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QAR(=E)

Y3

g4 X|Z2&(Autologous Platelet Rich Plasma Application, PRP)2 EEX] 7
= AT Aol 0] 55 A1t 715 Ast7] ffsf AF dam S° ¥
&2 A4 BEel FUske 9 7e= 20199 4l —437]€‘ﬁ7]‘— &l Alomr]eR JAAE
20239 A7E o] AEFA(EAREE 90%)=E SAEUt. & 71&2 202619 AdFo] 2
B7H71E 1E5te] R3] 8o e SR RANE B9l B Qb e R WEE A 2024
| Al122F Q=270 H7H95](2024.12.13.)0014] AH7F tjitoz A= o] 20259 A32; 9=

7187 HIE3](2025. 3.14.)°014 AHB7F AGA 9 AL03] ek ARt & AH kA
2 aHdS gRlsh] fIste] mr|EAE7HE st

Moz Ay} Paw 23 Y

B g7to] Bae Autel oA Fpe] 55 U3t Ul 7 e B
4 % 5 7149) 48] gt o)z

P Ameo] YF o= bdstal axbAIA|ef diet 27 Aokl

AL AR5 A58 Sstolet
Ty

5 QA A AL B Y ARG, PRV ST 4 L K ke 1A A
AX ERTES 21t BE BT BARAS Tefslel At Waw BR 9% A=

(OIS S 2 el £04S 1 TSI AT SR
2 iz 20, Agolslzt 19, RSSO} 191, WekaAelsst 19, 27l 19

= g7he] s A3 B, HlEAES S0k $YU4, 2ROl FUE, AYFHT A 5
nEA AR olsiglrt Anhisrs el TS SRIsgon, HIAe FARS 74
2 NP B4 B R oligoR AHsiglon, mIe /Y AHHe B4 7153
S ZAA, B4 UEE, Ao @ HOR BT ATRPS FASEE dgAPAT

(Randomized Controlled Trial, RCT)E H7}o] Z3l7]2 1AL



NEC S EXoiMe] XL AT S8 2 Xes

AL HAAES B2 =9 37H(Ovid-MEDLINE, Ovid-EMBASE, EBM Reviews- Cochrane
Central Register of Controlled Trials), =W 27H(KoreaMed, Tr=uS5k&%H Y (Research
Information Sharing Service, RISS) Ho|E{#|o]A0f| A AAISIATH RS ALY 2025. 6. 9.).

5 A9E A= RCTZ HIEHHE H7F= Cochraned] Risk of Bias (RoB)E AR&s3L}. & 3
7WollA 485t AAA 2 Ai= GRADE (Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development and Evaluation) {'H-& 0]t ZA4ES H716IATE AMAO| Aot A53E A
g Pesiol ARS 23T F, B 2ol 15T Aol WAL Slsl BE 3L 2
o] AP} BYH oz Sasiglon] o] BAAT A% W 1 1o)S B9 QAE AE

2alslh. 2 W 49980 A AnE vigo s A lARelslly Hgele N 5

olerleAEA Ansae st

AAA EAvE A7}, 2E AeiE RCTE & 41HE07 AT, SAT 1,244, Bl 1,5779)0]
At AT 71AA oA 1 H9) B85 E BE24 577 5 AgtekA] gal Y- elE
A RS B 2E6E3 on, PRP $A1&2 PRP AE-S =04 forom 9] 8+, S,
] 5ol Tkttt HluEAE Ad B 290 HOk FU(Sham A &), AHEO|E 39, 7]
B} HEZX A28 UE 52 53 8ol BE SAE TSI FAHTEAHL 37 o &

7] AERE 2470E o d7HA] tfstlot, £ grloAs ATtollA Hilshs AIHYE ARFES
Z1egsts] 39 AdpHaso] v 6708 Al-olA A2 G3HdS ERlsttt

HISRSREO] BARGRE TR 4 A, T o, Foldt 9 oA Lk, Bekae Auk
2, AEE 23 Solglom, o] F uPged H 9R(22.5%), S7elRt 8l AT that b
Y2 20W(72.5%), YIAY LEES 5 52 [RB 200 that AFL 9MQ25%eNA ¥EYS)
B2 wo(High) O BrRlgom, 1 9 MEHAY Bo1Y R FH AR B e

2
i

_4

I:l

PRP2] QPRS- T2 B AIAIE 418 5 & 32H0A & 71 TAE o= Bl
StPom, AR Y-S Hush A= oF ik Qlolth AHZolE &3] H| oA PRP &
Aol FARREY &F°] B Eol] TAsks 2= AA(6H, Risk Ratio (RR) 2.92, 95%
Confidence Interval (CI) 2.16 ~ 3.94, I* = 0%)=lo4, A7 Z4o g A Y 24EAY 3]
B IS BAsiit. FARS] 552 Eototo] Bret =4 T, B 55 T 23sto] i

OAHES-S ESIst EshAT A= BAZ 0 [ost 2jol= QIATH10H, RR 1.23, 95%
CL, 0.48 ~ 3.20, I* = 50%). ¥+ A7l PRP SAw-2 tiZwto] vlal] 550l AstAu 21 Azt

ii



SR ASEHL FGELE T A A, SR H A&7t 52 HAISHA] gkot B3E 9t

A3t SERfo A PRP FA1Z2] B30l tist 8 IR E= 55 /fA1E SRIsH] Y3l vlZEA)
7t 670 Al-oA 9] B5RSE Hlsh | 2 st o, 1 9 AR 1o e, BluSAEE H|
EFEASH 2SS HIR O 2 BloP| 2 oFtt

PRP A7 IoF F+U& 7F 55845 vl st 23,
7

=)
iu
t]:‘
5
Ej
H
Jo
1o
<
>4
S
N
%Q,
39,
=
re,
-
P
el
i
ox
o flo

=9ltH3H, RR -8.71, 95% CI -33.73
~16.31, I*= 95.0%). 1 9] A0l 22 A, 3} w25, 449] A 59] ZHE AA|SH A=
Act.

£,

PRP 3AZ# AHE0|E & 7t 671 AIRoA Y] 35345 Bluet A7, PRP A2 55
AL7E 8954 o ¥koy, At 7t o|AAL =9ktH114, Standardized mean difference
(SMD) -1.54, 95% CI -1.97 ~ -1.10, I* = 84.3%). T3}, &3} AA|o] tigt Thof| 579 of 7o}
TASEE 1512AL IRB 591 o 55 FHEsto] shelEAE Xdgstglon, IRB 59l AAEH
T2 SPget HieREA Fitw A 2o|E Q&0 H5| PRP SAFY] 55 Ao 2ok Wortt
(79, SMD -1.33, 95% CI -1.89 ~ -0.77, I* = 87.4%). ©]o] &0] IRB 52 AAIgE Aof|A 3
N olide] vy A3t EAtoll A PRP AL AE|20|E 0% 7H 670 Al-elIA Y] BS54
£ vt A7, S E5A7 F-YsA RBekou, At 1F ol&/dE EUTH5H, SMD -1.28,
95% CI -1.71 ~ -0.84, = 71.5%). 1 9] ZIAEZA /1Y A9 71 5H5-E HERLASH AT
AT 7F o] AL Eko AH|Eo|E %] HISH PRP Aol FoloHA B ol Sgd744]9]
AITFFARRE RS EATH129, SMD -1.22, 95% CI -3.98 ~ -0.50, 1*=95.4%), IRB 521 o5
o @£ SR IRB 590 AXIGE AolA 7153849 B84 Aite fofskA =k
TH8H, SMD -0.56, 95% CI -1.04~-0.09, *=86.3%). E3t, IRB 502 A|AIgH A7LoA 3714 o]
o] v A EHAtollA PRP SARET} AEIEC|E Q0% 7t Bl w et WiEkEA] A= PRP SA
9] 7153857 FelotA o ot Ak A¥E HAtH5H, SMD -0.78, 95% CI -1.52~-0.04,
I’=61.5%). 71l A3l 23] A4, TS, 419] F2 7F 1HH 02 o|of tfgh Ed2 A
£ SEoHA Aourt

PRP AT HEH A8t 7+ 671 AIA 9] 5535 Hlwet Aak= 1HolloH. PRP &
N2 BZAHS7E G985 B WAtH1H, p<0.001). PRP SA123} HEA |7 5.2 4 npF]4]
FAEZ AT vlu9] A 6/1E A-oA Y] 7 s4E Hlwet Aa= 29ogloH, H|2F

Aut A mE W EARS SR HEA X =3t B oy} v wet 1HoA PRP SAT Hlwatl
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NEC S EXoiMe] XL AT S8 2 Xes

o 71587t RSl £ (p=0.007), FAPAIE AR BEA Agt 1t Bludne
PRP SAIT9] 715857 FolotA S%tHp<0.001). 1 9] A7olx= 671E AldolA 5584,

15 E5E a AT AT St
22 Y By

olg 7| AE7t 295N 4T1e B0l PRPE] AT EIko] that ATke B4 el
5 2712 vpgo s thew} Zo] AXIskA

