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Abstract: Effectiveness of Smart Focus Extracorporeal Shock Wave
Therapy for Chronic Plantar Fasciitis: Comparison of Recommended
Guideline Energy Strategy and Lower Energy Strategy

Boonmamanee N
Nopparat Ratchathani Hospital, Raminthra Rd, Kannayao, Bangkok, 10230
(Email: Nattakan@msn.com)

Background: In the treatment of chronic plantar fasciitis patients with smart focus Extracorporeal Shock Wave Therapy
(ESWT), many patients can not tolerate the pain of the shock wave with the energy levels recommended by guideline. Physicians
try to reduce the energy level and increase the number of shots for patient co-operation. Objective: To determine and compare
the effects of smart focus ESWT in treatment of chronic plantar fasciitis, between the recommended guideline energy strategy
group and group therapy with reduced energy but increase the number of shots, in different times (morning, while walking, night,
when pressed at the painful site) and in the follow up periods (weeks 1, 4, 8, 12). Method: A prospective, single blind randomized
controlled trial study. We studied in 2 groups of plantar fasciitis patients. The first group (n=30) was treated with the recommended
guideline energy strategy (0.08 mj / mm?, 1000 shots), and the second group (n=30) was treated with lower energy strategy (0.028
mj / mm?, 2000 shots). Results: Patients in recommended guideline energy strategy group and lower energy strategy group had
no difference in pain reduction and able to walk better and continuous in all day long after end of treatment from week 1, 4, 8
and 12. Conclusion: There were no statistical or clinical differences between the recommended guideline energy strategy and

the lower energy strategy smart focus ESWT in treatment of chronic plantar fasciitis in this study.

Keywords: Smart focus extracorporeal shock wave therapy, Chronic plantar fasciitis

UNANED

aiivds : lumsddashwguaelsaislaladwindniay
Fo3ashendunseunnuuuanivinga Usingidlifiaesiuunds
isnansanusieenaduanmislindunszunnsnessiundsnuma
wuaneiiliuusild fFns3ehmavnaesuuanseiundanulii
awnuAiiinsuefinsBdinniuwu egquassesnssng
Fagustaed : iofnwnaziuTeuifisunavesnisldnaunszunn
wuvandvlaitaluntstialsaiadialdduisniauioss Tuwives
nsanenadu mslinuuazdsznoufanssy sevinnguittadn
shendanunuimsfiuusth uaznguiivnsendsnuiiiing
uiiindauafinisBanutasnan (Grudmdsiuuey vushu
nansfu Insmsnaiigauiv) wazszeznsAnmaenns (@anii 1, 4,
8, 12) 38M3 : M3AnwITmaaeuUEl Untagusdiu Anwilugite
2 N Az 30 AU NGT 1 U1TnfenAUNSE LN S UM
wurth (0.08 mj/mm? $1uau 1,000 A% ngudl 2 trindhendenu
fisinn (0.028 mj/mm? $1uau 2,000 A3) wa : fheianguiivash
fendnumuiamisiuz wasnguittiindendanudisini
wiiitssnuauefinists flernaduanadlsiunnssiu anunseldan
uazvhianssuldAdusgedaiiies yndrsnan ndmstinduge

FauddUA T 1, 4, 8 uavdUavi 12 a3y - TunsAnwnd linwuan
uansstasaRuaznendin Tunsthdaduaelsaiaialariai
Sniauiiess semsldndunsyunnuuuainvings sewinssesue
WAL fusssumgsnuiisin g uiiusuaunds
N384

Ay : msthdameadunssunnuuuanivinga Tsa
WaalFwhsnauEess

unua
TaeisialddiindniauFosmdofiauitluines doniy
fntininlsesestn ulsafinuldveslunwUfod deyaainamu
adfveslsameunauninusvsd wud Sivaelseiifutunnd
T4 5 Udoumnaa (w.A. 2555 31131 796 57, W.A. 2556 31U 730
978, WA, 2557 310U 912 518, W.A. 2558 I1UU 1,254 578 Uas
Wi, 2559 $1U7U 1,088 518) auunvesnIsialsAlsliiduiingy
wiida’ udfiausRgiuieadiiusiuthmiingiiinn vienishau
fiFpsasiminiunnuazuiuly?® ermsduldiuiiiesdu
Y Wiiruueu nanfuvdenanhauyhiansalag Taglifiiv

