unil 5
d5duazanusnena

N15I98ULNO AN srAndnazasnisuaninalunisanminuiAzaagefAnnFuLENs
pdtineay lnensuseliulungunaaes uwasnguaiuny Useidiu day 1, week 2, week 4

LasAnaunan1ssnunly week 6 W 2 mju UszLﬁuLU'%EJULﬁsmwamiﬁﬂmmaiumju IH
Wisuifsusevinangu lnonsfnwidSeuifisunuinguszasduasfuusiifnuie Cervical
range of motion, Pressure pain threshold, Tissue hardness, Heart rate variability Wag
Self-stress  assessment  score @awani1sAnwILazAITeNlgsNan1sAnEIMIIAaTn 1

PG R
1. NaUDINITINLTUVDS Cervical range of motion

NansANwILanINIsUIeuLisuAade Cervical range of motion Aelung
Tnen15im  Cervical flexion, Cervical extension, Cervical left lateral flexion, Cervical
right lateral flexion  lnemsindiluusiazaaanan Baseline, day 1, Week 2, Week 4,
Week 6 follow-up &snga CTTM agfinns¥ana Immediate Tuafsusn wanisAnwinuiily
usiazaaIaes Cervical range of motion wemAfiAv fiA isTuuandiatuegied
foddmeadd (P < 0.05) witeuiusis 2 ndw uasilen3suifisumnuuansissenintngu
NARDY UAYNGN AIUAN  UAAZYIIAT it was found that after adjustment for baseline
levels mansiUSeuliisuAade Cervical range of motion Tufirvng Cervical flexion,
Cervical extension, Cervical left lateral flexion wag Cervical right lateral flexion ‘17?& 2
naudmuuanisiulunn Paananegaditodidiynisada (P < 0.05) Farmnudnedve
fl 2.14, 5.17, 7.96, uaw 8.27 mud1y Gen1siAsuudasiiindudidmnnnit 5 oan Ta
ALAnAIeg1efitdfynieeaddn sniiu Cervical flexion efinmsidsuifisadntos
(foundn 5 er) Iaw ndunanes fewinndn nguauan Snsedeulmesmaelduiniu
n¥rnn1mnaes Fanguneaes lifunisuaalne Suildndsidereunas nénudeuim
U1 waw Furoraedias @enlnaiouldd Tu ilvnguiilésu cTTM Teseennisiadenlm
ABlARNIT

PNNANIIANILAMUADAARDINU N15ANEIUBY Kruapanich et al.[15] FAnw
TunguunaunulneFeufisuiunisueundvluauiiensinsveainanuaioauuy
Episodic tension- type headache mwé’ﬂms%’ﬂmmmaﬁﬂmdummlwEJﬁmiLﬁwﬁmm
psrmnmsindeulmvesnosdeiitudfameadia (P < 0.05) Turifunns nyueslusude
nsvguaalud1ura1 n1adesae lunisdie uagn19Bosnelunisein uenaniide
Wiuiisuszrinngunuinguualnganina Winesmmaadoulmvesnslduinniings
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uswsineesitiuddmeadi (P < 0.05)  vesssmsiadeulmuesneifiounniianig at
after 3-week, 6-week follow-up after the final treatment in TTM group Wan15ANEN
flaaonndesiun1sAneIYes Sooktho et al[16] AnwnUsvanSuavesnisuinuulngludid
pmstindswranaseieaviaGesuarluunsy  Wisuisunielunguiuiindaanniu
usn 3 Un9i uazineurantsinludunniil 6 vdansinwadageinenguiildsunmsuan
finsindeulmesmvasrofitu Aindingu sham ultrasound  wagnsAnwdenAdaafiy
n15ANWI989 Puusjarvi et al. [62] wansfiny1 wudn fn1siiuduresninedeulmesmag
Tud19 3 uag 6 waznsAnwdidennassiunisAne1wes Eungpinichpong et al.[63] Tul
2000 Fevnsfing Therapeutic effects of traditional Thai massage on patients with
cervical spondylosis: comparison of therapeutic effects of non-steroidal anti-
inflammatory drug and traditional Thai massage. @nwudusreziian 8 dUast nuimas
nswslngesmninadeulmvesreiiutiuluvineeee Besnsluiuen nuunelududie
waznunslUfuY Mafivvesesmnsadoulnvesresiuislinnnsuslnedeinigda
ndsifetiudeasilinsindivesisinlundndeanas uazndunidefinnubanduity
mﬂNamsﬁﬂmLLazmu%’aﬁaamﬁa”awaq Cervical range of motion ﬁmil,ﬁu%{u
n&anmsAndevasuliinnsuinezdisiinesmnsiedeulmeae eswnnsuanlne
awvilinsEnsiesieiialundunioanasazndmiidedirnudangaiiules) Tsdwasonis
duasmmaiadoulmee navesnsiedoulmasmeeifistunniismsuesnisiadeulndsd
ANLUANFsTUSEUINRoULALd I TINWIsENTIInlneuuuTIvd T Gsnnsuineenuss
naadlufinduile wazganafudienisnauuudn dewalunsedu Peripheral  receptor
AaufATenlaenssasudnudignine [64] silfiAansiedeulmaedlenduiile el
nénilefifianufsaanesias vhlionisunanasiasilinsiedoulmyesneriiaduls