A91981 ATHEolA PRPY QPAAL A& B9 FAAIE Barst 477k QI9lT, £ R9j]
FAFE Fodshs oA B WAL oAEls Anlat $59) ol g0 R, A it Sote
=

okl skt Eot g 6711 AlEOIA Y 55

FUsHT 51910, MY SAPAE FARRE A7t ERIE IOy G gt SEF4A|
A A A 7F o] FAdo] &I Tt AR mA-OA Audt F8 R #E7e] A WUFdol
PPE U, A A 2dE FRlsh] et A4 A4 Aol RAR AoflA 2kt %@-
AR HZA EfFAJo] BRE S E71E(Visual Analogue Scale, Disabilities of the
Shoulder and Hand $)& &-83l9jcn g A uksirly mkstqict oo, HE4 i]EOﬂ \ﬂl—%
SHA| = AT SRolA 55 Astet 715 AAS H4 2% PRP= AACIA AN Tt A2
A 5 shEtal ksl

AU 5 7)o that AR 18l ko) S Tetslect

SR W A Aol AT A A7kl FUSIE PR BT e

& ohjE g 4] AHge] THEsH] S5l 52 A0 osdon], Aezo|EA ThE o
3 21200 oA PRP 24 $18 AN oIt Al 4§ £8AE, 2R, AZAZ, B9
57152 7RI W), 5 714l thet Ol=elo) AT Est vt QA $8AS Hkslels B
9Iehe oS Atk

2025 A22} AHH7H: Eﬁ ¥3](2025. 10. 17.)°14= 2993 22 9 B3} oA HESIo] 4
S QMMVH A7E o F5 @ A 7E o digf o3 o] 4o o2
HAI5FES ZH5HA E}.

A7 PARSIAB L A QAT Avbe] 24 9 1 9] AR 58 SUAHOE TS
o, ) PP 2Rzl WS e ) BAS oz 55 9 71 A
At Bat FE Y N2SS P Aud o ARSIk B3 AR ARSI E A
A0 agaelo] 48715 ARAANY F 67HY AR Alastelof s ek £75 ‘6744
ZFA 0 AW 4 Jom B WAstel, B4t el ntel 27k Alao] 7K ahES: Shs ke Al
shoict:
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Epicondylitis, Autologous Platelet Rich Plasma Application, Safety, Effectiveness
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AN A7 BT F5 B A ndol T Y @ A LS 9ol B 4190 A7
Edlgitt o ATES AEG 23, At aw Y B (2SS T4 290 Fgo] Hud
ARIZE QIS0 FAh T BEOIT R, WAl 2 B 71E AReh viSsL B vid o

ol A b e 4o vheht ulas Qb R WESIgIE. EL hge Auee
A5 AR F53 B 7150] 71 Av|Ro|E FAK REE SAHE 5T B
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ME

1. H7HHE

A @4 (Autologous Platelet Rich Plasma Application, PRP)
At gto| A FHE ] 55 g3t 715 ZiAIsH | fs) A At
| F=Ast= QE7e= 20194 AQEr|eB7EE &9 AQErle=
Q175 = 0] 20239 WA EFol| AEF(ERJFHE 90%= SA=E U & 72 20261 AEF0
A 7715 1Este] 7 |e] R ) T S8 RANE B9l B7It A QP o2 s gl
20243 A122F =271 B 7L 5](2024.12.13.)0014 A7} chado.2 A7 =0 2025 A|3%¢
)= 7|&AB7HIE31(2025. 3.14.)0014 AHB7F AlZA H A9H3] FAMS Aot F Ad4H
MR H AT ERIsH] flste] o mreAH S TA s

1.1 7Y 2A=7I= 71

>
N
ek
13
e
of
4
moll

% X5s

T AR E ol HEE APV 24w TF @43 A0 B FYcks mrl&olt. An
T E4(Platelet Rich Plasma)& A7F Aol Fawkg F53 55H0= 4w {7
A AR Platelet-derived Growth Factor, PDGF), A&+ 32912  Transforming Growth Factor,
TGF), l&d FAF A%< Insulin-like Growth Factor, IGF), ATA X A4%2912HEpidermal
Growth Factor, EGF), @¥ W1 AJ%R1AHVascular Endothelial Growth Factor, VEGEF),
Aot AR1AKFibroblast Growth Factor, FGR)2F 22 theFet dA4RIA}=0] Zgte| o
AtkMarx, 2004).

ot JPUAE & dH 2 AR =2S & 7 o, 48 Al &4, S ZS e B
= 04 & A+ F4 50l Z8H L A8 5, 2012)



EC AT SIXIOIMC] X7 SIATH ZHt SI%} X |22

Z

o FH @X]'(Leukocyte Rich-Platelet Rich Plasma, LR-PRP)¥} %|4gto] vigd 1al ke
e B @A F5 % Leukocyte Poor-Platelet Rich Plasma, LP-PRP) 0. & H-53F 4= Ql o1},

PRP Xz lo] Wid-o] Fatof| tisf] EilsA| BIe AR = LUTHHF A, o] A4, 2021).

E3H PRP ARA 7P S8 2, A= AAH 2 SR} FH AJeof| mhet AR Alutc) AdEo] T
PRP7} FEojA B & ‘FAn Z8 2 olgls U BE PRPE 3 fojA SYsitha doks)r|ol=
Agto] 9JtKKikuchi et al., 2019; Yoon et al., 2018).

-

PDGF

1 .Angiogenesis stimulation
2.Mitogenesis
3.Macrophage activation
4.Increase hair growth
5.Vascularization

VEGF

1.Angiogenesis

2.Vasculogenesis

3.Expressed in DP(dermal
papilla)cells in the anagen phase
4.Increase perifollicular vessel
sizeduring the anagen growth phase

TGF-B

1. Long term healing

2. Bone regeneration and
modelling

3.Requlation of inflammatory
4.Inhibits hair growth in vitro

EGF

2.Cell growth, proliferation

1.Angiogenesis stimulation
anddifferentiation

Plateletactivationat the
FGF siteof injury

1.Angiogenesis stimulation

2. Increase hair growth

3. Promotes DP cell

proliferation IGF-1 HGF

1.Angiogenesis stimulation
2.Increase hair growth stimulation

3.maintains HF
( humanfollicle)growth in virto

J2 1.1 X &AL ZE2 i X2 X27|™

P-PRP, pure platelet-rich plasma; L-PRP, leucocyte- and platelet-rich plasma; P-PRF, pure platelet-rich fibrin;
L-PRF, leucocyte- and platelet-rich fibrin. (*]: Wang 5, Front. Endocrinol., 2024)

HE& 0 2 [R-PRP= BT FE(buffy coat)E B £ = g stAY 28e] iR E d }Oq
AW 5 E 5~0u) 5A1A TEL ¥, LP-PRPE 19H9] GAREE LA Jdgsto], 4
5 1.5~34 5=A7 TEEtHHarmon & Rao, 2013; DeLong et al., 2012). T84, & 9] ‘ﬂ@?—

o] gt A= F=551o] B85t Hurley et al., 2021).

frooff met wo
9_,0%

0

(W)



o|x¥ PRP= AR AIARI(ES U, 4T Bt -87] 5)of w2t 714 Aol g2hd 4= qlom, g

Al ER1e] @l A= FRS H=rKKikuchi et al., 2019). A%, F-Ho] ujet HAF Fef = ARESEALY,
SASA|(ZE, EZN 55 2rlelo] 21 FEHE ARESH | & 5=, S5 1S ARH AARRIZA]
F =S 958 4 9kl &4 tiMehta & Watson, 2008). 184, PRP Al2(EE 14, T4
A, AR T 5) R ASTHEE, Sl )0l et T2 EF #5937 §le A4oItHDelong
et al., 2012).

4>«

WgolA 7HY d¥tHo=®  ARESH= PRP HERAIAEE 'Eéil-;_*éﬂ““a?ﬂ’latelets-
Activation-White cells, PAW) £7¢%} ¢ 4% &F-A|28&-+E-8435F EF(Dose of
injected platelets-Efficiency of production-Purity of the PRP-Activation of the PRP, DEPA)
2571 Slck PAWAS 4o Ran s, SAISh IO o), gy U 557 §70] e} BRsto],
DEPAE: Z|Zof AlQke A|Adlog dAm FQJe dHogRE A Z3E(platelet capture
efficiency), AT 2 Wg1e} v|wslo] FAamo] oF PRP EA3} o] H2 BEH3ItHGato-Calvo et al.,

2019; DeLong et al., 2012).

SO AR HHZ A3t & P EE 530 —‘:‘ralﬂ A7 AA4u F2 G 9 l%%l"cﬁt}. A1
Aletie 7 Y7l Aol s & jloH, *J«liﬂéw‘ﬂ Al AR E 9 AIREA
4371@11% of 7|¥ts}od 4194&7]€u37}EJ_A1(HTA—2019-47)01] AAIeE % &o] RS gt
ARGRPHE th3at 241957 ]& 871 E 1A, 2019).

