluﬁ'ﬂ 2 na:u
wanaeiuageiite @@y n1eada (p=0.005) F1ussiu
VAS score 284 morning pain War night pain ﬁaﬂ
setmlaiiauuandsfiuageiiiaddgnieada o
me'l,ugﬂﬁ 3

Wisuigunaes duilnanis Tasiianfil
21N17 LLa:mﬂ34‘guu‘:waam'smﬂﬁaumﬁnmhﬁ
e 2 ngy wuinldfinaduadl VAS score 79
morning pain ﬂé'aéuqﬂmﬁnm anmrinwns 2 38
Fouansluanined 9

luﬁwmmﬁewalwmQ’ﬂqwé‘aLﬂ‘%ﬂﬁums
%’nm%uwudn%ﬂwnajuﬁ HESWT) flaumanala
Nﬂﬂﬂ'jﬂﬂéiu‘ﬁ‘ 2 (uttrasound) aeftBEIRYNNATA
(p20.002) Fouanslugudi 4

A 3fneil sinunzunindaugasnisinm

lugﬂ'mﬁ'ﬁ 2 nfpju ANNITHAR NG REANITANE

uniansal

ESWT ifimadseilofiuinnlélunsinm soft
fissue pain nawia TaNH4 plantar fasciitis waeld
fsimnl¥afousnlun1sihesn chronic tennis elbow
Zanalnfigreluntanoinisiedudelaiflufinan

wdd®a"® A2z heel pain a0 plantar fasciitis ¥inl#g

@ eswr

/ B uitrasound

right pain  rmorming pain  walking pain

UV 3 uamy VAS score ViaaaenavniTinmfiszes
-~ ot o t )

IR 3 mamﬂmumyuxmwnqy 1 uge 2

w177 VAS score 289 walking pain a1
wONINITUBE B FA YN WART

100

50 B EswT

M uitrasound

ESWT ultrasound

U 4 gu%'ymﬁz;u%’aﬂammﬁmuﬁawaiwmg}?ﬂwﬁfa

n17INe
Factors VAS score at 12 wks gr.| VAS score at 12 wks gr.ll
<5 >/=5 p- value <5 =/=5 p- value

BMI(kg/m®) <25 .16 0 0.095 8 1 0.422
>/=25 5 1 9 3

duration <6 mao. 8 1 0.219 5 0 0.214
>/=6 mo. 29 0 12 4

VAS score{pre) <5 18 1 0.684 16 4 0.619
>5 3 ¥ 1 0

ATNN 8 (WTHUTELNaTEY AYTINIANIY, TSULIRIREINIT HBZAMNTHUUTIVAINTLIG dlana

nzihmludilens 2 g
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thrlimmnsody, 39 vhounSasantidenieldas
undifuanwgldgunimiiaanss mafnmiddandu
#ae 33 Wun NSAIDS local steroid injection, shoe
modification, physical therapy, ultrasound ‘i’:N‘r:l"o
surgery'”

lumsfnwedsdl levamaudevizunisly
ESWT AU ultrasound WUl #80aTsosatluns
Femung 12 FUond n@:uﬁ'lﬁ%‘um-:%’nmﬁw ESWT
Tualun1sanenistaalddnin ultrasound Saifiu
conventional method wasHa? ISHUANE UL 3
flawt 6 dUan¥ audle 12 et lagfinauasma
satamin B 2 ngusInInana T IaluliTeY
morning pain wag walking pain as1eiiaRAYN 1AL
(p<0.05) uszilavhmaSouifiaueuuandssas VAS
score 17'{aﬂaeLﬁaguqﬂnﬂsﬁnvwﬁfuwudw ESWT an
nsthalusasdu §8nin ultrasound agefive
ey (p=0.005) srulwInenas night pain i wu
innaﬁuﬁlﬁ%’unwﬁnmé’w ESWT # night pain am
aanNIIngs  ultrasound  ual laifieddgyniemda
Feitoraiiostann Q’ﬂwnaﬁuﬁ‘lﬁ%’umsﬁmﬁém%
anlumsfinwna il HazdUaINTUMTIVAY night pain
Aoudsnsaudneusunisinem

dfatuduiug 1Sun dadlsnane, ses
nanfiflanms I.La:m*m'gumwaam‘smﬂﬁu Taiflaa
AUTEdU VAS score luns 2 ng éwaagﬂﬁamﬂ%’
ESWT l#naluniiaause leauidediu  ultrasound
Tooflsidniusfudadodonatn  wassduuedntIan
a1n15U7e ESWT & w13nvilédnin  ultrasound
dutfadadasuny xray finding sulsdlefhansndiu
Haseluntdnmedeil dlssaneanisfinmnounth
fwun 7 6 dou masmainendag ESWT liwodn
fimnussusyasvasnwiefed”

dmTuiladoiiag dose related effect 289
ESWT4i a1nn1sAnwna89 Rompe uazams T 2002
wunle 3,000 impulses 0.08 mj/mm® I%ealuns
$hen@niinsls 30 impulses, 0.08 mifmm® agneive
AR Iaiia (p<0.0001) RRZNBNNIANEMTITE4

Rompe uasAms 11996 wudn 1,000 impulses 0.06

69

mimm2 A l¥ualunisaaulsfieusy sham ESWT
aehsflluandnmneadd Golumsdneededld 1.000
impulses, 15 kV” wuaaaadasiunmsdnedonana
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' Objectwe To compare the eftectrveness of Iow energy extracorporeal shock wave therapy (ESWT) and
'

" ultrasound in treatrng heel parn from pltantar fascntls )

I @ ﬁ‘T’ 3 LE K H W Jeong '

Desrgn : Prospectrve randomtzed olrnrcal trial

Setttng Department of Physrca! Medlcme and Ftehabrhtatron Pramongkudklao Hosprtal

and Department of Physrcal Medrcme and Fteh;hrhtatron Bumrungrad Hospttal

Pamclpants : Forty patrents W|th plantar fascutrs (32 female 8 male wrth mean age of 49 5 years)
Interventlons. Patlents were randomty assrgned to 2 treatment groups ESWT and uttrasound were apphed
on 22 51des of 20 patrents in group | and 21 SIdes of 20 patrents in group Il respecttvely

Outcome measures : The severtty ot parn were assessed by Vrsual Analog Scales (VAS) at 0, 3, 6 and 12

weeks at nrght |n the morning and durrng walkrng Overall sattstactrons were evaluated by patients.

Hesults The study showed statrstlcally srgmflcance in heel pa!n rehet by the ESWT treated group than the
ultrascrund groups {p=0. 005) Pattents satrsfactrons for ESWT were obtamed more than ultrasound (p..o 002).

' No side effect was reported

Conciusron ESWT is more etfectave for reduomg parn than ultrasound in the treatment of heel parn from p!antar

'S . H . 5 e 3 2w

fascntrs )

Key Words : ESWT ,Shock wa\re, Ultrasound, Plantar fasciitis
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