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Abstract

Extracorporeal shockwave therapy is increasingly used as an adjuvant therapy in the management
of nonunions, delayed unions and more recently fresh fractures. This is in an effort to increase
union rates or obtain unions when fractures have proven recalcitrant to healing. In this report we
have systematically reviewed the English language literature to attempt to determine the potential
clinical efficacy of extracorporeal shockwave therapy in fracture management. Of 32 potentially
eligible studies identified, 10 were included that assessed the extracorporeal shockwave therapy
use for healing nonunions or delayed unions, and one trial was included that assessed its use for
acute high-energy fractures. From the included, studies' overall union rates were in favor of
extracorporeal shockwave therapy (72% union rate overall for nonunions or delayed unions, and a
46% relative risk reduction in nonunions when it is used for acute high-energy fractures). However,
the methodologic quality of included studies was weak and any clinical inferences made from these
data should be interpreted with caution. Further research in this area in the form of a large-scale
randomized trial is necessary to better answer the question of the effectiveness of extracorporeal
shockwave therapy on union rates for both nonunions and acute fractures.




REVIEW ARTICLE

Extracorporeal Shock Wave Treatment for Delayed Union
and Nonunion Fractures: A Systematic Review

Annika Willems, MSc,* Olav P. van der Jagt, MD, PhD,} and Duncan E. Meuffels, MD, PhD*

Objectives: Nonunions after bone fractures are usually treated
surgically with risk of infections and failure of osteosynthesis. A
noninvasive alternative is extracorporeal shock wave treatment
(ESWT), which potentially stimulates bone regeneration. Therefore
this review investigates whether ESWT is an effective and safe
treatment for delayed unions and nonunions.

Data Sources: Embase.com, MEDLINE ovid, Cochrane, Web of
Science, PubMed publisher, and Google Scholar were systematically
searched.

Study Selection: Inclusion criteria included studies with patients
with delayed union or nonunion treated with ESWT; inclusion of
=10 patients; and follow-up period =6 weeks.

Data Extraction: Assessment for risk of bias was conducted by 2
authors using the Cochrane tool. Union rates and adverse events
were extracted from the studies.

Data Synthesis: Two RCTs and 28 nonrandomized studies were
included. One RCT was assessed at medium risk of bias and reported
similar union rates between ESWT-treated patients (71%) and
surgery-treated patients (74%). The remaining 29 studies were at
high risk of bias due to poor description of randomization (n = 1),
nonrandomized allocation to control groups (n = 2), or absence of
control groups (n = 26). The average union rate after ESWT in
delayed unions was 86%, in nonunions 73%, and in nonunions after
surgery 81%. Only minor adverse events were reported after ESWT.

Conclusions: ESWT seems to be effective for the treatment of
delayed unions and nonunions. However, the quality of most studies
is poor. Therefore, we strongly encourage conducting well-designed
RCTs to prove the effectiveness of ESWT and potentially improve

Accepted for publication October 9, 2018.
From the *Department of Orthopaedic Surgery, Erasmus MC, University Med-

inal Mantra Dattardam Dattardam  tha Natharlando: and +Nanadmant of

the treatment of nonunions because ESWT might be as effective as
surgery but safer.
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(J Orthop Trauma 2019;33:97-103)

INTRODUCTION

Delayed unions and nonunions are failures of bony
healing after fractures, osteotomies, or arthrodesis. In prac-
tice, a wide variety exists in the exact definition of delayed
unions and nonunions depending on fracture site and criteria
used for the assessment of bony union.! In this review, we
define delayed unions as fractures that do not show radiolog-
ical union 3 months after a fracture and nonunions as fractures
that do not show radiological union 6 months after a fracture.

Literature shows that 3%-5% of all fractures evolve
into a nonunion, with highest nonunions rates reported in
fractures of the scaphoid (16%), tibia (14%), and femur
(14%).23 Patients with nonunions suffer from pain and
decreased function, which affects a patient’s daily routines
and decreases their quality of life.*3

At present, most nonunions are treated with surgery,
which is considered to be the “golden standard.”® Surgical
treatment options of nonunions are overall quite successful,
with union rates reported between 74% and 95%.7 '° How-
ever, complications can occur such as infection (5%), neuro-
vascular damage (7%), or implant-related problems requiring
an additional surgery (5%).”'' Alternatively to surgery,
patients could be treated noninvasively, which could reduce
the risk of these complications.