O 3R] FH= = 2= AFAW(antecubital vein)olA 2F 50mLe NS 3mL2] sodium citrate
(&3 )7F 421 25mL A7) 2700 AF e FSofl S43o] 210
oF 100mL 3Ig+

o2 B 24T AO. Hoe

@ AFeF A PRP prosyrs kit(Prozen, Korea)oll Eol AHEE & A A4 dHES=
Seperation kitE ]85} 3200rpmOlA 3& 7F Al SH 52 o851 Buffy coatE AT
tubeZIA] S8

ZAP|E 0] 85}0] Altho] A= PRPS &5}0] T WA Concentration kito]l g0} 22} YAl B S
5200rpmo1w 3% 7+ A8 o]F SmL FAPIE ol835to] 554 PRPE 5%

@ PRP7} 2017} Sl S A 3 2917 A Bel o 283} 2ALE 919 oJKio] gke
6 2T YRS vh SISt ALY FIIE FHOE A5 AP
© FRo] £ERES MW 225} TP(probe) = 45 MY A9 4AS %
@) 28 FA] vhgo] FARBEILA S R.9lo] =2T ] Se1gt
912 A3 B 412 A $910] 2.5~3mL FAR

ZA7FBUE AL ARRIEQE B3 Dressing)




NEC AT SIXIOIMC] X7 SIATH ZHt SI%} X |22

00,
()
w
-
gy

T 9 _// —+Flatelet-poor plasma
‘-...__ B g —» Flatelet-rich plasma  d

The blood is placed in a l] Red blood cells
centrifuge

63
0=
l g

Whole blood After Inject injured
centrifugation area with PRP

O3 1.2 At Ealt 358 29 & & 24587

(A LALL Orthopedics; https://www.lallorthopedics.com/elbow/prp-for-elbow-injuries-bergen-county-nj/)

1.1.3 29HH| &

o

r&l'
Zi
=

A3 gl A PRPE H-8517] ¢ L el
Dol AMBEm = Al FooREetd 1(016 Ao 9] 8 517 thaat At

H2k=A 20-18065 OHE AA10-162 ZOIH10-1498 A £A108-18345

S7HIS(c171) (2020.7.28.) (2010.3.16.) (2010.4.28.) (2008.10.21.)
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Code 0232T: injection(s), platelet rich plasma, any site, including image
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A (Epicondylitis)> F= TEAY WS E= 5 Ao 73t 554 480l A= AHE
WSt Van Hofwegen, et al., 2010).

QS A2 &3] HYA AR 7 defA T2 FAFOA WS HRlo] HEetAl = AR B
QF A9 vk ElgA] WSt 502 7HEsH| & ShtKSeica. et al., 2023; Vaquero-Picado. et

Q)= AL 1%-3%2] Ao A WAL 1,000 3 4-75 9] A7F HAYEo| HilE= H| w4 &3t
Z%}1o Z(Walker-Bone K. et al., 2004) & @A AL 40-50t0]H 4 7He] FHE Xfol&= FA|
At 3 SA L A E o] AHE 0] AT RO DY 2] 5210 WiHEA A2 o] A

AAS) S, AN 954 RO oAFOY Hoe THwst AgoR I Thas
A7 (Extensor carpi radialis brevis, ECRB)2] T[4 £ Microtrauma)©] QIO Bl %Q(Koh
et al., 2017)

U2 e 22 W] 258 She SEAS0N G v FAOE, BEA o] AsH-
2 weje} Pasto] riofof sh, o FHe] Sk wlSaa X|zo] F RS, Aol At

Adrel= F4o] Q= 49 &4 X727t BT & tHCiccotti. et al., 2004).

A RS T 95 555 240 &E5TE0] 554 Ad 2 $EH 25 A 552
oSt AF Aol A= F50] AL ol = WALE = A2 Hol7| & Stk RO SRS
BERE S S| ko, EXS =W, w2 2 W, @HE EYAU IS E T W, TS B
od o] YDA 50l AAS] WAFRITHIL SRE0] TARIT) ofeh] HAA 2%
3T T= O] o9l %EO] U AR EOH -5 e iR A/do& fAHh v
AR ARG FA £52-S XA Wi(resisted wrist extension) $50] A4 1, SR HEAE

1 17 ALE IYAAII AR QR 58 S5 51 (chair test) 2410] AlSZItHCalfee et al., 2008).

Q&Al AT} 7o) W Qs Asto 2= 9 HE|FIZSS 4 (radial tunnel syndrome), B_E-*J%V\
AR, g ZAZA(osteochondritis dissecans), &N 59+ 50| Ut R FEHIZF2

559 ol AT ERE 2-4 cm B AFOIA TASH= 9ol QAT 4 o % 7‘”\}7}
Zto]] =go] Hr}., T 274172 54170 Eoh 4170] Yelentrapment) == 749 2Vt

SARHAAEA B5S T4 4 9o, 8B JUATEHI] Pagdolt ey —ﬂoﬂ—goa 2k
B9 §ARE B9l0) 558 4% 4 911 Bolet ST plica syndrome)= HTHATHAARE 55

Hal 4= QltHCerezal. et al., 2013).

Folup SF7e A0 ERYY 4 e B FE(synovial fold)e] BIFERA Bourge

]



Fots Agto R, SRk £ AAlolA A9 &8 (snapping)et T 5= - T 4= ATt °]
Ae2 55 Wdol ATt FAloHY, Eut FFol| 4 9] 52 ti/) FL&H ol XI5k Tt
T AHA 71417 I35 A] e B4 BRIt TS 9 Sjoll A B9 A (locking)olH
17 (catching) S-d°] SHt=IH, ol21gt 7| A1A S/ glo] B5T et A Bud 4= itk o
HAM AARE B9l Q592 T Wi SEjAIG A, B S e 2 24 HHe RS ERIg

==
T At IR FAofA = T A FREE SA o= A3 49 Mzto] TE7 = it
250 AAe A Zdo] o] AFARl aH2 oYl FE AFHA 7ARY] Bl
Aol Z(hypoechoic) &7, A W u}A(intrasubstance tear) S} -2 2] Q1 A& SHolsk=t] 21

a2 8ot 4= Ut E}‘?}, Z55} AR TS Eo| vt 4] al AARKS] /o] whet Akt
g}z 4= Qo= sHA7E Q= Ao 2 B s QK Levin et al., 2005).

I AL RE AR HO 2 o] FoR |, 47|57 FH{magnetic resonance imaging, MRI) 5-2]
FIHAE YA = Sh= 49 TA Ut tivt MRIZ= £4]2] B4 HolE &1 &= Q1o d&xt
S yHdute] REAQ w53 22 2 A o4 A% ERIT 4= Stk MRI HAA] 457 =9
HoRT AR o] FFolu S-S Ho|= 397t E5A] o of2fet A2 554 SRl A = E59]
T e qlon —*"JO] Ro17l Fof = AF7ITE A& TR 74 9-50] HarEh o]of, MRI 442 A=
W A7 Qo] ARl 3 Akg 2 -85l = 497 tHSavnik. et al., 2004). TEkA], MRT &7
WA 2743} Akslo] sAfsfol sk Ttha=Q] MRI /2 413 SAollA] o2t Alo 7t ¥t A A=
A= Fofgt ulE 7R = Ao E HsIGlth ¥, sig AtollA= SAkel Aol
QAN O] A &9} HHE QIRFE ZHEE 4= QS-S A|AISFHTHvan Leeuwen., et al. 2016).
SiReA 0 & ofdateio] WA¥sh= F-9lot QI Sl & A= SHRIHY] BH &4o] I JdtE =
735 Qlet. of2fet It &2 HEA A= 1
al., 2012), E5] AH|Z0|E FAF X7 52 Al g
o|F SERfof A= T o' 314 B9 d(posterolateral rotatory instability)2] YAF Ao LER
ATHChanlalit et al., 2013; Kalainov et al., 2005).

AL Hol= 74971 90% oo & B 1E Y it} o9
w2t = QR HEA A 57t X7 Heho = S oM A wE FEa,
Hz7], BYA R, 2279} o]2 J5 X HE(jontophoresis), E|E71Q1 FAE EF-& FA} /‘Eﬂio]
ZA} So0] 24 951E BA 0 2 AT 9t} E5E A7 @M (autologous blood)oH &
FH(platelet rich plasma, PRP)¥} -2 75 A& AR H(biologic injection), EEEJF
E4(botulinum toxin), $ZA3Hextracorporeal shock wave therapy, ESWT), Z(Acupuncture),
glo]#], BlAH|R=o|EA AQA(nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs, NSAIDs) & T3t A=
o] A eE] 3 Qlk, ey Aeke] A e T w, AR Y] ZACIA = ojEtt Tl A=
Hh T 2] A3 tfe] WEkelA S-Yalth YEE A= 9k 21 0 & BT 1 9JtKSims. et al. 2014).
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NEC ATIS] SIXOIMS] X7} SAL Z8 S%t X228

I

O AEL} R27|(Brace)

I g HZX7|(epicondylar counterforce brace)= HLFIA S AHAN Q]
F(tension)= ALAIA = AL, AAAY 7AHEE A9RE AT BTE 7HHe dasd
AR E4 7IAFol AEshe FES AR o AUths o204 AlEE AR/ E TREA|
AEH(elbow strap)° U &4 AF X 2 7](wrist extension brace)E A& HBisset. et al. 2005).
@ NSAIDs & £%94

ITEE HESTAH A™CER EREHY, 35 XEZ HHOE ATk H|AHEo|EA
A YA (nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs, NSAIDs)= 23 ZpAlo] digt 5% Q1 A=
BNHTE, S gHdolu =1 AR A 9] 34 HF W= A7 = AE-= B9 o=
374 st a3ks Uehlie 202 984 ItkCalfee et al., 2008; Nirschl et al., 2003). THH, P3|
FAE0] Y 7 /d= LS W], NSAIDs 582 5 74 a7t 44| ¢kow, 7|54 SHoA =
K (placebo)S Tt 3t 7-2J3F 2fo]7t Yiith= B % Utk Labelle. et al. 1997).

