mMswWsguinguus:answas:n31wmsiloiduuuu Dry Needling
ua: msaoensmuunusotuwowcﬂoutvaamswnuu1mo
nna1u1uans1wwaa aauuutunaummononawluaua~
iaidowviia: MsANUILBoNaaDvUUUEU

Bu:ls@ avaauysnd w.u., Uoosuns uryalwmmaloscy w.u.,
dunu aunsnwa:ns weu, Asanuad Liu=wuslan, w.u.
amuuasusstwamsWuWaussnmwmomsuwnuum)vm a.0a1Quidty o.lov Duunus 11000
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Background: Myofascial pain syndrome (MPS) in the upper trapezius muscle is a highly prevalent pain
condition and affects the quality of life. Although there are treatments such as dry needling and ultrasound-guided
interfascial hydrodissection to reduce pain, there is no study to compare the effectiveness of the two treatments.
Objective: To compare the effectiveness of dry needling and ultrasound-guided interfascial hydrodissection on the
upper trapezius muscle in myofascial pain syndrome. Method: Participants were randomized to receive dry needling
or ultrasound-guided interfascial hydrodissection on the upper trapezius muscle in myofascial pain syndrome.
Measurements were changed in the visual analog scale (VAS) scores and neck disability index (NDI). The assessment
was performed at pre-treatment, post-treatment at week 0 and 4. Result: The demographic differences between
the two groups are insignificant. The mean difference of both groups in VAS scores post-treatment at week 0 and
week 4 declined statistically as compared to the pre-treatment value. The mean difference in VAS scores between
groups is not statistically different at all time points. The mean difference in NDI scores between pre-treatment and
post-treatment at week 4 is not statistically different. Conclusion: The effectiveness of dry needling in reducing
the VAS and NDI scores is not statistically different from ultrasound-guided interfascial hydrodissection at the upper
trapezius muscle in myofascial pain syndrome compared post-treatment at week 0 and week 4 to pre-treatment.

Keywords: Myofascial pain syndrome, Interfascial hydrodissection, Ultrasound-guided, Dry needling

UnAQgo

a o | v & A A oA A . a H a o A Yo s
NUANAN: ﬂqll@']ﬂ’]iﬂ']@ﬂaqllLuaLLagLuaLﬂaWQNﬂw needllng LLazmiaﬂmimeﬂUiL’JmWﬂNﬂI@Eﬂ‘ﬁaam’]%nu

néullensiideadruuuiinuynuiniasdmadionunin  imeinaullensti@uadiuuulungueinistianaiuile

aa vy o ' < . = Y A oA ax o Yo ' o v
FIn WIINITNENTUNIIHULN dry needlmg BayNIIRAENT  LLaYLUBDLYDNWING 25N13: a']a']allﬂilﬂiUﬂ'ﬁqllﬂ']iiﬂ'@"wnﬁ]

g a o & Yo ¢ o = < . N o K a o A
‘LﬂLLEJﬂ‘UiL']mWﬂNﬂiﬂﬂi%aac‘]i’]%’nuu’]mqqLwaa@]aqﬂqiﬂjﬂ ARETANIRIEY dry needllng Wiaa@ﬂqiuqLLEJﬂUiL'JmWQNﬂI@EJ

widelafns@nwuSeuiisuuseansuanissneisasals  Tdansiwidiinisinauilensfideadiuve Yanay

ngUszasn: WeSoudieuussavdnasevinimsiladu dry  WasuuwUaavesnzuuu visual analog scale (VAS) uay neck

nsaisnsumsiwmng Ui 47 aduid 2 1Wvigu - ODnuIgu 2565

)