2. Hav0INISANTIUYDY Pressure pain threshold
= = P ! 4' . |

Han1sAnwILanINIsiUIBULiBUALRAY Pressure pain threshold aelunay
YRINGUNARNDY LAENGUAIUAY IneN1TIngTbusEeziIan Baseline, day 1, Week 2, Week 4,
Week 6follow-up Wan15ANYINUITIULARZTI91981989 Pressure pain threshold &A1
WNTURANAUBE NIty AYN9ada (p = 0.001) Wilouium 2 ngu

WAZAUUANANNTENINNGNNAGDY UAYNANAIUAN  UARYINIAY HANTT

L= ) ! d‘ . ! gj oA ! % |

WisuiguAaiePressure pain threshold wudtvis 2 naudiaanuuanseiuluyngieia
pg1aflluddAgyn1eata (P < 0.05) FAAdud1edgegl 0.28, 0.35, 0.32 uay 0.38
auau Fslungunaaes Juwaldilunisifiuanumuneseauganaduliuinndt ngueaunu
Fansidsunlasiiadudiiidosndn 1 (MuunaudRyneadtinmidu 1 Alansu/mneng
WwURNS 939 2.2 Uoun/msssudiung) Jskifinmnuunnasedsliduddgniseadn

PMANANITANBINAIIUFDAARDINU N1ANYIVBY Kruapanich et  al[15]
Anwlunguaunulneweuiisuiunisusunauluauniiennisuinfsyeainaiunaien
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wuU Episodic tension-type headache aendsn1ssnwoaiadasnguuinlngnuin ns
winlngannsadiusziuauiannadulas 0.41 Alansw/msaeufims (e 0.90 Yousd/
MINEUALLAT) warANuLAnsTEnienguiidedfgnieadd (P < 0.001) B3
Wasuwasiiutudidtesni 1 Sdluifianuunnssegnaiideddymiendin

FalndiAuatunsAnuves Sooktho et al[16] Anw1UszAnSuareanisuin
Inglunssnugiiennsuinfsuzananuiaisauazluunsy wansAnviwuin Wisuidiey
AruUAsuuasisludunsiil 3 uasddaniil 6 lunduildumsunlnedinsfiuiuges PPT
wnnInguAuAY wilidiauuana1aiuneeaiin

3. WAYBIN1TANAYUBY Tissue hardness
NaNIANWILAAINISIUTBUiBUALaAe Tissue hardness melunguueingunaas

WATNAUAIUAY Tnems¥atlussesinan Baseline, day 1, Week 2, Week 4, Week 6follow-
up HaNIIANEINUITULARZYII87U99 Tissue  hardness  HA1aAAILANANAUDEI
HodAyn1eada (p = 0.001) et 2 nax

FudloiFouifiounnuuandseninanguvaaes uagnguAIuAN sy
291381 WU Tissue hardness Tu Week 4 1 2 naufinuunninsfuegnedidoddymis
i@ (P < 0.05)nefingunnas fietiosndt nguaiuen uansimdsangiaeldiunisuan
Insuvusvdingtasianufsivesndudeanaafisusinguilédunssnwnuuung
warflauuansnsiuegafiteddmisad Aannzluduanmid 4 lngngunnaes IAURIT
anawnndy nauaIuAx TABnINsINTes Tissue hardness AuRsiTanduioanai 2
nau wiauuanssstaauludunnii 4 wandiduinmsnndedewuuindenisun
Ingannsavilinnufsivesnduieanas

Faaenadosfunuideves Zheng et all71] lévinisfinwn Therapeutic
evaluation of lumbar tender point deep massage for chronic non-specific low back
pain Taefinw mawdsuulamsinadukesauudweniade nansdnwmuin usanadu
wazauwiwendedeiimsudsunvadumsiiitueeadideddymeada (P<0.05)

4. mawammﬁm%umm Heart rate variability

nansAnwwaninIslSeuiisuaiade Heart rate variability Tne@nw Time
Domain Analysis 9 SDNN, RMS-SD waz@nui Frequency Domain Analysis @ LF, HF,
LF/HF TasmsSsuifisunelunguuesnguvaass uaznguaiuas msiasluusazdisnad
wuin @1 SDNN, RMS-SD wae LF Tunguvaaes fandiutuunnsnafuogneddeddomeada
(P<0.05)

denlFeuifigusgninangy wudn an LF Tuduaiil 2 Sannauandnafuegie
HedAgyn1ana (P < 0.05) waz A1 HF Tu Day 1 daudanasiusgeiidedifgnieads (P
< 0.05)
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FenwamsfnwnuIoufisunislungu A1 SDNN, RMS-SD uay LF weengy
naaes Seniiutuuanmeiuegadtodfyneadity wand nendewinmsualnewuy
swdtinftaediauaienanas @nnsiounatenini) Ssdn SONN fafasnntuuansing
AukUsUTINTeIn1svhauvesilafidsiuenmadulsammnsamisinunnuansdad
ANEAULATENANAT