® &A= (Physical therapy)

49719 g AE2e FA, AR 58, AHECIE FAF 5o] AHiFoE Ryl Zew
HeEy glom, EejA| g TRl AW HEA 2| 5o §ESo] E34w1t 7490l Aldst= Aol Adet
Ao 2 A= QIeHKoh et al., 2017). 215 AollA 9 252 5= T oPdd| A 5ol Harel
A7 FHA axlof LAste] F& FolH, AEHA, WA 2 25(eccentric strengthening),
T4 7Fsa(mobilization) 59 SA°I4 8] a7t gRld H Qo 535 AEH AT
5= Hcto] ARt B, 91oF Ei= TRkl Hls S 7 Bt IQitE dee] BaE
UL oFRE AEHA, HAA ZER-F, 544 825 112 21} A}o]of] tisfiAl= oF4] ekt 40|
SROIE|R] FFtHMason et al., 2013).
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o8 259 o] oA s B2 A7t =t IA Hobx = 5] HAA 50 ofe B2 X gHHat
A Hx A o2 A8 o g3tAo|gty B 1Y 9t Cullinane et al., 2014).

@ AH|Eo|E FAKSteroid injection)

AE|20|E AR Y9 HF5 ¥H{inflammatory cascade) HAIGHL, 50l thet =4 H
AR = 28-S ok 202 I Qlet. QAT o] Wi BojoxE A5 A2t A9 s
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al., 2012; Ljung et al., 2004).

A A AN 2 3 weREA o] =, S AR S 65 ol FA70A = FrAl
IS 5355 Aol 7Y Bl A== Hark|o] itk o]of Bls| T &o| AU ARl ol
NSAIDs, £H|20|= FAF = PRPO} 22 B9 Ale2 23T & Qe 2 2= AA =T Q. o] &
AHEO|E FARE @] Bib= QloU 3704E ool A= B F 34| AL @58 B anE VA& 4
9lom A7]29l a]F 2= PRP SHT} 23 27 7HA L 4% 9ItHKrogh. et al., 2013; Krogh. et al.
2013(2), Peerbooms., et al., 2010). Smidt 5(2002)2] Ao A= AH|Zo|E FAL] 249 a3/}
AA = oH, BEjA=27} 7P £2 53HE Bt} E9 T T (wait and see) GA] Bl o3t G3kE

191 9l A R0|E FARS thi X2 v]s) &7k g e Ao = B uE|9ith Kachooei $(2016)
w2 AE|RO|E FAHE AlE 7 XA 7| A5 A & o]0 FRsAo] B e i

O/\
T, TTeE=
o

3 =
13 ojijo]] e Aldsks 430l d5& Halskylt.

AHEo| =) AR TAH PSS 7MY &3t Ao] W7 BA8(skin depigmentation)Zh A9
A9} 22| $15(fat atrophy), 1831 B EALA AAIHR] D A5 501 & = A Tosti. et al,
2013). 11 9ol 2 TS A9t FAE Q1 Hwk-S{(natural healing inflammatory response)2]
g0 QIR AAHS W, &4 ThsAdold % HE SF QY9 &4 5= Eid Ht
ATHChanlalit et al., 2013; Kalainov., et al. 2005).

6 A& AAIFAHBiologic injection)

AEsH AA FAMOl= A A FAHautologous whole blood injection), 4% S5
2K platelet-rich plasma, PRP) FA}, 71412 X &(stem cell therapy) 5°| E3Het} o]&st 2| &
82 A% S(tendinopathy)oll A == Al A8 I (apoptotic processkE =5517] I3t
124 270l 7IRFekaL e, &, &4 F-9lo]l 7153k *ﬂi(functlonal cells) = = A4S
St &, AE()Y 24 BN PP AT 5 US A= 7HE= A& HHolth (Koh
et al., 2017).

® ALlsAnt A=

At X7 E St A|2l1%5 41} A ®5(extracorporeal shock wave therapy, ESWT)2] axtof ot
A= o] FESHA| 2 A0 & HAET Qir}. UF AFo|A= ESWTZFSA 7] a3t 4
U= ZIHE AR EE QLo HRompe et al., 1990), THE: AollAl= B QP ke tiide &
gt o]F W AolA ESWT7F §1oF s 2¥she Fojt A7 G795 HolA| X3t Zle=w
B EAHSpeed et al., 2002; Haake. et al. 2002).

Qe TA= AP A1 WdAadS HoHA HIAMD Aol A A3]4 S0 == F9= Sk
QAR 9] ZV N o2zt A31d 592 J2kE Hol= o datedol sy Agdefshs s4Ho=
A0 2| 720] AL tFoE B == ARl Jlon, AT A3 A dollA SAute] Stof| thsiil=
U F29] SN FAAE ] ek Ly vHy o dTedollA A3 F&o] EHEE 739l s =
FARRE A = a7t Ql=A]of thsiAl= oF2] S5 B 7 Hi7E ik, TS, oF AtoflA] A3)/d 2t
o] 7} ESWTE] A& g3fo]] Zpojatoli= =% akgtony, A7 9] &4do] EHHE 7-oll= 4314

T

o

[



NEC ATIS] SIXOIMS] X7} SAL Z8 S%t X228

Hzto] IS v A7 I} fHadks Ao 2 Bugt vt QItKPark., et al, 2016).

Hlee2] AR 6~1271d ol §hSol gAY, 8Z0 & Aol e Bl &=
IHIFHWalz et al., 2010, Calfee. et al. 2008). +&2] B4 A AEZHQA /94 &4, THE7
&4, A9 &4 5= s & don fiiE 2 Z4¥E Bk Utk I o=
o]F<%(anconeus transfer)oltt 417 <£4l(denervation procedure), T =+ AlF

AAd&(posterior interosseous nerve decompression), 121! 2|& A& S5 Q| A&

Algot= &4 HalE v QJti(Koh et al., 2017).
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1.4.1 U ALTEXIF

A7F it 5 2 Amaed B AAdolA Y] s A8 eAEL Rl o }llT

|

tj= 55 2 A17437}815}15](The American Society of Pain and Neuroscience, ASPN)(2024)°]14]
34 &A € HAE7F oS Foll QAR EAR Y AR W8S tha3t Zol AIjtsHT

5o JEH 2] A& ARREl= FAFAFETHY AA| Q] 28712 thHA ol £
A AALE THo| Aok FS EAA Lok gt iF-E9] 7|AS FIES
Mg SXI517] Yol AR 23]9] 280 S &

0|

S
N
op
N
N
=i
i
:
an

LREQl 7|Hole FE57 ARIEZIRI B, 4% A S, daAIZoIA Fa5 didiAlZ =]
=]

|17} &3}2]0]A] ¢S 7Hs4do] Atk ATt Qlet. o] A& PRP AA
7R 72 9 e |=F a3 9 9JolA P4 33 T Q Ao
st MR EE Z3tofof SeHEeIARY 2: g4 111, 53 1).

iz}
9‘15
H
el
P>
2
off’
HT
)
it

* ACP (Autologous condition plasma), LP-PRP (Leukocyte-poor platelet-rich plasma), LR-PRP
(Leukocyte-rich platelet-rich plasma), PRF (Platelet-rich fibrin), PL (Platelet lysate)

@ 4ol PRP T2M : 91 4kekg 41ieo] tfet PRP S F2ERAs| 20| FAje) ] slo]

A7V AGNL~2W) 02 o 93t 54 ehohamie} welo] ekgtokia 4 A | 55 B). £
v 22 3000 thet PRP FAR: 54 2 2 /o] vla) 471219 34 23iol /)5 g
AT 5 eI 7: A 11-2, 5 O).
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NEC

S0 EXOIM] X} 2AT SF Y xRS

1.5 el MAH B 0H

AAPIA S AAA £ 792 27] 915101 PubMed R 2004 T=1E w912 47 MG

Niemiec S(20

22)2 2699 AAAN #RA1EZ F9 PRP Ame T UG EAOMA

SATLNIIA 55 9 SAAEES v QAH Kol Holu] sl e Lhehl a9l
ek AAS T

H1.10 MAXN 2303 Q1)

Effectiveness of Platelet—Rich Plasma for Lateral Epicondylitis: A Systematic Review and

= Meta—analysis Based on Achievement of Minimal Clinically Important Difference
H1MA(AZ)  Niemiec et al.(2022)

AT=7t i

om=xy S deE ’gﬂffﬁ L= % %’—I_H PRP F=AS] ZuH0f EHBH ESEN %P%!E‘% =25t X0|(MCID) 2t
s 2 7|1&E2= HIloty Wisdy oiH0| X220 0jX|= 2 DAY

A MAXN =0z

AMERES] 26T - CS (4™), PCT (6™), RCS (2™); RCT (14™)

PRP %9 D= PROM F4- AZH0| X0l M2 S, FAE 71EH0 2t ZXNETIR 7f
HE(PCO001). B, PRTEES OQI(GEHEHED 2 12759 52501M S9D0[3 X0l= BI18). 7IAAl

2} ol T A0 VASSE DASHO| Z2, 4501 10437HK], MAYOQ| ZR= 4F0IA 525
7R, PRTEES] 2 870141 52771X| 2249 MCIDS A1f3
2t PROM| MCID= LR-PRP LP-PRP AIAE] D04 740 BE 2T |70IA E0kt
e MCID &8 71E02, PRPE ¢ Haie(0f S410l XZHEOI0), LR-PRPS LP-PRP Al
=21

2T I\/ICID9| W0l A S 20|

CS, case series; PCT, prospective comparative trial; RCS, retrospective comparative study; RCT, randomized

controlled trial.