Un 43 aUUN 1 UNSIAW - NUNIWUS 2561 | 51



TILNLVIN AWANTENUABANLATEA NITVNNTY UATALNINGIN
2 @, 1 = U = 2 o C% v
vosgtheiuegeunn uazdwdlutagduasiimssnwuagintneme
guaznAlulagnIanIsINguInINg WY nsanafusess n1svin
9anNI191IN iamﬁqmﬂﬁmmiﬁ’uQﬂm’l,umiﬂgﬁaﬁamamim
2In1565U wiusEASNatun st URAdallduminelath wavdaladd

Hanuidefatuayuihnmssnunlafniiudaau
TulsswmrlnelafinmsiiaIesdanaunszunn (Extracorporeal
Shock Wave Therapy ; ESWT) anlgindnlsansialadiin
o g o oA ] =l a o Ol
gnwausesy Wavssuandt 10 Ynnuun® Yagdulatinisiauwn
UszAnSnmveawasas saudadinisimuiiisedulidusuuliia
winzgnsiiaumailn warnsusumndnuieldlunisundn
| = o W avyw G A o =g
aghavanuany Fananisirdanterailuivmelalusedunils’ oy
nalnlunsundaalsaiunszunnlugUlelsaialaladwingniay
I a A A o § v a 2z X 1 &
Besuly Anannsnaaulusihlminnisuinduiulidnase Tu
JEAUA9 WenszAulisanIefansEUIUNISTeNL TN WI VY
aINMEAgeNBNilewnszesuily Fdlunsyuiun Yy
31NELANINAIAIINGY Angiogenesis-mediating growth and
proliferating factors oulsitnans eNOS (endothelial Nitric Oxide
Synthase), VEGF (Vessel Endothelial Growth Factor) wag PCNA
(Proliferative Cell Nuclear Antigen) n13iai1 Faanglunszuaunisiig
ﬂ’]ilﬁ/iaL’JEJuLa@G]LLauﬂ”ISﬁSNLu’eJLEJ’eﬂmJ Blood supply and Tissue
regeneration)®® yonniusseudaied faaunszunnes T
ylAAnn1IE Hyperstimulation analgesia and nerve gating effect
adnenalnlunisanain1suanued Transcutaneous Electrical Nerve
Stimulation (TENS)”* 8n¢ne
Fedhdyfendsnuraseiunsswniidtidngu Fefisswed
N AnNTEUILNNSAINEND nussluvseannlufasiinnisuinidu
nnniuld uagdtheliannsanusienisiitnsieiiedld assiudan
o A da A& v a < | A
nnasuvesnaundwurlunsetesiiuly Nenvazldiieane
san1snsEAuliinnsTUIuNSToNLINALITuINlA wananden
WISIADIDUY LU IIUIUATULAZAILDNEY T uIunssly
Asnsun1stdn AdnasenistTnitedu
wilhluthgduasdilifidunsgruivenivieddmamusan
wilalunssnwdUaelsell windnisldnanisfinwives Lee!! 7ild
SEAUNRINUSEAUMEIUIUNAT (0.08 - 0.16 mj/mm?) §1uau 1,000
< 9 ¢ S 9 ¢ o
Jam duaviarasa Wunan 3-5 dUadi Wusuamaiuzain Tumis
UtRunmdazldrmmnilvesmuuuimeaiuugdiuagglisamnse
nulelunsundn dslusyiundsnunldassdudtheusarsiedeenaly
Wiy imzdiheusiaseanansanuAduIINNISgNATUNSELIN
Iesneiu windgreunmentudaldsziundsnumuuuamid
wugudn Jlaendadiennisidved wnndlasosiliileiuliosas
Y aa aa 1 44' o a A P Yo A v
mEisn1svaneds i indeurhsluinliegis wielvisurdutosas
1150813910735 USUAAAINEINUAIAIDN LALANTIUIUASTINTSE
Wy Mevhuiudasiligiisanunsanuduiasinnusiude
Tunsthdn uafdalifndngrunensideduduilinaiads uansa
PMNALLINUsS ol
. . o X w o I
Tgusradrensinyil e sfnwuasilSeuiiouna
89n13MPAUNSELNALUUEN SN AaluA1sUITRlsATIRA LAR L3N
Fntauisess Tundveanisaneainisiiu nasldausazyinfanssuy
FEINGUATITARIENAIUAINULINILURT (WFSUYUIR
0.08 mj/mm?) wagnquiit1dnmenasunIng1 (Waanuaua
0.028 mj/mm?) FIUUNAINLINIAT (TINTIMAIAUUDY VLAY
Franansdiu Taen1snaiigaidu) Tnedszeznishinmiueinis 4 svey
@UnWid 1, 4, 8, 12)