disability index (NDI) Uszifiuradeusnu ndasnwiil 0 was
4 §Ua i wa: sﬁmﬂaﬁugmmmmmaﬁﬂsﬁy’aaa&ﬂduhjLmﬂsm
1 ATLLANANITBIALRAEAZILL VAS Y03T@0INGUTEINS
Snwufiaendsnsine ¢ duamidledisusuazuuy VAS
NOUNIISNYI8AAI0E1NNTUEIAYNISEDR AIAULANAI
YosAzUULALRAY VAS SevinanguiloiFouiisusswinen
Fraalidumnenetiy ArrLuANA1YeIRZLLLATLAEY NDI
FEMINNBUNIINY AL NAINTSNY 4 dUaviseninangul
wansafiy a3U: nsiladin dry needling anAzivuu VAS uaz
NDI liumnshauifuidefeusensinansiuenudiaoieia
Tngldsansemidimidlunguenmstianéuiouaniode
WieTindunifensigeadiuuu vdednund 0 §Uni uas 4
dUasifisuiunousnE
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mMsanansiuenusnaisie, msldsansenithng, s
Hawdu
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unun (Introduction)
nauensUIanasilouagiileideriaia (myofascial
pain syndrome 3o MPS) 1ungueinisuinfifininugn
WINnIesInivesUssrnsiilulagdmansenusenmunIn
Fnsweanldiglunsinwseauinuiumn' Tngamnzly
UszimAanigousnmuanuynveadlsaiiuseann 10 d1uau
a0 ¥ = U ¥ =) v ! dz !
wazdlalddneaedis 57 fuduSuyansyel’ nduenis
UldnvauzeinsUindiednisadinauiilousiiuganisen
11 myofascial trigger point WspaInNWIka (fascia) SeWIN4
& v & 35 = = = ' v & A |
JuUNFLie™ FelinsAnwmuinnauilensileadiuuy
(upper trapezius) {usdafinupnugnuesngueinisilauin
waziduammddusudailitinasensldiinusydrTueea
34 ] I3 v ! aaa o
wn** egelsfiny wiinduen1s MPS 2iiSnssnyvann
1 v @ . = VY
nane Wunslonsiaduwuu dry needling sadienislaions
Shwimemsdnansuiwenusnamisinlnglddansigniulmia
(ultrasound-guided interfascial hydrodissection) Wan1sAne)
nlinnmlSeuiieuUssavsansshwme e dgdande’
< . o & ac ) aa
NMIRWTULUY dry needling dnluisn1ssnwntiu
Tngwnmdnvenansiululsemelne Samimanisantamas
s kiduilaaslufiusina myofascial trigger point Lol
Ainnsnszan (twitching) wazlinalvioin1suinanas” aendls
o P I~ a a @ A g o g va
Ana wdvgiivsednsuansinung winviliindyminig
< v o 14 [ o VY
szUNLdy (soreness) nasns¥nwle 1-2 Tu vilvgUaeuns
N A ) v aad 9 acd Ao a a
FIEMANEEINTTINYIAILTEN N3N TBauNTUsEansng
Ao A @ @ D= -V i
kAo INsTEUNnaINIsInwtesdenaluiiionnaly
N133N¥1 MPS
Tutagtunisld musculoskeletal ultrasound &y
MsvMinaN1seanUInaNlIATeITEUUNITEANKAZNA1XLIID