A noninvasive treatment for delayed unions and non-
unions is extracorporeal shock wave treatment (ESWT).
ESWT is a well-known treatment for fragmentation of kidney
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Abstract: Background: Nonunion is one of the most challenging problems in the field of orthopedics.
The aim of this study was to perform a systematic review of the literature to evaluate the effectiveness
of extracorporeal shockwave therapy (ESWT) in the treatment of nonunion in long bones. Methods:
We conducted a search of three databases (PubMed, Scopus, and Web of Science) and found 646 total
publications, of which 23 met our inclusion criteria. Results: Out of 1200 total long bone nonunions,
876 (73%) healed after being treated with ESWT. Hypertrophic cases achieved 3-fold higher healing
rates when compared to oligotrophic or atrophic cases (p = 0.003). Metatarsal bones were the most
receptive to ESWT, achieving a healing rate of 90%, followed by tibiae (75.54%), femurs (66.9%) and
humeri (63.9%). Short periods between injury and treatment lead to higher healing rates (p < 0.02).
Conversely, 6 months of follow-up after the treatment appears to be too brief to evaluate the full
healing potential of the treatment; several studies showed that healing rates continued to increase
at follow-ups beyond 6 months after the last ESWT treatment (p < 0.01). Conclusions: ESWT is a
promising approach for treating nonunions. At present, a wide range of treatment protocols are used,
and more research is needed to determine which protocols are the most effective.

Keywords: pseudoarthrosis; nonunion; extracorporeal shockwave therapy; long bone; systematic
review; meta-analysis

1. Introduction

Pseudoarthrosis, commonly known as nonunion, is among the most challenging
pathologies in the orthopedic field. The incidence, which is estimated to be 5-10% [1],
but, according to some authors [2], could be as high as 50%, varies greatly depending on
the type of fracture, anatomical site, and whether the fracture site is or open or closed.
However, because of improved survival rates in patients with polytrauma, the incidence is
predicted to increase [3] Nonunions may cause patients long-term physical disability as
well as mental health problems, with elevated economic burden [4,5].

A plethora of surgical techniques are used to treat nonunion with a success rate of
approximately 80% of patients achieving good to excellent final restoration of mechani-
cal axis alignment and proper length [6]. Nevertheless, these results included all types
of nonunions, and in the case of atrophic nonunions, the success rate would be signifi-
cantly lower. Furthermore, in cases requiring multiple surgeries, the healing rate drops
notably. Consequentially, bone regeneration strategies have been implemented for enhanc-
ing nonunion healing. Autologous bone grafting is currently the gold standard; however,
its supply is limited and its potential for repair is unpredictable [7]. Furthermore, it re-
quires an additional surgical site and is correlated to morbidities linked to the harvesting
procedure [8].

J. Clin. Med. 2022, 11, 1977. https:/ /doi.org/10.3390/jcm11071977
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Radial extracorporeal shock wave therapy @
is efficient and safe in the treatment of

fracture nonunions of superficial bones:

a retrospective case series

Paulo Kertzman', Nikolaus B. M. Csaszar’, John P. Furia® and Christoph Schmitz”’®

Abstract

Background: A substantial body of evidence supports the use of focused extracorporeal shock wave therapy
(fESWT) in the non-invasive treatment of fracture nonunions. On the other hand, virtually no studies exist on the
use of radial extracorporeal shock wave therapy (rESWT) for this indication.

Methods: We retrospectively analyzed 22 patients treated with rESWT for fracture nonunions of superficial bones
that failed to heal despite initial surgical fixation in most cases. Radial extracorporeal shock wave therapy was applied
without anesthesia in three rESWT sessions on average, with one rESWT session per week and 3000 radial
extracorporeal shock waves at an energy flux density of 0.18 mJ/mm? per session. Treatment success was
monitored with radiographs and clinical examinations.