fowhflewFeuiisuseninanguudmuindianizan LF TudUawiil 2 uag 1 HF
Tu Day 1 Alauusnaafuegiteddmaada Jmavesnmsaulunsdunnainanads
YetuAaziuls wazuAaztinafieniiuintunudiiu wansidiuiedn HRY fiiudu
LagHATEINITSNWTlunguNnaes  wagnguauay dlduandatu nan1sAnsudululy
famadertuwsliuansnestuegaitod daynisads  Swenadastunanisineues Toro-
Velasco et al. [65] ldfnuwmariuiiveanisuinfsuy Ao lun1sidsunlames heart rate
variability (HRV), mood states, and pressure pain thresholds (PPTs) iuﬁ‘ﬁﬁmmiﬂ’m
fswranaruaionviates nansAnwmudn HRY time interaction fin1sidsundas
pUNItBdAYN19Eds (F = 4.5, P = .04), tazA standard deviation of the normal-to-
normal interval (F = 1.1, P = .3), square root of mean squared differences of
successive NN intervals (F = 0.9, P = .3), low-frequency component (F = 0.03, P = .8),
or high-frequency component (F = 0.4, P = .5) domains NamiLU%ULﬁEJUﬂa:Mmﬁ%JUﬂTi
wnfimafiutuves HRV (P = .01) Senguillésu placebo laifimaiasuutas (P = .7)

LazaenAdnIiuNISAn®Ives Buttacat, et al.  [72] AnwAeafuiies The
Immediate effects of Traditional Thai Massage on Heart rate variability and stress
related parameters in patients with back pain associated with myofascial trigger points
Anwlufiiionisuravdsiiamgunanngueinisuinnduieuasieiin eranadasduu
36 AU gguiioitrzunsnufieisnsuinlne Wiedinguniuauiduna 30 unit S
1 afs finsusaifiudraudusdsvesnisiiuresiila (HRY)  sleneunasndsnissne wa
MsEnwINUI Mendansinwigiieseisuanine Tnsidsuulamesnuiunlsyes
SamnnduresiilafinansdimafiuturesmsreumessuudssammsBunasin (P <0
01) usdmanilifinnudsustadungueuau

nn1sAnwausaagulan nswnlnganserhliiAanisifiuduvesns
¥M91UVDITTUUUSEA NS BUN AN daalenanatiasfifinnganuaTunana

5. NaYDIN158Aa9UDY Self-stress assessment score

PINNANTIIANEIVDS Self-stress assessment  score WaMINISLUSEULABU NoU
M3snwuasndanisine lun1ssnw 4 §Uavi waznshinauduaviil 6 wWisudisunielu
ﬂ?jumﬂﬂ'? baseline WU Self-stress assessment score HA1anaLANAINALeY9H
Hoddynaadionis 2 ngu (P = 0 .001) waznsFeuifisussarinenguwuin faazuun
Self-stress assessment score anaduAneafuaealtuddymisadn (P = 0 .001) Fawa
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NSANYIAA18AUNTISANYIVOL Kruapanich et al[15] 31nn1sAnwnuInasnissnwlu
dUa N3 wasinniunaluduaiin 6 lunquitlasunisuiniinisanasves  self-stress

assessment score 91nA1 baseline 63.33 94 40

6. @juna
NNsAnyIUsEaNSHaveInIsuInlnelun1sanAINAS IAYRININTUUSNIATTEN

a

onyus nansAnwuandlifiudansifintuves Cervical range of motion e auAnsig
o niltfuddnmiendiin ey nguvaas fldannnit ngumuay  Insiedeulmesine
nntundsanldsunsunlne Seildndmidensunats ndudovsiinun wae dune
Aanefas @enlnadouldaty luduves Pressure pain threshold Slenuiuduunnsnaiy
ogailtludAynisadn dddunguveass Inmsifiuanunudeszduaanaduliinnnit ngy
AIUAN  WAENAYBY Tissue hardness In13anas Ty Week 4 ngunaaes fA1daendn ngu
AIUAL dauuanasiueg1alitedidynieads Tnenmsiuves Tissue hardness AALRAY
frvesndanifoanasis 2 ndu uinuuandsdaauludawd 4 uaedliifiuiinisuan
deadouuudndensunlngannsailinufissvesndiuideanas uarluduvoswa
Heart rate variability Han1sfinwiUssuiisunislungy A1 SDNN, RMS-SD uag LF 909nqu
NAADY :ﬁﬂ'wLﬁmﬁuLmﬂﬁwaﬁuaﬂwaﬁﬁaﬁwﬁmwmaﬁaﬁu WMDY A18UAIRINAITUINLNGY
pranaipstiauaisnanas Emsieunaieuiniu) sglsiauannsoaguldin msuaslne
annsaviliAnnaiuturesnishauresszuulssamm s dunsin dwaliiiieid

AMEANLASERanasle