Juislmifidsunmdngeansiuinwienisdinvesiae
11

1Ad" uagtirannIEUNINgounaIaInn1snan1siena
a X yy Yo 2 a v = 2 a
Weduld wu Tasvuaduidudssavvisevasnidonuiiin
nanuLile upper trapezius® Usyaviswanissnwrnigisnsly
° A a T A a o A
musculoskeletal ultrasound UINIUNBRAGITUINUILIUNIHA
SyInstunaaile (interfascial hydrodissection) Inenslay
normal saline WseasUBUUENY danludsusnuiain
SYNINFUNALUD (intermuscular fascia) LU FUNIRALANAM
110 upper trapezius 514 levetor scapulae WBTILAADINNT
UIUazENNTAEENDINTIZUNINATSYN dry needling 16412
= g [ P A VY 4
f\mamﬂumssﬂmwLﬂuwmaaﬂimmeﬂm
INMIFNBIBINATVWITAERTAUY T0.3aensal
WuIN15¥ hydrodissection fiUszavsnalunsdivanains
110 LaaNIaldeIINIIIEuNaINMSyi dry needling 161
% = A P~ ada o aa £ oA
widareIn1snNsAnyNdseideuisidentiaunmunnyuiie
atuayunsshwIBE astun1sfinwilddlingusvasdiiie
Wisueuusyansravesnssnwserintansiladuwuy dry
needling wagn1sdnasiilenuinuiialnelddansienau
1neindmile upper trapezius lunguainistianaiuiile
A A oA a 1 & . ~ a
wazilloonsiauIunauile upper trapezius LU3BUIBU
YULADUTNIWIATAENAIS N Wag 4 dUaiAenaINITTnY
daqua:3Sms (Materials and Methods)
o X | .
N3ANBIUTUNIINAABIAIUALILUUEN (randomized
controlled trial) lnefin1sUnTagUseidiy (outcome
assessors) wuangunaaendu 2 ngu Tudwsdu 1:1 n1s
Anwilasun135UTelauAENIINNITITETTUNTIVEUDS
a0 TuATUS TN TN UYANTTONINNNITUNNE LN 9 Y 7
wazleawzidouaslu Thai Clinical Trials Registry ungia
TCTR20210518002
nausegadudthennzemsuwnduiouasisin
(MPS) Ushaunasitile upper trapezius tTuszegaudeunau @
I3 o soe = A v o o
2 INSUINTUTEELLIA 2 dUAYING 3 LABU) INTUNITINGD
wuugeuen a andudsussiiiensiuanssnnnmens
UWANELINTIRITRINADUNG BNIANTITUINAN W.A. 2564 Lay
lgsunsitadelasunmdnvamansiunindu MPs Tuusiu
nanaile upper trapezius Wumednwaldnwslunvsuilouuas
finauenitdaduitife
(1) 21gaus 18 U 89 70 T
(2) 181 MPS indnsiile upper trapezius AMLLANIINTS
31238 MPS 81@un3 Simon’s criteria®*
(3) fionsuaalusyesiaan 2 dUanvi 89 3 1oy uay
fezuuumuinegsiosaziuy VAS 4
(@) & active trigger point USIUNAMLLUINTLTEE
duuu 1 yaluegaiey
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(5) Wnlanwlvelazanunsne s UnD ULUUED UL
waghnmuenisoidosld

wazdinaueiAneenfs

1) JulseietunsnaiusnUszamae (cervical
radiculopathy or myelopathy)

(2) Wulsadasniauidy rheumatoid arthritis,
ankylosing spondylitis, systemic lupus erythematosus

(3) LAYHNANUTLINAD

(4) \neilgURvgUIILAD

(5) wasnwieisnisiladiuiuu dry needling nsda
ansthusnaainsswinstunduie nsdneamsiinie
¥menmindelutas 4 darireuniiluuinandwiile
UALNAIYINUY

(6) wien paracetamol wag ngu NSAIDs Tungu
proprionic acid

(7) fdasansss

(8) funeiidosnisnmsinmdusiufind o uas
NAIYIIUY

INNTNUNILITIUNTIUATIENsAnw IS B uTiey
IndlAssunsAnwiivns Kamali A, et al, 2003 wuiiaa
LLG]ﬂG]I’NGZJ?NF‘i’]LagEJLLa%E‘i’JUL‘lQJ‘IEJ\'iLUUQJ’Wﬁi’m‘UEN VAS nouuay
vidlasumissne 1 weulunguithenldsunissnudne dry
needing Wiy 1.91 + 2.94 uazlungufielésunissnm
#e lidocaine injection Winfy 4.95 + 1.67" dlefvuali
sEAUTEAAYNISERR d = 0.05 szAUsIUIAlUNITNAGDU
80% ANMSOBURINILITE (drop out) Wity 20 % ety
naushegsildlumsfinyiidoadeiiisiniu 36 au wady
naunARBILaENguUSEUTiBUNGNaY 18 AU