Results: Six months after rESWT radiographic union was confirmed in 16 out of 22 patients (73%), which is
similar to the success rate achieved in comparable studies using fESWT. There were no side effects. The tibia
was the most common treatment site (10/22) and 70% of tibia nonunions healed within 6 months after rESWT. Overall,
successfully treated patients showed a mean time interval of 8.8 + 0.8 (mean + standard error of the mean) months
between initial fracture and commencement of rESWT whereas in unsuccessfully treated patients the mean interval
was 26.0 + 10.1 months (p < 0.05). In unsuccessful tibia cases, the mean interval was 43.3 + 13.9 months.

Conclusions: Radial extracorporeal shock wave therapy appears to be an effective and safe alternative in the
management of fracture nonunions of superficial bones if diagnosed early and no fESWT device is available.
The promising preliminary results of the present case series should encourage the implementation of randomized
controlled trials for the early use of rESWT in fracture nonunions.

Keywords: Bone, Focused extracorporeal shock wave therapy, Fracture, Nonunion, Radial extracorporeal shock
wave therapy
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Device

ESWT

Number of pts (n)

Union rate

Complications

Type of

complication

Furia et al. [21]

5th Metatarsus

Electrohydraulic

2000-4000 impulses

0.35 mJ/mm?

Single session

23 vs 20

ESWT vs surgery

6 month FU
91% vs 90%
ESWT vs surgery

1vs1l

ESWT vs surgery

ESWT:

petechiae

Surgery:

Notarnicola et al.

(22]
Carpal scaphoid
Electromagnetic

4000 impulses
0.09 mJ/mm?

3 sessions

58 vs 60

ESWT vs surgery

12 month FU
79.3% vs 78.3%
ESWT vs surgery

Cacchio et al. [23]

Long bone
Electromagnetic

4000 impulses
Group 1: 0.4 mJ/mm?

Group 2: 0.7 mJ/mm?

4 sessions

36 vs 38 vs 37%

ESWT group 1vs 2 vs
surgery

24 month FU

94% vs 92% vs 95%
ESWT group 1vs 2 vs

surgery

23vs3
ESWT groupl+2 vs surgery

ESWT:

Petechiae, hematoma

Surgery:

re-fracture, cellulitis, wound infection, temporary

symptomatic hardware paresis
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HIGHLIGHTS

« Non-healing fractures (pseudarthroses, non-unions) still are a challenging problem in orthopedics.
« ESWT is a non-invasive procedure that achieves comparable results to surgical approaches.
« Complications associated with ESWT are on rare occasions and minimal if present.

 Peer-reviewed literature shows excellent results with medium/high energy focused ESWT, with faster return to competition and athletic activity.
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Fracture non-unions are still a challenging problem in orthopedics. The treatment of non-unions remains
highly indi ized, complex, and In most countries the surgical approach with debride-
ment of the non-union gap, anatomical reduction and appropriate osteosynthesis along with autologous
bone grafting is considered as the standard of care. One of the very first non-urologic applications of
extracorporeal shockwave treatment (ESWT) concerned non-healing fractures. Since the early 1990ties
the knowledge of the working mechanism has increased enormously. The purpose of this review article
i to demonstrate by peer-reviewed literature in conjunction with our own experiences that ESWT can be
an efficient, non-invasive, almost complication-free and cost effective alternative to surgical treatment of
non-healing fractures.

Non-union
Pseudarthroses
Non-healing fractures

© 2015 S Publishing Group Limited. Published by Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

In the last 40 years extracorporeal shockwave therapy (ESWT)
has evolved as the standard therapy for concrement disintegration
in urology. Convincing clinical aspects lead to a rapid ubiquitous
dissemination of this treatment modality and include excellent
efficacy, non-invasiveness and the lack of significant complications.
Observing osseous thickening of the iliac bone in 1 year follow-up
X-rays after employment of shockwaves in ureter or bladder stones,
Gerald Haupt [ 1] recognized already in 1990 for the first time the

* author. Donauesc 13, Vienna, Austria.
E-mail address: Rainer Mittermayr@traumalbg.ac.at (R. Mittermayr).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ij5u.2015.10.003

dynamic interaction of ESWT with a biological tissue. During stone
treatment shockwaves propagated through the bone and provoked
hypertrophy whereupon the mechanism was unclear. Since the first
report of Valchanov [2] in 1991 applying shockwaves for non-
healing fractures the perception and understanding of this tech-
nology has grown enormously. In the beginning the hypothesis of
the working mechanism was that shockwaves create micro-lesions
in the treated bone (focus) without damaging the adjacent soft
tissue. It was assumed that these treatment triggered micro-lesions
gaining the capability to stimulate and reactivate bone healing in
non-healing fractures. Tischer [3] expressed first doubts of this
theory demonstrating new bone formation after shockwave
application in healthy femura of rabbits without creating micro-
lesions.