PROM, patient-reported outcome measure; VAS, visual analog scale; DASH, Disabilities of the Arm, Shoulder and
Hand: PRTEE, Patient-Rated Tennis Elbow Evaluation; MAYO, Mayo Clinic Performance Index, MCID, Minimal
clinically important difference

Chen 5(2021)2 989 A A4 £118-2 53l PRP A &= S A A SAA 55 & 71541#2
WS Bl o, thyEe] B3T7]7F A 02 S8t 2|4 XJo]of| gt SIS A= ERIGHA]

Sokeirt.

HE1.11 AAN &

SE Q0K?2)

The Efficacy of Platelet—Rich Plasma for Improving Pain and Function in Lateral

=
M= Epicondylitis: A Systematic Review and Meta—analysis with Risk—of—Bias Assessment
HIXKXKAE)  Chen et al.(2021)
Ar=7t o=
om=x QIi;é%Ti’iﬂf%WI CHt A MO| 225 FH(PRP)S &5 HVIsty 834t 7IsX Z2440] 0|%|
[ OO o
MAX Zed 0z
o1ty - VAS, DASH ¥ MAYO =01 Thet 7|XAIE 2 370, 6718 Y 1270 HIolH £52. =2
sres 2| 22 2K I'— Y 2210 LRSI, S81E 715 Tadt XI0[(WMD)2| SHRMS 3510
FYE A YAE ZQXI0|(MCID) zkt Hlw gt
MEES 9H(581%)
o A2 41.5M, 0{d(56.8%), Bt FH7IZH7.5712). HF CMS (78.94+12.74; HY
At 59~97) 1671 &7 & 57il= He /80| X3, PRPE B2 k= APTIMEE H2 SiAtQ} H| W6t

37HE(WMD -0.85; 95% A2 72ZHCI] -1.03, -0.66; P { .01)2} 67H&(WMD -0.74; 95% Cl -
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M=

The Efficacy of Platelet—Rich Plasma for Improving Pain and Function in Lateral
Epicondylitis: A Systematic Review and Meta—analysis with Risk-of-Bias Assessment

0.98, -0.50; P <.0M)01l VAS &7t 26 HMEUXITE MAYO Ba= SAMOE 10| §IS.
PRP2I F2E|TAH|Z0|=9} H| WS I, VAS DASH 4= 37HE AIR0| R2l6t X10|7} QAKX
2t PRP= 6702 AIEO| VAS (WMD -1.70; 95% Cl -2.65, -0.75; P ¢ .01)2} DASH(WMD -
6.23; 95% Cl -10.78, -1.69; P { .0T)0flA O 248 VAS2t DASH &4=2| & X{0|= aid
MCIDO|| CHSE 5% HXI0IFEXIE ZIRIKITE 10% FHX|0ll= O|X|X| 28

=

HIE 753t 10| 47t H1, S PRP 23S MBI 2300, 2519l HmEAE 7t 4F
B 01| QILT, YR E243717} 27H0] 27 MCID 24| & LIOIA 2537| ti20) S50
2 S57} JISH 2ol 0| RO0[et HHHS SIS ST 945 AHE MBSl chet
PRP AISS TSSO = SIHlatiL Siryet = ol

VAS, visual analog scale; DASH, Disabilities of the Arm, Shoulder and Hand; MAYO, Mayo Clinic Performance
Index, MCID, Minimal clinically important difference

Karjalainen (20212 322 AA 4 £ 1125 551 PRP A 8= TEA S S58ANA 434
oS I & U

E1.12 MAN

S E Q0K3)

Autologous blood and platelet-rich plasma injection therapy for lateral elbow pain

H=
- Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews (2021)
HIXXKHE)  Karjalainen et al.(2021)
A=7t S, HEE
om=x QU TEX| 30| U= SXE X|=5E7| Ko A7t HEO|LE HAMO| SESH HE(PRP) FALS| O]
- St OFE0)| Chet 2l 24 HE
e AN 2ol 0z
MEES 32W(2,337H) - RCT, SAFRCT Z&t
- BIMY: 83 &K= 30% E= 2 50%), Bt 8, Wt /IS, X8 &3, 49 &
- O BAEO2 0l SH U 2AIg
- FOAE: 34
- GIFOER EA: E(56%), B AB(@6M|~ 53Al), 4 B XI&712H(171E~2270E)
- HT PRP vs X712, PRPFAL @I2FAL, 2RI TEE|T0|E FAL PRP FARE HILIA A
HR AEHMN 25, HUA AHR AEMN R2F0S H|W, 5, 74X e, HeS4n, HEE
2=, HO|X, AZIHH of E2|=7t= S
- QRE9| M7= = HIHSHT BAESIT oA S2IR1g0] 25510 MEH, 43 U ZIX| M
o] AE0| UMZ
- (RI7FE = PRP FAPL 3703 Al AYTAIRIS| Hlu) SE0|LE 71S0IM YO Z {o|0]
2z St IHME MIZSHK| =lis AE HoFE St Zo| SN 2AH(HASE 216l ofef £F). &

3, SIS S I\ U HNENOR Olof of3 FE)E PRP7L AR IS SIAIIX
4 I8, AP} B0 FE PRP FAP} AIR MBI, BN U FRIHOR offf £ Fe &
SO 0I5t SLHBAOR Olof of3} T Y HHENOR Ol T § of3 TX)S HMISH=| O
FESIASL 742 B3 ARl S SN O QR KR AHS 53 2151030% FE 50%)

[y

U 4T 23 o
d

G7lE 2, Ytz Hw) B &5 3.7 ZUE(0~108, 00| 7P Z2S)UL, AF Al =
PRP FARZQ] S32 0.16H2IE H LIS(87H ¢, 523%). X == 1.6% O EUS.

1
INY &, YU B 7152 27.622E(0~100; 00| 71 E2)RA 0 AVt A = PRP FARL
ol it 7|52 1.86HE2E [ EUCH(87H A+, 502%)

- (X2 HEE) 2 185H T 121H(65%)Q! HHH, X7t & L= PRPE= 187 & 1259
(67%) (RR 1.00; 95% Cl 0.83~1.19; 474 ¢i+L, 372)

17



NEC

fon

s

IXtoM2] Xt 4t SF 2 XEs

I

Autologous blood and platelet-rich plasma injection therapy for lateral elbow pain

OL ocoo= o

M=
- Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews (2021)
- (BX80o= oIt Halg) SR 2 &4y 2/). W2 SANO| 2= At 8 £=
PRP= 219t Hwot 2A8E B7A7IX| g 5= /USS AL YUR|=T 3H/38H(8%), At
7H 2ol = PRP FALZ X|EAL 12/41 BQ%)ATHSIFE 0.32, 95% CI 0.03~2.92; &7 124)
- (FX8) 219 35F/208H(17%), A7FH F= PRPZ 41%/217H(19%) (UIZE 1.14,
95% Al2| 1740.76~1.72, ¢17L 52, 204Xt 425%)
- 6702 H 1270 X101, Y9 AR} H| WSS I X7t HH = PRP FAlz Bt 830Ut 715 &
HOIM AaXMO= ZQ5H0|FE HOIX| IS
HES HI0|H0ME HEX| £H &3 X=0| A7t @Y E= PRP FAME MEdh= AS HUH6t
X YUAZ. 0l2{et A= S50[LE 7|s0H| YHHC 2 Z25t 0|-S MOl = Mo MIotk| X2
IS0 ZQU(F7t M 27), X8 HBEL S5 &3S 50% 014 /HMSH=A| = 2AHE
4= o= ISt 3H SAE Z7II7I=Xl= SEAEHIR B2 EAY 2A).