ananadinslignidgyriudnsuaniddouaglvirsugen
L‘ﬁﬁ'wﬂmamﬁé’f&lmaﬁﬂﬂﬂmmﬁ%’a%aL“fJuLwaén‘umam‘
ﬁuwjﬁlﬂuéﬁﬁﬁ]ﬁaLLath'asﬂuﬂ'ﬁzmuﬂ”ﬁLﬁusﬁ'au”a Nt
p1anadnsaElasun1sduneTs computerized block-of-4
randomization Tngg@aeinddedslieglunssuiunisiiy
Toyauazifouarlasunisundaaingidoaudulasiiddy
Ya9isn1sinwnieluannuie (seal enveloped) ‘ﬁa;ﬂaﬁiﬁ
Sunnmsnwithluifivlugionansildsunisdenssnaiingn
wledlyiilsiiAetoadfiold eranadinslésunisduesnidu
2 ndusiifio nauinwiensitaduuuy dry needling wag
nausnuensisasthuenuinaidnssrisundunie
Toeledansig1iutivmig (ultrasound- -guided interfascial
hydrodlssectlon) Mﬂﬂmmﬂﬁﬂ’mﬂmmua upper trapezius
ot awmamﬂﬂmumssﬂwﬂﬂmsmsﬁhqummu dry
needling 139 hydrodissection ‘I/NﬁEN‘UNLMlJ@UﬂuLLﬁSLaE]ﬂ
Frefivanunnnindisiuionasinaunanissnvdeiiies
Padealaedl protocol MISNEIAD

naud 1 - nsiladauuy dry needling: TWtheuey
sruuuisasiAuarenusnailadudieiensnte

Sisaisnsumsiwne Ui 47

uAI9AEN trigger point SN Lo upper trapezius

v
a

wardnszinetinlteuaring vdmntddddutadurua
0.25 mm. x 40 mm. Hadudsanuufmdslusiumiaed
ﬁmmsﬂmﬁamavmé’muwu trigger point wazdl twitching
WAIAUM trigger point Iu‘U‘JL’Jm upper trapezms UNIY
Tainu twitching wintdehdueenanduiov

ﬂam/l 2 - interfascial hydrodlssectlon Imwﬂw‘uau
SuLazTANEze1AUSnATaET T Ran SR enei T
w§niiddiades ultrasound 3U TOSHIBA TUS-X100 Wag i
probe Luu Linear 187 Fumusatu fascia lsetu upper
trapezius Pnihussen sterile normal saline 5 ml. aslu
syringe 5 ml. waziiiu needle no. 23 wiedauen fascia Uson
izw’iw%uﬁ'mlﬁa upper trapezius Wag supraspinatus ED!
levetor scapulae lushumisgaiifionnisuananniian 6195435