1743-9191/@ 2015 IJ$ Publishing Group Limited. Published by Elsevier Ltd. Al rights reserved.
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A The current peereviewed literature clearly shows that treatment of fracture Aonions with
electrohydraulic and electromagnetic shockwave sources possessing wide focusses (big devices)
delivering high energy flux densities is effective.

A As these devices are used at high energy levels forumion treatments usually sedation or general
or regional anesthesiis required.

A Electrohydraulic systems are used in a single session whereas electromagnetic devices are
recommended to be applied from two to four sessions.

A To be suitable for ESWT the nonion should be in correct anatomical position.

A According to the literature atrophic and oligotrophic ranions have an inferior probability of bony
healing after ESWT than hypertrophic romions. However, according to our experience we could not
see a significant difference in the outcome between these-npion types.

A Nevertheless, we could determine a nranion gap of being larger thanrbm in long bones as a
negative predictor for outcome, thus surgical options should be considered in these cases.



Treatmentrecommedations

If necessary this can be achieved b
orthosis, plaster cast and/or no weig
bearing for this period of time. In ver

Instable noRunions especially in the

lower limb it might be necessary to

apply an external fixator in the same
session to ensure sufficient stability.

As ESWT is initiating healing inter al
0)Y, anglnogeneswhere caplllarles are
crossing the nofunion gap it increases

success when avoiding micro
movements for four to six weeks afte
the treatment.
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Minor side effects include reddening and swelling and occasionally petechial

bleedings and hematomas without clinical impact. However, no major side
effects are reported
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ESWVssurgery

Due to our experience around 75% of referred patients suffering from aunem
fracture are suitable for ESWT.

Besides the clear advantages for the patient not undergoing major surgery with t
associated risks and complications, also the financial effort of different treatment
options is increasingly recognized by the health care systems worldwide. Saving
around 65%85% (depending on different assurance modalities) are achieved in
Austria treating norunion fractures with ESWT in place of surgery.




Protocol

fESWT, 2068000
Impulses, 2% Hz, 0,15
0,8 mJ/mm2, 5
treatments at weekly

Intervals.
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Stressfracture

Stressfracturesre common painful conditions in
athletes, usually associated to biomechanical overloads.

Low risk stress fractures usually respond well to
conservative treatments, but up to one third of the
athletes may not respond, and evolve into hgsk
stress fractures.

Surgical stabilization may be the final treatment, but it is
a highly invasive procedure with known complications.

ESWT, based upon the stimulation of bone turnover,
osteoblast stimulation and neovascularization by
mechanotransduction, have been successfully used to
treat delayed unions and avascular necrosis.



Repetitive cyclic loading of bones is the most relevant etiologic factor in the genesis of stress
fractures.

The fine balance between Bone Microdamage & Remodeling marks the outcome of bone
failure under repetitive loading conditior{3).

The three possible scenarios for bone failure under fatigue loading are: normal bone &
abnormal loading; normal loading & abnormal bone and abnormal loading on abnormal bone.

The most common bones affected are tibia, metatarsals, fibula, navicular, pelvis and(#fgmur
(23).



The global incidence ranges from 1% to 20% depending on the
physical activities of the patients (11).

They usually appear as a progressive localized bone pain after
physical activity or sports (18). Symptoms usually disappear wit

rest and have short recovery periods.




| Diagnosticering

Clinical diagnosis is relatively easy with physical
examination that shows pain at a pin pressure point
that may or not be associated to swelling.

There is pain when eccentric loads are applied to the
muscles inserted on the affected bone, and specific

tests have been described for stress fractures such a
the hyperextension, the fulcrum or the hop tests (38)

There Is a higher risk in Caucasians, as well as in wa
with nutritionals menstrual disorders. (Stress fracture

risks are more related to inadequate training and
exercise programs (13), (19), (24).




Stress fractures are classified upon the risk of a complete bone failure, as low,
medium or high risk5), (6), (30).