#1c% X9} BIS{0f oS 712 9IE0] S7H0IR| 942 + QKRR A 271)
A 2U2 S8 SUstn ofziel 2e SIE0l U, Okl tet 2271 2l Mg HiEe
JalEix| 242
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1.6 4 2=z 71287t

0

1.6.1 =W Hel=7|=H7t

oAM= BER 7l BESBHA] g A, SIS, SAZHY, SRS, ordE A

AIA A7 dadt S5 B A meo] 't 4195718 7H2012, 2016, 2019)F 5t oH,

B 1.13 I3 2271587t

g ot EA M B8 Y xvE, MoRTIEYIL, HASX[F(2019)
CHeatkt - BEX=0 gSotK| HE oY, TN AES, SAZUY, S/HUES, orZAAg 2t
SHAlE - WA SR Y Ams

- AHZE0|E FAKK|E
- M2 S840
H| WA= - B X=
- 23X|=
- Q%K (placebo) CHX=E: ME|A2(Saline), 240 H|(bupivacaine) S A

- oHy
o A& T EHE
— OSSN
T2
o XE| WM ME: H SH(thickness) 2 71 22(motphology) H3t
olZZ} c Vs ¥
+ S5 XL
o XISH ALY Hst
o EREET
e AlMO| Xl
el—l =

- £ 30m(QZ7 |2 B0 4™ 18
Me=s - AT & 11B(RES] YUABT 7H, HIRAI9| AR 28, 07 IaE A 28)
o SITTINAYS 2W, ZHDCUY 14T, SIHHS 2, O ATIY 21
AP AR BH HY 2SS AE B BES AR R Z0/5i0 Q4RO £87KS50]
oISt 7|2
At HAT B HE RS2 BE X|20| SISO o AT SIS AYCR 7152 A
WAL 1S5S AT Q0| 7IE JIS(AEIZO|S ZAH XR)I HIT Al AlE B BIIZHEHE) 715
ME I W S5 ost2 20f Qadt 7|2
[MRLA, K7 2AD E8 83 X222 BEX|R0] YISOIA| Qs ATHe) $K10| 7152 JfMotn £
=S st Al7|=0| Q0] otFietn fadt 7129
Bty AetE QS AU SIXI0IML| X7t FAR R A X2, MoRT|=YIL, BHSX|E(2016)
CHAT2ER} - MRS 9E AN St
EMAIE - AP AT ES M X2
- Aol E2mE|2
- 3=
HIAS - FARE(ISETAHROE, SIEPIlL 252l 54 5)
- 22X, S2XIZ, BE7| AL, DI, 20IX X|2, & 2, 42 X|2
- 9o}, B4l W Of2X|2(PRP DIA3Z)
— OFX|A
| By e]
SRS L Asmegms s oxg
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o BIREL

- A & 11 H(RA UMASAHT 7H, FSE 5 4H)

MERES X MEHE 2SO, H|WAEZ2 = FALRZ(7H), 99 X2(1H), M2l &40 X|2(1H), £= X=2(1H),
20X X|=(1H), PRP OJAIZH(1H)0| RI=US

()

o 7HO g I AlE 3 Y E= FAES NHE FUte, Alg 2 §52 Hlw ! 2HoIA
ZMT 1.7%, 20%, HIWZ(FAXIZE) 0%, 15%2 BN, DIEES 1HUA H|Z20ADt
15% E11E. 0] 2 H|wEHT 5HOA= Z0(et S UM = OFFE[ILE AlE 2E SHE & 25E

0] 51| 213
— AIRI3| O AlS B BES Eo 2N Wl AR} XL, U2 Z03 2502 54wy
5 OFHEl 202 B0 5 7[&0| PINS +8 T5alTi= 20I%S

(REY)

o 1119 ZoiS 2HZ YdBY BNUIS B, 85 8h), SY E/IE L XE= HIte

- YAEY BNUISED)E 9HY 2ol0iM B0 E. FARIES HluE SHR(T7H0ME AlE = 7]
H7t S Huw B HEEQJOLE 0] F 4HOIMEE 2 7 X017 SAXCE R2/E HelS
It X|= 9t Hlw & A71(1H), PRP OJARMZ L HIWE A1 E)0ME Alg £ 715 F=7t S
it B IHMEIION, 2 ZFX0|7F Fofgf

- YHEY BHES )= 10HO| R0M BV E. FAX|=} HIWE A(THME A& £ S5
Ha7t S HE B JORM 402 25Ol 0] & 4HUMTE 2 2F X077t SAXCZ |

X 0lr

1

J

M =

1

WEY ofg A% A9 B AT(I TS SR HIE 05 £ MEJf SOl 2 7t 90
3t ROI= 9I94T, 2{0[x] K29t HImE HR(IHOIAE 5 2 D5 S5 HTo} =IO 2 7t
%[0} L} HI5HX| 243, PRP DIAIZRT} HIIE A1 HOIME & 2 D5 S5 HEot 2Afsig!
on} 2 7 Xj0l7} R2/3
- At TP 1HO| SH0M HNEON, FARIRS BT Al AZ X3 40| SH Haxiols 2 2t
Sol3t A0} IS
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QU0 OFRIS ST AI HEBILI=OZH0[AS
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1.6.2 39| =957 |=T7}

Mt oJekE 4 B A2)R 7% 7}7]3Canada’s Drug Agency, CDA-AMC)D o4& AFA] R AY
RO A ] A7t A FH B AR H o] gk 24l ZAE 896 el AISAHE(20234W 79)E
Fstelon, PICO 474 ¥ 8 H7HEy= oh2a 2t

H1.14 =8| 227|157

Wb FHLICH CADTH(CDA-AMC) Health Technology Review (2023)

- HRI9 2 HESUIM PRPE ALZ0 tet QAL 278 XI#oh| flol, Y& 2UE 2ot

OO =
2742 Q61| 9I3) ZE 42

rr
M
rd

P

SIS ks
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)

CH2ERY - T YR AES0| U= R, Y H=F
SMAlE - WA SR Y Ams

BEX X2
« NoPRP
HIWAlE c BEA=E
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« T2E}E FAHES HAER0ISN SHSH

- oI
* AnyAE
o BXNZEOR QIGHAL SH
Qe At - R84
. V5B
o E=XC-

oSO O

o It oz Z

- £ 8, o|27|AWIIE TN B2 A 2D
o OIMM: Any AE (1M, RR 1.73, 0.18~16.99, NS)
2oz 016t ¢ (1™, RR 1.73, 0.18~16.99, NS)

=T o FIN:

= —
1) 7ISTHEGH; HERA] 15, HARN 13, AN 2HDE 2)
2) SEHT(3H; HEKA 15, YA 18, AN 23 15

3) 7|t = ZKH2H)

- SR9 2 A A[=0| U0 PRPO| IeA Hlu g 0o et Zik= Chet
7[S7H0] Tt SrE oA Feket et LHEHLX] IUKIE, S5 710 tHet 28 S+12ik=

o [uid
g7rEn HHT SEIHH AL FH 7|12H0] ©f 2B PRPL| 01H0] /US 7HsdS AlAE
- AX|Q) 2 GO0 et PRPL| X Hlw gm0 et Fetet 2747t 25, JAAFEN M= PRP
ANEE XXlok= S EEE Rede += 8lS

1) 7iuct QlekE 9 BAwYeH o] 5-4] o] 20249 5% 1¥5E ‘Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies
in Health (CADTH) ©|4] ‘Canada’'s Drug Agency (CDA-AMC) & W32
(https://www.cda-amc.ca/news/cadth-now-canadas-drug-agency)
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Uzt Zap
- EZ 23HVAS, PRTEE_pain)
O|xt ZuttH=
UMK S - 7|5 JWAM(DASH, PRTEE_Total(Function Z&), 5)
s - 2% T = 7 FH(thickness) 2 7 2 (morphology) Hat

|
riok
Pl
2
4t
H1

- 49| Z(Short-Form Health Survey)

NEIESIAN I IS NI
N AR §l3
FHTAIRE M gls
ALY MY S s
G738 FHAY HuALAET

% VAS, visual analogue scale: A2 5% 55
DASH, Disabilities of the Arm, Shoulder and Hand: AR 2&ZA23ER}0] ZAta} Aol o] o} ¥z} 24
PRTEE, Patient-Rated Tennis Elbow Evaluation: 8H} B3 34 Q&A1Y H71HA

1.3 g1EM

1.3.1 22|

=+9] glo]gjH|o] A= Ovid-Medline, Ovid-EMBASE, EBM Reviews - Cochrane Central Register
of Controlled TrialsE °©l&sto] AAZ £33 A| 8 HMYCE T2 E= Ho|gHo|AS
ZISIATHFE 2.2). AMoli= Ovid- Medlineo| A ARG FMoE 7|20 & 7+ A= 2] E/dof A
7451 MeSH term, =2 A4}, Ak AM 5-9] AA7)5= A45] E-85t3ict. A4 Q1 A
9 AAATE [R5 3]0 AASHATHAEAYD: 2025.6.9.).
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ol

NEC ATIG SIRIOIMC] XI7t AT 2 Szt K24

I

H 2.2 32| Xt HIO|E{H|0] A

=9 23 ZMA URL &
Ovid MEDLINE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
EBM Reviews - Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

1.3.2 24

S goleilo] 2 olelo] 27} AL o} 85to] SHSATHE 2.3). SRS 9] A
RS 7202 st =<l A9
S, ZHasle] AgSIgom 7 dlolelo]ad SAo| wio] 9E o ITe

AASFATHAAY: 2025.6.9.).