52 | oisansnsunisiwng

dnnua=osnIs

WunsAnwiwuy Prospective, single blind randomized
controlled trial study ngusegns fe gtheusnilldsunmsidadean
unndiagmansituyindulsaiaialdihsnian engszmi 20-70
Yinsumssnfuunimeansium Tsmeuaunsaussd lu
FIIERIUR UNFIAL 2559 B figuieu 2559 §1U3U 60 518 (M3
fmunruiaiiegns swalagldiusunsu G* Power 3 Fawauilag
Cohen 1996 louwanguiiagns n = 54 Maganu eI 60
8 Wletlesiunsuameluvesnguiiegssvinsnismeass (drop
out 10%) laeilainsvadlsanadaladinsniauanuIuiy 3 Whou
Tingldsunssnwlag inneu vieineldsunissnudeisoug uds
Lty warlifidemalunstindendunssunn lusswiadhsay
msAnwlsleyaneligiineldoniuinngu NSAIDs vievinnssnwdu
S U Msvimenwiite fadu vsedeaiiesoss naonau
Tueendne wderhAanssuiiinisldivihanng wu s viensslan
Tanuiu fihets 60 518 gndueenidu 2 naulagiBnsduuunie
shemsduaann nguaz 30 518 tiedirsumstringelrdosBndu
ﬂsumeLwam%wIWﬁa Dorier Aries Tagngud 1 l63unisurin
maﬂaumumemwamumuLmeaLL‘uum (0.08 mj/mm?x1,000
shot) A 5 He daviavade s uawied 3 adeuund vassi
nauil 2 ifumsthiashendunssunniidmdsnusedusiing (0.028
mj/mm? x 2,000 shot) AwiE 5 Hz dUamiazads iWus uiwiedy
3 ¥y Wiy

nsiusiusdeya JAnuldisinsdniaevaueinis
fithe muszezmsinny fotoudunsthia uasndimstitaduae
AEUAAT 1, 4, 8 uay 12 audsu InglvgUaglvinzuuueinis
Suluneudmdsiuueu ennisidurasiu ennsiduluneunansiu
wazomsSuvarldiang densiaseduauiuan Visual
Analog Scale (VAS) Trinzuuuann 0 (lidu) lauds 10 (Fuiigalu
i) wazUsziliunslauuazyinnanssy Ing Roles and Maudsley
Score THazuun 1 (Excellent, Tiidu wagldau vinAanssulaniy
Uni) Iazuuu 2 (Good, Buluaseasn videnssulldmaund) 1
AziuY 3 (Fair, 13U dedewhianssndunaiume) waglinzuuy 4
(lanansaviianssuldiilesannidu) Gﬁagaﬁlﬁgﬂﬁmﬁmswﬁmw
adffiorauuansavesAade VAS uwag Roles and Maudsley
score nelungu uagsening 2 nqu laeadn ANOVA with repeated
measures

wa

AUreTidrsaumsfnevisnun 60 918 1wy 12 518 N
48 519 lasunmsidededulsansilaladwidniauiisddaien 48
518 (19121 19 519 919978 29 519) Wuisaesdne 12 519 ianue
Jzgnuuadu 2 ngu nguaz 30 918 tnedidnsaunisfnwvivassngu
Isunsnaaeun1vadiaugi ong diugs dmin dviulanie uag

I3 1 ] U [

syezaIutie liuanaeiy (p > 0.05)

aaudl 1 sEduAadulInnendanistitn
o < v oA Ao o W v
1.1 sgivanuuuanvasiiengui 1 uitadaeseauy
PAITUANNLUINIULUZLN
°Lumwsm AzuURdeTEAUAIAULIR (VAS) Tugiae
ﬂaam 1 mmmmaimuwamumuLmeaLLuum mmlumamaa
sthasaiiio TunngnaIuasnsEEENISAAAILEINTT (@1579% 1)



MSWA 1 ANIELIAZOUITHIUULINSIIUVEY AILUS:AUADUISUUIAILUIEUAS] (VAS) VauuUosnaun 1 AUNUAMES-AUWANIUATUILONIIIUEN

FEAUANNDUUINWUULEUATS (VAS)