Fredericksor{12), (14)described an imagbased classification using both X rays
and MRI, associating recovery time with four stages of bone damage.

It is especially valuable to determine prognosis. Low risk stress fractures usual
respond to conservative treatments, while high risk fractures usually require su
procedures in order to prevent a complete fracture.

Up to one third of low risk stress fractures may not respond to conventional
treatments and continue with pain during exercidd), (25), (33). They may evolvg
into highrisk stress fractures if load conditions and bone turnaserot balanced.

It is a primary goal of the sports medicine and orthopedic specialists to prevent
progression of a low risk stress fracture.




Radiological
evaluation

Diagnostic images are mandatory in order to determine staging
(30). The first reports of a radiological classification of stress

fractures was done by Savo@d)in 1971, and he correlated
clinical symptoms with early metaphyseal sclerosis, periosteal
reaction or partial fractures.

Magnetic resonance images are the best tool to determine boné
marrow edema, periosteal reaction and soft tissue damages in &
stages of stress fractur€8). Bone scanare very sensitive to

determine increased bone turnover areas in early stages, but it i

not very specific as many other situations may mark as false
positive, and is an invasive procedure with potential r(@&, (35).
However, in early stages it is the most specific and sensitive tes
available, as radiographic findings only appear after three weeks
the initial microfracture (9), (36).




Treatment

Treatment of stress fractures is based on a mechanical a
biological approach (37).

Load control on the mechanical side is the basic treatmen
order to allow the biological bone turnover to recover the
stressed area.

In patients with localized bone pain and a history of
mechanical stress, a diagnosis with x rays, bone smaths
MRI will confirm the diagnosis.

All accepted treatment protocols include as a gold standa

progressive retraining and physical therapy that goes fro
total rest to sprint running and specific agility drills.




Conservative treatmens a long process that may take @
much as 86 months.

This is usually too long for a professional athlete, so m
of nonsurgical treatments are focused on reducing the
recovery time. The most common form of treatment wit
physical therapy is a twstage protoco(15), (27).

The first stages based on rest and pain control, while t
second is focused on muscle balance and strength,
balance, proprioception, flexibility and progressive spo
specific retraining (20), (21), (27).




Surgery

Surgery Is not a simple
procedure, and usually requires
an invasive protocol with interna
fixation, grafting and a long
recovery time, with known and
well reported complicationg10),

(39), (40), (41).

-

There are more reports on

than studies that support

fractures.

surgery and their complications

Improving the healing process
and the bone turnover on stress

/




Scientific evidence

Hotzingern(81)reported the first
case of stress fractures treated wit
ESWT at the ISMST meeting Iin
London in 1999. He studied the role
of MRI in the diagnosis of multiple
stress fractures of the tibia, and
treated a case with higkenergy
shockwaves with good results.

J

N

After this first case report, several
clinical studies on ESWT and stress
fractures have been conductedth

good results, (1), (2), (31L&, (17),
(22), 5), 28), 1), (32), (42).

J




Fig. 2. The treatment is done placing the ESWT unit over the stress fracture area. The
use of membrane applicators with focused energy has the better results. The treatment
area is marked previously under X-rays.




Protocol

fESW 20033000 impulses, B Hz, 0,08,7
mJmm?2, 1-3 treatments at weekly intervals.
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( )

The etiology of osteonecrosid the femoral is multifactorial.

\

VAN

p
Osteonecrosis also named avascular necrosis (AVN), bone infarction, aseptic necrosis, and ischemic bone necrosisuwshardisieaseis cellular death
(necrosis) of bone components due to interruption of the blood supply.

\L

( )

Avascular necrosis of tHemoral head ONFH) is more common in the hip joint than in other locations (knee, talus etc.).

\. J

( )
Treatment of ONFH is disease stage dependent.

\. J

4 )
For early stages, femoral head preservation procedures are preferred including core decompression, musclgrpéutigland @-rotational osteotomy. Core
decompression with bone grafting considered the gold standard.

\.
)
However, the results are inconsistence and unpredictable. An effectivenvasive method of treatment is imperative.

\

VAN

>
ESWT has shown beneficial effects in ONFH. ESWT improves pain and function of the hip and regression of the ONFH lssimreESécTive than core
decompression with or without bone grafting,

.