5
K3

H 2.3 =LA FXt HIO|E{H|0] A

=L 231 HMA URL &
KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/
SR RSHEEHER(RISS) http://mwww.riss.kr/
1.3.3 AM7|7H & ST

o AME ZE 475 s F 9o AEAL SYHOE Susklth 13 Ag-uA
A AR 252 AEstel B Bhe] FA0H BeAo] gicki BekE A HAsk, 23
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H 2.4 A59| M8 SLHiK 7|1E

MEH7|Z(inclusion criteria) HiH|7|Z(exclusion criteria)
- A BIKIE o2 $ oI - QIZH O SV} OfH HRASEXT E= UMM
-t EA SR S XEaes Y6 A7 - ¥X7t OFd ATUBAH, letter, comment &)
- ARH0i| Folst H| WXt HI"§ AT - SMES(ZE0HURE O, SI=R 7 1IA S peer-review
- AFEO| B3t HRANVE BILE 04 EUEH G S AU AR)
- AFEO| Holt G0l seshs i - 5t=20] £E= P02 STEX| g2 26
- SO EHOP R ZANE B0I5t & Ql= ¢IH
- 2 sh 271
- 52 EME B8 QEAPL 8510, B1E AuK|EE SY
St A

D 558, 7Isds, 2P, SAANEE, 4 2

2) FALIY Bl AGAT

1.5 HISE{IE ot

HEIAE 37t F 99 B7RPF 53302 Algstal, QAE8UA] Al =95 &l 24513
Cochrane®] Risk of Bias (RoB)& AH&-5to] 52+9] 8 Bl VFAIFRCT)] HIEH RS B7IskaL
HIEY QY T = 9 PrAy QoFRE A|A5FtHHiggins et al 2011).

Cochrane®] RoB&= 3 771 £@2= o|Foffl o, ZHEgol sl "I/=3/E84 9] 37H4] FHi=
B7HECE HIERE B AR W ol BIEE Y Ro] A2 2 0 & wsloitt Tk AEtt AR
RS AR RIEA], v 207 A=A, =rH0l & SYE A, AEA] 59 A7 AEiEA,
Aeld AatE 1= QU=A9) 718 HIEE FEoAE 7138898 (Institutional Review
Board, IRB) 510l gt go] J=A] &2 A T2 EF]| tfish AP 55EAE A=A 5=
gRlste] B7Fek7 12 519a RoB =7+ A1 41 B71E2 [F-5 4]0 A|AIskTt.

1.6 XI2FE
APl ] AALS BR3lo] B Be] AEAT SAH0 R ARid PAlo] uet BHS Hejst 7
T}2 o 90| HEAp SEE ATE EYH 0w PEsL, QR7F Qler] SRIshs WAlo 2 Aasiglct

FRARE B2 AT, STEY, TR L T, Ml 23 2, g
23}, dH] 2H, ATRRES 52, RB Y o 5 EFAGOM, ARFE PAL 75 4],
AR5Z Ak (8 1) AASHAC.

ApEEAL ok BA(quantitative analysis)©] 7FsSt 7A-9 A B4 (HeREA)S 8510, E71s5t
3% A4 HE(qualitative review)E 51t} A+t 7+ A4 thddol EXH St HFa I g
(random effect model)& AFgoto] o] g W4l H-2, B X QA A A E(risk ratio, RR)E
ARESIYl o A&y Wl ALoe HiFAo|(mean differece, MD) T B3 HabAo]
(standardized mean difference, SMD)Z WERZAS ZYst3ct. WERZAOA o]FA
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(heterogeneity)°l that TS Q-4 <12 (forest plot)S S50 A|ZHA 0 & 815}, [? EA|ZS
ARgBto] A 7H BAIF o] AAE TSIt P BAF 0~40%= o] Aol UElA] gk Ao =,
30~60%= 7t 82| oA/, 50~90%= AAH 0 =2 oA o] = 5= A2H, 75~100%%] 735 AT

o] &/gdo] = A 0 & A5t Higgins et al., 2019). A4 42 R 4.2.25 o5t 7 &
2tol o] BAIA Fo/d2 F-eleE S%lA TSRl

i)

E grlof| A 885t A AA B3 107 Avko] A 22 Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development and Evaluation (GRADE) F H O & F7RIAtHAS4Y 5, 2011). o] A2 B35
= A A2 52 1T T8 AR ES g TAFES AAISHIH

ol aA S U A9195]0] AE OAL Telstel 2E Aol Agar 3 ofeb 2o AVSH
Al w2t 25 AVERS AHSIAHE 2.5).

HISE 4y
An3 Wit OJ=7|0| QAN QMRS BT SO 2} 21T, 012 BHHOR HES
(Recommended) A1} Xl o HE0IM S Q=T |E9 Mg e Hg
QF5HA At HIIY =72 UoA NNt Y S| 2747} Hlw7|& CHH| HHAC = k5L
(Weakly recommended) | SAIGI0], TR At “-‘#Oﬂ)d i ol=7|=2 Metd AtgS Hilet
HIGHK| 242 TIChA O|R 7|40 QA OHEIAITL BTN SO 2NHS ZRMOR HESH AT}, TAY UM
(Not recommended) | AE0IA siE Q27|22 ASE HISHK| 23
e Ty Q=T &0 AMA MY B Sk S| gt 247t S26tX] S0f, X 2y
(5 P ’Td SEA S °|E7I%°| MROH ot H1SeS 282 + 88
Mondation) | X 22V BEES Aiges ot el U9 5 2 50| /o0, 7t el oo]
recommendation E{7H LQSH HE0) e HE HAIZ 4 US
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1. g4% Zu

1.1 g8 L

7} 2Rl B 2HS 2] Slof Fhe] AAlolEHol LS ALgstol ZAE F 1,087HY A7
% SRR 5 20200) AT A|2I%HE 797%0] AT A o] ALgEIgo, 4]

F71e 192 B3ttt

57978 AT AT} 222 FEstol Byl FAI% igo] Ui 78HS AEsk, ofo] fs) UEL
HET T ZAME 75 B A8 39 AR HFHOE F 4182 A

HE A7 SRS MAAGE TEtel (17 3.1)0 A F1stect

=2| H|Oo|EH|0|A (n = 1,075)
*MEDLINE (n =291)
*EMBASE (n = 604)
*Cochrane Library (n = 180)

=LY CIO[EHIOA (n = 13)

*KoreaMed (n = 6)
*KMBASE (n = 0)
*RISS (n=7)

7R (n=1)

(BMAIE: 25.9.8)

\ 4 4

ST HA = g2 A7
(n=797)

H=E U =2 H4E & HiFHE A7 (h=719)

v

ae

dE oY S+
(n=78)

a3 3.1 9 S8k

HE F4E F WM& A7 = (n=37)
* #X7HOH 7L (n = 6)
* BMEH, SEHAS LA Y2 A1 (h=3)

* AR HOlH AR 351X 242 21 (n = 3)
* SXHO| WX %42 e (n=5)

* H|WHO| HHSIA| 22 A7 (0 = 10)
* APEADL RER U2 ER (n=8)

cZ2281(n=2)
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g3 @AM PRPO] P/ B A RS sl 25 AEE Ae S 41T o B ARl
WIAIHOIALL A Ao A2 <:h‘. 3.1, <& 3.2>% 2t

S AEEE 201087142 A= 19, 2011952E 201597H1= 104,
+ 74, 20214 o]Foi=23H 2 2 X RCT A7+ 5713t 23 Eelskqit

2L

oM 88 A771E 228 0= 7P B2 HlSS AABI e, olo] H=714|(5H),
G, s, eh=ollA 2t d‘—‘l, | A, v, S, ZPA, dioge, B, oft 5ol 2

iz
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1E#0]3)

PRP ARES 1mL~6mLE A7utch theFelgg o, iy skl ©h3] =9Jo|9jo} 43 7140 =
2mlA 23] Y5k A97F 28 QUL 7~109 7HH 0= 33] =99 At 13o] QIich
RCT @42 &0 H|ZZA= Sham AEE AE3 A= F 9Ho| o, tiFE “AB2]4]d4<(Normal
saline, 0.9 % NaCl) & AR&313 01, Bl wo] t5H| WY 739 A} Sham X]E—TL ZHHn AT
AARE Aol ARt AR E FESIATE