N19611UN13ANEIVY Domingo et al.'®

MntuEnansihdae
7% ultrasound-guided injection in-plane needle approach
§e normal saline 5 ml. 88193 aseptic technique
Tnedlinssnunludidesiuau 2 au lasunmdisnw
Tungudt 1 Buuwdingmansfiuyiifiussaunsallunsyin
vimansiladunuy dry needling wasumméiinulungudi 2
Duuwngsaaniduniifvszaunisaflunisvsinanis
hydrodissection Tnensldiedes ultrasound %Qﬂaﬁaﬁdam
AulasunsuntannisduuasnisAnidenatanadnag
oenasinssanangul#su standard treatment léfun
mslesumuuzilivhnmsuszaudu (cold pack) Tuudviail
Tsumstnunlugae 1 Sundimsdnen 15 nitsienss 2 aduste
Sunazdandauile (stretching exercise) vasnduniie upper
trapezius shemuosdaudunsinwinunesgiu’’ nglivh
Suaz 10a%s lindias 10 unismesihmniunaensyesns
finw enanadaslésuen paracetamol witeldidu rescue drug
mnfornstnannlnglilansaantandienstanduile
6 mnfinat1ameann1sly paracetamol augywlilden
naproxen Wi wazananadashiannsaldeudiuineiindu
W3eengu muscle relaxant Talaltuseninanisfinu
fuusdaseliun oy e fuiinante dreiitai
JEELIANTBIDINITUIN AIUTULIIVBIRINTUIANBUNSINW
gsenissnedaeisounounin dudsauldun szav
ANTULSIYBIDINTUIN (pain intensity) einarnaziuy
ldanwuuyseidiu 10 cm.-visual analog scale (VAS)
Tnsuwuaudu scale 0-10 wuRwnslugudraulunseany
wuvaeuny defiheannsaneumanusenuiesld’® uay
AN nluNsYATInUsyiuinaunelneinanaAziuuney
LUUEADUNNNINTZIU neck disability index (NDI) Fadu self-
administered questionnaire Algsumsuaifunwinelas
il intraclass correlation coefficient score 115U test-retest
reliabitity‘ﬁ 0.986 wazd Cronbach’s alpha @1%5U internal

consistency # 0.92%%
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ms@nenill primary outcome AeAANILANGY
NOULAYMAIN1TINYI (mean difference) U84 visual analog
scale (VAS) Taginnafisunziuusinistinneuine (pre-
treatment) Aundasnwil 0 &UnW (post-treatment at 0
week) uagndan1s3nwfl 4 &Uansi (post-treatment at 4
week) Lag secondary outcome ABAIANULANFAINNDULAY
NaIN133NWIUD9 neck disability index (NDI) lngianaiiiau
AruuLINMsUIndeus N ILaEnaIN1TSNY7 4 SUai (post-
treatment at 4 week) LLasﬁmiLﬁU%’ayja cointervention ‘17‘
didnsiunsfnwenaldsiudunisldemsonisiinienin
108U $1uaudinen paracetamol uag naproxen il
sewiemsanwsmfuanuiiniseeniidevesenanaing
FTWINNTANY

mynsgiteyanmsadAlnglilusunsy SPSS ediu
26 Inglduanadayameatiainssnun (descriptive statistics)
%ay‘alf?mﬂ%mmuamﬁlumLaé"a (mean) + ANdouUY
Wm531U (SD) wazdoyardsnauninuanududuiu (Gevasz)
dwfumsiasgideyanieaii chi-square test dmiudaya
fwdu categorical data W independent t-test %38 Mann-
Whitney U test ﬁm%"umﬁLﬂiwﬁwaﬂﬁayjaﬁﬁmiLLﬁmLLm
wuudndvieliunfnuddiu dusunsiisuiieudeyadi
\Ju continuous data 5¥inengu Mwadid paired t-test N3
wWisuisuanglunquldnisiesegdanuudsysiuiuy
5781 (repeated measured ANOVA) Tutasreusnu (pre-
treatment) %84N133NW1 (post-treatment at 0 week) Way
vdsns¥nwndl 4 Ui (post-treatment at 4 week) wae
ATz post hoc analysis #e35 pairwise comparisons
vqmﬂw51/1mamﬂ,uﬂﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬁmuﬂ@iﬁzﬁuﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁgmaaﬁaﬁ
p-value < 0.05