P291781

, . . , Aadesan
fouvnln  dUAin 1 dUain 4 dUavii 8 FUmin 12

N Mean 6.229 3.800 3.543 2.943 2.257 3.754
SD 2.184 2.349 2.513 2.155 2.267

VLAY Mean 5.943 4.400 3.629 2.800 1.857 3.762
SD 2.071 2.440 2.197 2.273 1.912

AGARG Mean 4.200 3.029 2.343 1.686 1.314 2.514
SD 2.471 2.572 2.362 1.982 1.711

Lﬁ@ﬂm Mean 5.543 3.200 2.800 1.971 1.514 3.006
SD 2.605 2.220 2.374 1.543 1.837
ﬂ'ﬁm’sﬁli’m 5.749 3.607 3.079 2.350 1.736

dleduunmuranian nui AvkueAssERUmLE UL
vosthengudl 1 lunisiieuynvisnan frmnuuansatuegel
Todfyn9adnisziu 0.05 (p<0.05) eniulugradhivuaeiu 7
seduaMuuUInliunnesiuegadifuddymeadaiisedu 0.05
(p=1.000) Inelutradrasfiseiunuduuingsdn sesaufouay
iy dlona uagmaunatsfiy auddy

dleduunmuszernsinnue1nis nuin AzuLLREESYR
Andutinvesithengud 1 feunnszarmsiamueinis daw
uwnnsnafuegaituddymeadniseiu 0.05 (p <0.05) snviumds

[y} [ =3

MsUITREUAINN 1 AUAUAYA 4 Aszauaudulnliiiniiy

o o

unneeuegafiteddnymnsadffisesiu 0.05 (p=1.000)

1.2 szRuAuiulInvasinenguil 2 ivhdadaesee
wasewAndiivuamauuzi

Tunmsan Asuuedesziunaniulin (VAS) lugthengu
#i 2 Ariashesefundanusndy fwnliuanasegiedeiies luyn
9987 UATNNIEELNSANAILDINT (51971 2)

ANSWA 2 ANlAIA:doUITENIULLIASTIUVEY AIUUS:AUAIUISUUIAILUIEURS] (VAS) vodriJounauf 2 RUNUAMIES:AUWEIIUAING

SEAUANNDUUIALUULEUATS (VAS)

vasam doutnin  dUawii 1 dUaiia  duaniis  duawid 1z | ooooe

LN Mean 6.649 3.892 2919 2.757 2.351 3.714
SD 2.071 2.170 2.431 2.629 2.214

YUTLAY Mean 5.162 3.297 2.568 2.270 1.649 2.989
SD 2.566 2.197 2.363 2.317 1.687

AGARNGE Mean 3.594 2.324 2.108 1.865 1.351 2.249
SD 2.303 2.298 2.378 2.175 1.67

Lﬁ@ﬂﬂ Mean 4.676 2.757 1.784 1.676 1.676 2.514
SD 3.119 2.266 2.200 1.944 1.94
mm?{asm 5.020 3.068 2.345 2.142 1.757

HlaFMUNAIUTINIAT WU AZRULRABTESTUALEULLA
vosgthengun 2 Naunntiaam danuwandrsiuegedidedfiy
aad o v | a o A a
NMeEnANTEAU 0.05 (p<0.05) sntiulurranavustAuiuiliowiile
N9 wag IeNasAuiuLlateilann NsesuAuduUIRllLaneeiu
ag198TedAYNNEDANTEZAU 0.05 (p=0.161 waz 0.323 MUARU)
WaTUUNAILTEELNITAAMINEINT NUIASLULRASEAU
Anudulnvestisngui 2 Weuynsyasn1siinnuens finy
| 1) I Ao o w aad o v o
upneeueedidedrgmnisadfnszau 0.05 (p <0.05) BnLIuURET
A5UIIREUAYN 4 NuFUANT 8 way 12 warraan1sUunUasUAue
8 fudUm9n 12 AlifimnuuanaiuegfivedAgnisanansyau
0.05 (p=1.000, 0.253 uag 0.834 AINFFV)

aauil 2 WSsuIisusiumIiuLIn sEiunnsidnuuayyh
Aanssy sevhenguiftheividasesefundanumauuamauzih
uazszFuNdIUinIng

2.1 Wisuifisuseiuanuduiinvestan seminangud
Urasessiundanumaumauzh wasnguiivinde sty
wiaLTidN

nan1sAnelinuauLAnastuegsiited Avnsad A
seu 0.05 wessEAUmMILEUUInsEIhenguit RSy
WAL wasndsnusEiuTiing Tuyndasweams
Annue1ns @UaWi 1, 4, 8 uag 12) (13797 3)