( )

Cocktail therapy that combinedHBOESWT and oral alendronats shown effective for patients with early osteonecrosis.

o J/
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Background. Multiple reports have demonstrated the therapeutic potential of extracorporeal shock wave (ESWT) in osteonecrosis
of the femoral head (ONFH). However, few studies reported the changes in hip articular cartilage after the intervention. This study
aimed to investigate the effect of ESWT on femoral head cartilage using a novel technique, quantitative T2-mapping magnetic
resonance imaging. Methods. A total of 143 eligible patients with unilateral early-stage ONFH were randomized into the ESWT
group and control group. Seventy-three patients in the ESWT group received two sessions of ESWT with oral drug treatment,
while seventy patients in the control group received oral drug treatment only. The visual analog pain scale (VAS) and Harris hip
score (HHS) at 3-month, 6-month, and 12-month follow-up were used as the clinical evaluation index. The radiological evaluation
index used the T2 mapping values, necrotic size, and China-Japan Friendship Hospital (CJFH) classification. Results. A total of 143
patients (62 females and 81 males) were finally included, and the characteristics before treatment were comparable between the
two groups. At the last follow-up (12 months), the T2 values and AT2 changes in the ESWT group were all smaller than those in the
control group (p = 0.042; p =0.039), while the CJFH classification of ONFH and necrotic lesion size were not statistically
significant. At 3 months and 6 months, the VAS in the ESWT group was lower than that in the control group (p = 0.021;
p =0.046) and the HHS in the ESWT group was higher (p = 0.028; p = 0.039). However, there were no significant differences in
the VAS and HHS at 12 months between the ESWT and control groups. Conclusions. The results of the current study indicated
that, based on drug treatment, ESWT is an effective treatment method for nontraumatic ONFH, which could result in significant
pain relief and function restoration. Furthermore, it could delay the injury of femoral head cartilage during the progression
of ONFH.

1. Introduction characterized by large amounts of death of bone cells and

tissue necrosis due to insufficient circulation, leading to
Osteonecrosis of the femoral head (ONFH) is a major side  femoral head collapse and secondary hip osteoarthritis. Most
effect related to high-dose corticosteroid administration, patients, if left not treated, may require total hip arthroplasty
which occurs frequently in relatively young adults (age, ~ (THA) in the early stage. Postcollapse ONFH has been one
30-50 years) [1, 2]. It is a progressive pathological condition ~ of the most common reasons for primary THA in many



Stage Findings

Normal

Radiography and computed
tomography are normal.
Magnetic resonance imaging

(MRI) and biopsy are positive.

Radiography is positive.
Sclerosis, osteolysis and focal

osteoporosis are found

Crescent sign and early

flattening of articular surface

Femoral head with joint space is
narrowing.
Osteoarthritis with acetabular

changes

Location

description

None

Medial
Central

Lateral

Medial
Central

Lateral

Medial
Central

Lateral

Quantification

None

Areas of involvement: A, B, or C (<15%, 15-30%,

and >30%, respectively)

Areas of involvement: A, B or C (<15%, 15-30%
and >30%, respectively)

Areas of involvement: A, B or C (<15%, 15-30%
and >30%, respectively)

Amount of surface depression and collapse: A, B

or C (<2 mm, 2-4 mm and >4 mm, respectively)

None




Osteonecrose af caput femoris (ONFH)

AKA Avaskuleernekrose

Stage Il Stage llI Stage IV




Resultater

Overall clinical outcomes showed good ¢
excellent in 76% (22 of 29) fair and poor
24% (7 of 29) for ESWT group, and 21%
(6/28) good or excellent and 79% fair or

poor In the surgical group respectively.

These results demonstrated that ESWT |
more effective than core decompression
and bone grafting for early ONFH in leng
term follow-up.




It appears that application of shockwave results in regeneration effects in
with ONFH.

In animal experiment, ESWT was shown to increase mRNA and protein G
f E SW I BMR2 as well as upegulation of VEGF expression in perinecrotic

subchondral bone of the femoral head. VEGF expression suggests the

ingrowth of neovascularization and improvement of blood supply to the
effects on e

The findings are in concert with the results of histopathological observatic

and immunohistochemical analysis, ESWT was suggested to promote
O N I: H angiogenesiand bone remodelingnd regenerative effect through the

induction of the NO pathway in ONFH.