Wa (Result)

nsAnwiitionaniasid1sanauaunisAnuiianun
33w wazdonanasing 3 ausenainnsinuiiiesannlyin
axeutin (il 1) sﬁayjaﬁugwwaammaﬁﬂiﬁy’aaaqmju
Tiunneneiu (151971 1) wazoranadasiilésunisdgunis
Anenildldsumstnudeissulamemsnenindrdn as
Hadu uarmsanensulaluuinanduile upper trapezius
Tuszeviim 4 Unidewdrsumsinui nariade VAS
uay NDI sewinengumsdnwiiadesngulinuauunnsg
ageiiedAgynsadfluriessezsiavurnausny nag
$hwndi 0 dUatiuaz waShw 4 dUaWi (39T 2) wanTs
AN mUTAAMULANETBIAzIILARAY VAS Sywinarnou
msshuiUTeufisutunzuuumndssnui 0 dUnv wavanu
WANFNITIATHULANAAY VAS sEiinstounisinulieu
Wisufuazkuundinissnwil ¢ dUai fanuuandisedas
fitfoddyeadivasisaosngunising ANuLANA1ITes
ATLUUALRAY VAS Seinamdsinemdl 0 dUaviFeuiiou
fupzuuuvdansinmil 4 dlanivesisaosngunisnuilal
NUAULANANOENTTAAYNIEDH LazANLANAIIUDY
AzLULANLRAY VAS sevianguilens3suifisussminemntag
nafianuuansegdlifitedfyneadn (e 3) Ay
WANGANTBIATILLALRAE NDI SeWInenoun SNy LAz naa
n3$nw 4 dUamiUSeuLisusEninaaangunisin liny
AULANANIRENTTEAEYNEER (115197 3) N1sRany
ns¥nusudemstamteandiuile warnsinwennis
UIndundusiee paracetamol Wag naproxen MABATZYY
nmmsﬁﬂmﬁwud'}hjL.Lmﬂﬁmﬁ’uiwdwmjums%’ﬂm (579
ii a) uaﬂﬁ]’]ﬂ‘lfug\‘ilﬂﬁi’]EJQ’mﬂ’]’wLLMﬁﬂ%ﬂuﬁEmL’iﬂMﬁﬂmﬂ
ms¥nwitsaeindy fifesnisuinssundundimsiniuay
Feneonanizfiiindniies

Assessed for eligibility (n=40) ]

Excluded (n=4)

Not meeting inclusion criteria (n=4)

Randomization (n=36) |

|

Treat with dry needling (n=18)

|

| Lost to follow up visit (n = 2) |

Analyzed (n = 16)

Excluded from analysis (none)

l

Treat with hydrodissection (n=18)

l

| Lost to follow up visit (n = 1)

Analyzed (n =17)

Excluded from analysis (none)

AT 1 LHURSIDN15ANYIMIM CONSORT diagram
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v
=

713199 1 Foyaiiugiu

<3

Outcome variables Dr)(/nn:eldél)ing Hydzzdlssi?c):tion p-value
Lt (1Agg9) 12 (75.0) 13 (76.5) 0.922
21¢ @) 38.86 + 8.31 38.29 + 10.83 0.865
BMI (kg/m?) 25.87 + 6.38 26.85 + 6.51 0.666
S¥EIAN0917NT (FUAM) 5.06 + 3.19 5.29 + 353 0.845
Inadnsfifionns @an) 9 (56.25) 10 (58.824) 0.881

A15197 2 wan133nwene 38 dry needling Wag hydrodissection Tnutgnausne naisnw 0 dUa waznassnwn 4 dUan

Outcome variables Dry needling Hydrodissection p-value

Visual analog scale (VAS)

ABUSNWN 5.714 + 0.981 6.289 + 1.356 0.175
Waa¥nw?i 0 dUanek 2.741 + 1.740 3,778 + 1.721 0.095
waeSnwd 4 dUanak 2411 + 2.101 3131 + 1.777 0.295

Neck disability index (NDI)
ApUSNEN 16.938 + 5.848 15.235 + 4.737 0.364

waeSnwd 4 dUanak 8.688 + 3.790 7.941 + 3.400 0.555

A191991 3 AIULANANTOIAZLUUANLAAEVDINANITSNYIAIYTS dry needling uag hydrodissection InvalznausA®) wasnwN
0 dUA9 wazmassnw il 4 dUa