UR 43 a0URA 1 UNS1AL - NUNWUS 2561 | 53



MSWA 3 ANIDABIIAAOUITENILULINSTILVAY AIUUS=AUAUITUUIAILUIEURST (VAS) S:HINNAUEUOSRUNTAMROESAUWANNUAUILONIUEUN 1Az

STAUWANIUAFINGD

WAL TUATULUINIUZU WaILsEEUAINGD
95% Confidence 95% Confidence
ANSIAKE Interval Interval P-value
Mean SD Mean SD

Lower Upper Lower Upper

Bound Bound Bound Bound
naun1sUUA 5.479 1.595 4.886 6.071 5.020 1.897 4.444 5.596 0.207
ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁl 1 3.607 2.076 2971 4.298 3.068 2.022 2.396 3.739 0.778
5‘1Jm‘1fi‘171| q 3.079 2.138 2.355 3.802 2.345 2.156 1.641 3.049 0.899
ﬁlﬂﬂ’]ﬁﬁ 8 2.350 1.826 1.674 3.026 2.142 2.16 1.485 2.799 0.315
5Uﬂ’lﬁ‘17ll 12 1.736 1.802 1.137 2.334 1.757 1.750 1.175 2.339 0.380

2.2 Wisuiisusedunisldanuuaziianssuveadias  adidfiszdu 0.05 lushunsldnuuagyinanssy sewinedihongui

3EMINGUNUITAMETEAUNAIUANRIIIMIEYY Lagngud
Y1URAESLAUNAIIIUAINTT
NanISAN®INUIN LinuAnuwanansiuegalitedAnig

)

o v

UIUARIETEAUNSNUALLLINILULET LATNANUSEAUNRINT
Iunﬂmwaqmsﬁﬂmummi FUAYA 1, 4, 8 wag 12) (15199 4)

PSR 4 ANlaAYIA:3oUITEIUULINSIIUVEY AILUS:AUNTSTZIUIA:ANAINSSU (R&M score) S:r3uNauLUosRUNTAMUS:AUWANUAUILONWIUELN

18:S:AUWANIUARINGD

NAIIUAUUUINIUUZUN WEIUSTAURINGD
95% Confidence 95% Confidence
AN5IANE Interval Interval P-value
Mean SD Mean SD
Lower Upper Lower Upper
Bound Bound Bound Bound
AauN1TUIUA 2.800 0.584 2.600 3.000 2973 0.600 2.779 3.167 0.37
51Jmﬁ‘ﬁ 1 2.343 0.725 2.085 2.600 2.405 0.797 2.155 2.656 0.378
5Umﬁﬁ q 2.000 0.686 1.734 2.266 1.892 0.875 1.633 2.151 0.084
ﬁ'ﬂmﬁﬁ 8 1.886 0.796 1.617 2.154 1.757 0.796 1.496 2.018 0.399
ﬁjﬂmﬁ‘ﬁl 12 1.657 0.765 1.379 1.935 1.703 0.878 1.432 1.973 0.645

391snd

NNANITIASIEANeaBAT LN TunsAnwd wazly
annsanuANLUANFsegelituddy1eada seninsnguilvaa
FusTRUNSIUALLLINTLYET LavsERUNGIusInGY ety
WiTeY AzLURALTEIUAMIEULIA (VAS) way Azluuadesziu
Asldanulagyinanssy (R&M) s1anunsatiluusulalunisiidn
;Eﬂ’mimﬁqﬁm’[ﬁﬁhLﬁwé’mauﬁya%qﬁaaﬂﬁuﬂixLLwﬂ ’Luﬂiaﬁﬁ@ﬂm
Tlanunsanuduiunistiiamiesssundenuiiunmaiugi 150
anseanunldndsuisninld Tnefiusaunisdafiuty Taei
UssBvisravesis 2 33laiumnsnaiy

widednwaeludazngu wudr Tunguittdasessiu
wasuamIawuzt lusyee 4 dUaniusn (ReuthUmlseuiieu
FUFU T 1 uazdUnif 1 WSeuiieusudunvidl 4) Aedessu
adutindsgauarlsiunandafusgnedidoddy azBuduausig
asjwqﬁﬁaﬁwﬁmlﬁaLU%&ULﬁaUﬁ’usdeﬁ’ﬂmﬁﬁ 4 fu 8, 8 fu
12 way 4 fu 12 Fernndessiuamnuiutinanasniniuunnuas
wRNARENETEEAYNISEDA mmxﬁlunémﬁﬂwﬁ’mé’aaixﬁuwé’wmﬁ
M AedeseiuAnuuUInanauasa e iittddy
FausBuusn Aungs 4 Sanni szisuanasuuliuanaiuegnadit
dndy ileSeuniieudUnvidl 4 fu 8 | 8 fu 12 way 4 fu 12