It also showed that ESWT may be effective in the prevention of collapse (¢

femoral head with early ONFH.




pre-treatment 6 months 12 months 24 months

12 months




Protocol for ONFH

Focused ESWT

0,6 mJ/mm?2

24006000 impulses,
2-6 Hz, 46 treatments
at weekly interval, 0,4

/
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(low signal intensity intW and high signal intensity
Int2-W sequences).

Typical BMO histological features are marked by fibrosis
and inflammatory infiltrate which often reflects the
occurrence of pain in the affected bone segment (1,2).

BMO usually affects the epiphyses of wetgbktaring
jointst hip,knee, foot and ankle

The hip is the most common site of BMO.



BMO is normally spontaneously skithiting within 4;24months (3); however, there is a risk of
fracture due to the weakened bonearchitecture [8].

Progression to avascular osteonecrosis is a rare occurrence, although it has been described in
the literature (3,48).

There is no gold standard for the treatment of BMO; treatment is traditionally conservative ang
includes reduced weigHtearing, physical therapy, analgesics and vasoactive prostacyclin
analog drugs like iloprost, although some authors have even resorted to treating the condition
surgically, performing a bone core decompression (3,7,8).

However, there is consensus regarding the importance of an early treatment to relieve pain and
to avoid weakening the bone trabeculae which could potentially lead to a collapse of the
subchondral bone.
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Abstract There is no gold standard for treatment of bone
marrow edema syndrome of the hip (BMESH). Usually,
treatment is conservative, owing to the favorable and self-
limiting prognosis. In musculoskeletal disorders, the effec-
tiveness of extracorporeal shock wave therapy (ESWT) has
been widely recognized and recent research supports its use
in the treatment of the first stages of avascular osteonecro-
sis of the proximal femur and in other conditions where
bone marrow edema is present. On this basis, we per-
formed a prospective study to evaluate the effectiveness of
ESWT in normalizing the symptoms and imaging features
of BMESH. Twenty consecutive symptomatic patients
underwent two treatments of high-energy ESWT and were
followed-up at 2, 3 and 6 months, with a final clinical fol-
low-up at mean 15.52 = 1.91 months. Patients underwent
magnetic resonance imaging of the hip and were evaluated
according to the Harris hip score. The mean improvement
in HHS over the course of the study was of 58.5 + 14.9
points (p < 0.0001), and the mean edema area reduced from
981.9 + 453.2 mm” pre-treatment to 107.8 = 248.1 mm” at

6 months. ESWT seems to be a powerful, non-pharmaco-
logical tool that produces rapid pain relief and functional
improvement and aids the normalization of the vascular
and metabolic impairments which characterize BMESH.

Keywords Bone marrow edema syndrome -
Extracorporeal shock wave therapy - Hip - Femoral head -
Conservative treatment - Magnetic resonance imaging

Introduction

The term bone marrow edema (BME) describes a wide
range of focal bone lesions of different origin and is most
likely a vascular reaction to external or internal disorders
[1]. Although the correlations with other diseases such as
aseptic osteonecrosis, algodistrophy, trabecular microf-
ractures and osteoporosis of pregnancy are still debated,
bone marrow edema syndrome (BMES) is now an accepted
clinical entity. It is typified by an “inflammatory pattern”
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Thetherapeuticprotocol consistedof two ses
sionsof shockwavetherapy 48hapart, usinga
shockwaveelectromagneticsource Modulith SIK
StorzMedical,Switzerlanditted with a double
ecographiandradiographigoointing device Each
treatment consistedof 4,000 shots at higkenergy
level with meanenergyfluxdensityvalueof
0.5mJ/mm2(range 0eD.6mJ/mm2)Partial
weight-bearing(two crutcheg wasprescribedfor
30 daysafter treatment.

Fig. 1 Pre- and 6 months post-
treatment T 1-weighted images
showing the normalization of a
large bone marrow edema of the
left femoral head, in a 47-year-
old male patient. The circle
marks the edema

Fig. 2 Pre- and 6 months post-
treatment T2-weighted images
of the same patient




Therapeutigrotocol: 3 sessions, Gaysapart,
0,5 mJ/mm2, 2504000shocksat 4-5 treatment
points at 500shocks