Outcome variables Dry needling Intra group Hydrodissection Intra group  Inter group
p-value p-value p-value

Visual analog scale (VAS) <0.001"

fousnw - ndainwd 0 dUnsi 2973 +0367  <0.001' 2.512 + 0.096 <0.001" 0.333

fousnw - ndadnwd 4 dUnsi 3.303 + 0512 <0.001' 3.159 + 0.442 <0.001" 0.833

wdesnwil 0 §Uni - ndsshwadl 4 dUav 0.330 + 0.482 1.000" 0.647 + 0.365 0.286" 0.601
Neck disability index (NDI)

Mean difference (Pre — week 4) 8.250 + 6.618 7.294 + 5.205 0.647

14 Repeated measure ANOVA Tunisiwiuaia

715199 4 Co-interventions Wag compliance YBIDANHNATIZIINNTTANEN

Outcome variables Dry needling Hydrodissection p-value

SruuSuiiganduiieun 4313 + 1.580 3.529 + 2.095 0.237

31uau paracetamol #il¥ (i5in) 3.250 + 9.896 1.824 + 6.347 0.236"

313U naproxen 14 (din) 0.188 + 0.750 0.000 + 0.000

+ 14 Mann-Whitney U test Tunsfuinad
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391stu (Discussion)

AAUYDINTANYILNUIIAIANILUANAINYDIAZUUY

a ' o ] a ' | |
wae VAS seninanguidlanSeuileuseninangasiailiwen
A9 WONNNLUAIAIULANAISVDIALLUUANRRY VAS SEWIN4
ABUNTSNW U8 UABUNUATWULNEINISSAYIT 4 dUa9
YBIeERINguilA$1911nn31 minimal clinical importance
difference v89 VAS 91 3.0 cm.” 8n9ng 53U89AIAULAN
A19UDIATLULALRAE NDI SEUINBUNITINYILALARINTS
$nw 4 dUa i wWleuiieussninvasangunssnen linuaany
uaneNegNiitydAgyNsED AUy
o & 9

MsANUTLARINATZAUANLTULTIVBIDINTUIN (VAS)
anasegedidedAgyniadfnasinuineisiladunuy dry
needling 1 4 daiiUspuifisuiuneusne) Feaennassiu
NANISANYIVBY Gerber et al.’ AT1PUNITAAKATLAUAIL
JULTIBIDINTUIN (VAS) anasegeiliudAgynisatiaves
) Y aa < . ~ ) P '
SnweaeIsEladnuu dry needling 3 dUavi Tudiuwesnis
$nwe35 hydrodissection WUT1 HATEAUAIINTULTIVEA
2111507 (VAS) sasnsanedivlufiemadeniunisine
Kongsagul et al #5189 U152 TUMENUINARIHALAY
lansngtidnneainauLile upper trapezius 8anINS
Uralatuduiueraadasussunasiesay 70 vasorad@dasn
1nquoIN1s MPS M13miain MigtiangiuuAIulIn numerical
rating scale anag 3-7 AZLUUNEINITINYT’ WBNANTUNANTT
= Nyﬂ-l Y a L% = . Q!
AnwllflnalAgsiunanis@nwives Domingo T et al. Fanu
MAZUUUANUUIN VAS aARINEINITINEINIET0 interfascial

va o

muum%m

Y

hydrodissection agsfitud1Agynieads’
faudiuitwannnsAnwiatuayunanisinudaeis
hydrodissection ¥84n13ANWINBURTN

mﬁﬁﬂma;amaﬁmﬂmam%maqL‘f':aL?jaﬂéﬁmﬁaLLaz
Bulszamusnandaiile upper trapezius wu fiduuszam
YUALENTDS accessory nerve (cranial nerve XI) Waﬂaguimﬁﬂ,‘u
U3t fascia semdnandnanile upper trapezius Wag levetor
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