54 JsasnsuNIsiIwng

ﬂ"uLLamﬂﬁﬁﬂaUﬁﬂwﬁmé’hassﬁuwﬁqmummu,mmaLLuzﬁw
pmsiiutinuiavanasiauAiEunsn uiavsudiuiniuuinanas
ag1etmundandulUldTinund 4 dUaiiduduly aenrdasiu
auufgruveanszsuumsthin fiAnainnssuiumstouLEiLes
o3 ume Santulumends lfRatuiuividla Wengaindn
waNareINIsYeNLTLAdinset sumzﬁ@'ﬂaaﬁﬁwﬁmﬁamsﬁuwé’qmu
fisng1 ndEUa T 4 ennsiiulinfianasazsuliinesiudaiau
udr enafululin lunguiinssuaumsdeunenlfanaunazldzu
seeundsnulunsthaiitesnda

et AAnwldRnmuen1sitlendsidansunslisunsy
TR uiledUniid 12 mnfinsfamuernsaeiessyereniuiundi
il enaaziiupnuuaneng w%'alﬁ%a;&aﬁmﬁmwznawmiﬂa“mﬂusgw
iomisdestunsnsudusnlaluounan

asJ

nsthiiagihelsaiealdiuindnaudess demsliniu
AszunnuuUaRslnalussfuAmMEIUsINIIINILUE U
Wfiusuundinsts fiusyavsualdmafunsthdadnessfungaanu
ANNLLINL UL



nnAnssuUs=n1f
YavauAM F04AANs115E 101 ASlnlsad e191sdiiay aadrnsianauagifenisfne Aaefinwieans wningde
FRUASUNTILIA ﬁiﬁﬁ’]LLuxﬁﬁéﬁuaﬁaLLaxmﬁmﬁzﬁ%’aga WA yyaziden danuTyaiinanvivnnisideuasiamundnenin
uywd wuAnnsifouazaianisdne flimueyeszilunsinszideya felusunsudnsagumeada

References

1.

Crawford F, Thomson C. Interventions for treating
plantar heel pain. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2003;(3)
: CD000416.

Riddle DL, Pulisic M, Pidcoe P, Johnson RE. Risk factor for
plantar fasciitis: a matched case - control study. J Bone
Joint Surg AM. 2003; 85:872-7.

Irving DB, Cook JL, Menz HB. Factors associated with
chronic plantar heel pain: a systematic review. J Sci Med
Sport 2006; 9:11-22.

guadm! uwiluves, aufesh munzdAay, glssed Aan
19A8. MIANUITBULTIBUNANISSNYIUBY Shock wave uaz
Ultrasound 1‘14[:3"1]38 Plantar fasciitis. mmamﬁy\luvjmﬁ 2547;
14: 60-70.

Wang CJ, Huang HY, Pai CH. Shock wave enhanced
neovascularization at the tendon - bone junction. an
experiment in dogs. J Foot Ankle Surg 2002; 41: 16-22.
Wang FS, Wang CJ, Huang HC, Chung H, Chen RF, Yang KD.
Physical shock wave mediates membrane hyperpolarization
and Ras activation for osteogenesis in human bone
stromal cell. Biochem Biophys Res Commun 2001; 287:
648-55.

10.

11.

Ogden JA, Toth-Kischkat A, Schultheiss R. Principles of
shock wave therapy. Clin Orthop Relat 2001; 387:8-17.
Siebert W, Buch M. (eds). Extracorporeal shock wave in
orthopaedics. Berlin. Springer Verlag 1997; 1-245.
Steinbach P, Hofstadter F, Nicolai H, Rossler W, Wieland W.
In vitro investigations on cellular damage induced by high
energy shock waves. Ultrasound Med Biol 1992; 18: 691-9.
Haupt G. Effect of shock wave in the treatment of partial
thickness wounds in piglets. J Surg Res1990; 49:45-8.

Lee SJ, Kang JH, Kim JY, Kim JH, Yoon SR, Jung KI.
Dose-related effect of extracorporeal shock wave therapy
for plantar fasciitis. Ann Rehabil Med 2013; 37: 379-88.

UR 43 a0URA 1 UNSTIAL - NUNWUS 2561 | 55



