View metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk brought to you by ., CORE

, , [ ; . , . ,
. . . (2000 )N
, 2001, 7(2): 49—52.
[2] Williams B. On the pathogenesis of syringomyelia: A review
[ ) .J Royal Soci Meds 1980 73: 798—806.
[3] Oi S, Kudo H, Yamada H, et al. Hydromyelic hydrocephalus

Css ' [ .7 Neurob 1991, 74: 371.
° [4] , . (1.
’ , 1995, 11(3); 133—134.
o ( :2003-01-16)
s .
W OAHE MR
[ 2 12 0 .
3, N . . 3, (VAS) s

. ; s 1 . Mayo Clin-
ical Scoring System (MCSS) . s (P<<Q 05
(P<0 01 . (P<< 0 05.MCSS (P 005,

Effect of extracorporeal shock wave therapy on managing heel pain CHANG Hua, ZHENG Li-ying, JI Shu-rong. Beijing Charity
Hospital, Beijing 100077, China

[ Abstracf Objective To observe the effect of extracorporeal shock wave therapy (ESWT) on managing heel pain. Methods 22 pa-
tients were divided into 2 groups 12 cases in treatment group w ho accepted ESWT, 10 cases in control group. The intensity of morning pain
on weight bearing, pain triggered by prolonged walking/standing, pain on tension and palpation tests were assessed by Visual Analogue
Scale (VAS) before and after each treatment session. including the follow-up session 3 weeks after treatment. In addition, Mayo Clinical
Scoring System (M CSS) was used to evaluate the treatment outcomes. Results After 3 weeks of treatment and 3 weeks follow-up the in-
tensity of pain on tension test( P< 0. 05)as well as that on palpation test (P<Z 0. 01) decreased, the maximum duration of prolonged walk-
ing or standing ( P Q 05) and MCSS scores (P<Q 05) improved. Conclusions ESWT seems to be a more effective treatment modality
for managing heel pain.
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