AEH|RO|EFS F 228 0 7 HE AT vl 5 7P B BIS= AA[SI AL tiF-= At B
‘Corticosteroid & FAP|Z FUsk= ®4JolQict. 1 Hio| 7[et HEH Ag:s & 10”4_E
H|AB|Zo]= ok4 ](Non Steroid)oll G Sz AP A|, XEAUA, S|gdFEAS =Yk A=
sl o, RS o] Q)of F5-F-91ol F-E(Splint)& A-&HAU 2ZF3HA| 2 (Ultrasound), 73,
A 252}, SAA R 5= AlESE 7 U eH, o2t A HE T B BPA 08 AR =
7|6} 2] X 7ol EotstiH.
A Ate] SRS 5 71eS 285 T, 2YoiA 2
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=n} N =X HlZZ o|gZAu} =X}
A H1XX S AFEIS} ST i = JIE
L BT~ He (Intervention) (Control) Fanivs] 7IZKW o IEt
vs Sham (or Placebo)
1) Placebo (saline),
iy 2) Corticosteroids Base, 4w,
1 Dejnek 2025 %Ztne(jf’n'oigf;; E::;fr'i(g';g (CS) VAS scale, PRTEE 12w, 24w, T2 AN
3) Hyaluronic Acid 52W
(HA)
Lateral QE M1t
epicondylitis with 25 ZOTE 0|25H0] B Al (Lateral
symptoms lasting Platelst-Rich 1) Placebo (saline), | 35131 gig) fizoolgot] HlEéﬂl:'iro H( ZAFA, ZAF epicondyle)2
2 Kizilkurt 2025 at least three Plasma 2) Corticosteroids Oq*f(Sl\/II)O Tx n_;r == M, FAFE 6M BE A2
monf[hs_nof[ (CS) VAS. PRTEE. DASH z 7|AE(Commo
received prior n extensor
treatment origin)
the local .
3 Ao 2022 Lateral infiltration of 1) Normal saline, ¢,y uio a5, DASH, PRTEE, MEPS 0, 4w, 8w, -
epicondylitis L-PRP methylprednisolone 12w
By 1) Saline inj. axre o VAS, DASH, MCID, Arthrex ACP®
4 Linnanmaki 2020 Eatiiganld litis P::;?TL?(SEE) 2) Autologous ;,';;o‘ ok Jamar grip strength : JAMAR type g\évw&évzvj,zw Double Syringe
P Y P blood injections o hydraulic hand dynamometer ' Kit AlZ
_ Lateral Ieucocyie_ rich _ e .
5 Yerlikaya 2018 . . platelet-rich Normal saline Ol4 B2 VAS, PRTEE, 4w, 8w
epicondylitis plasma (L-PRP)
Lateral injection therapy o
6  Schoffl 2017 =Y Epicondylitis of the  with ACP (platelet E":éfbo of 0.9.% A EFS VAS, DASH 4w, 6M -
Elbow rich plasma, PRP), ‘
1) Normal saline
injection as the
7 Seetharama 2017 Lateral elbow autologous PRP  placebo AHIS  VAS, FPS 3M, 6M -
ah (tennis elbow) 2) Steroid

triamcinolone,
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e = e H2 2 St eIt
LT =7t Hed (Intervention) (Control) OHFIAl o] 7I1ZHW or M) IEt
US-guided
injections of
8 Montalvan 2015 ZgA lateral epicondyle  either PRP Saline solution None VAS, Roles Maudsley score M, 3M, 6M, -
of the humerus (autologous 12M
conditioned
plasma)
9 Krogh 2013 ©ioE Lateral PRP 1) Isotonic saline _ PRTEE 3M _
. Epicondylitis 2) Glucocorticoid
vs Steroid
Lateral Autologous Local Intralesional VAS (Visual Analogue Score) score,
10 Patil 2025 Q= Eoicondvlitis Platelet Rich Steroid 04 Bt Mayo Elbow Performance Score ™, 4M -
picondy Plasma (MEPS)
Injection of
1 Das 2024 QI Eonchltisof | Autologous Injection O BIS  VAS, DASH 0, 2D, 2w, 2M, -
= Hp Y Platelet Rich Corticosteroid e e ’ 6M
umerus
Plasma
chronic lateral
12 Gautam 2024 oIT epicondylitis not  ppp Steroid BHE  VAS, Nirschl score, DASH 2w, Bw, 3M, -
responding to 6M
conservative
Corticosteroid
PRP injection (2 injection
lateral mL autologous (triamcinoloneaceto 0, 2w, 1M, 3M
ol Al HIS ’ , , , _
13 Kallraya 2024 %= epicondylits, PRPwith1mLof2%| nide 80mg OIS VAS, PRTEE, DASH oM
ignocaine). with1mL of 2%
lignocaine)
Lateral Platelet-rich Corticosteroid
it for | Pasma (PRP) injections (CSI) S VAS, PSFS, PRTEE
14 Krishnan 2024 ol epiconayliis 1o - PRP 1ml, TmLof40mg s % long-term pain relief and 4W, 3M, 6M MHEE: 3.3%
more than 3 : triamcinolone with 1 0|0| /At . .
months peppering mL of lignocaine (2%, functional improvement.
technique. 10 mg/mL)
15 Ahmed 2023 OlE Lateral N Autologus platelet _Cc_)rtlc_oster0|d OIAFEES  VAS. DASH _ _
epicondylitis rich plasma injection
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=} _ =Xl Hl 2 oz} =X{TpE}
ot H1KX EE 7 AFEIS} ST L =208 JIE]
LT =7t He (Intervention) (Control) OFxiA a4 7IZHW or M) IEt
None AE VAS, DASH, PRTEE, Hand grips AT (6M):
ZC__JI\_ 21 AL . . . X X A
16 Kemble 2023 olF %1%7_37%%8:0 US-guided PRP  US-guided steroid  “Infection  "S08° 110 o0 e e 2w, 1m.aM, (P IRE oY
Rk 8} injection injection or tendon TR0 50% ol 24 6M) M 1Y 2 ojor g4t
P - Jhd: ZIER[OIA] 25~50%014F ZA(6M) Rt 50% Z7t
i =Q oAt
17 Sayadi 2023 Of Tennis elbow Ellglil]e; rich Corticosteroid ato O VS and the mean DASH scores ™ -
. Platelet-rich Steroid injection = 0, 2w, 8w, 4M
o SHH= , ) s ,
18 Tank 2023 Q= Tennis elbow plasma group SHE VAS, DASH M
o Lateral . _ _
19 Udaya, 2023 Q&= epicondylitis PRP Corcosteroids VAS, PRTEE 4w, 8w
20 Venkata 2023 Q= Egﬁitr;ldylitis PRP Corcosteroids OlAH 82 VAS, PRTEE g,\/ﬂ w, Bw, 3M,
21 Choudhary 2022 9= ggifonn'gﬁtﬂesra' PRP Steriod O B2 VAS and DASH: 0, 2w, bw. 3M,
Lateral 1.Corticosteroids .
E|= Al HIS . -
22 Gungor, . 2022 E=270] epicondylitis PRP 2. Dry needling Ol& 82 VAS, Jamar grip strength, DASH: 3w, 3M
Lateral . . VAS, DASH, MEPS
o| A HES ) , , _
23 Gupta 2020 2= epicondylitis PRP Corticosteroids Ol 28 GSS: hydraulic hand dynamometer 6w, 3M, 1Y
PRP (2 mL of PRP  Steroid (80 mg of
o : L.+ 1mLof methyl AbHES 1™, 2M, 6M,
24 Varshney 2017 Qlx Elbow Epicondylitis lignocaine): Group prednisolone+1mlo 04t Bt VAS, MAYO v
2 flignocaine)
Lateral .
. ; . 0.5% Neocaine, or 0, 3M(90)
Hatxl ’ Al HIS , , _
25 Palacio 2016 HepA glpgcc)s\?dylms of the PRP Dexamethasone. Ol4 EE DASH, PRTEE 6M(180 days):
i i i _ AlO 2
26 Gauam 2015 OIt s PRP [oriosteroid ojgug  vaS, DASH, 28T EX 0, 2. bw. 3M, 712 JIE S
27 Knalg 2015 IFJASt ggcoo”r:‘éyﬁf‘ttisra' PRP Corticosteroid O B2 VAS) 0, 3w -
S Autologous . N
Lebiedzinsk mac Lateral o Steroid A IS dolz7|=87t
28 i 2015 2E= epicondylitis ;T;r;cﬂ;oned (Betamethasone) Ol &S DASH 0. 6w, 6M, 1Y e 25
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Epicondylitis

platelet rich
plasma (PRP)

needling

6 months 0|4

=4 AFXIS i |zt eSS
2t . " 7|E
il freEe (Intervention) (Control) 71ZHW or M) IEt
Lateral ) . Alo Am
epicondylitis or PRP (Crsql;[‘lzﬁsfgriré)#ijsolone) gM1 oD, 1M, ia_d _Ec,l_;l s9%
Tennis Elbow =
Lateral Corticosteroid 0, 4w, 8w, MR =Yt
. . PRP s 12w, 26w, Ter e O
Epicondylitis Injection 52w 104w o8 2o
. . ) . 0, 4w, 8w,
Chronic lateral Platelet-Rich Corticosteroid 12w 26w _
epicondylitis. Plasma Injection 52vv‘ ’
vs Others ( Conservative treatment)
VAS, PRTEE, Quick DASH, Short Form %‘;;rfeartmem(
Lateral Sham PRP + ESWT .= 36, ultrasono—graphic assessments ’ _
. . PRP+ESWT . S 4weeks(T1),
Epicondylitis + Exercise (common extensor tendon [CET], total and after
ultrasonography scale score [TUSS]; 12weeks(T2)
PRP HEX|Z:
= . Xt AR B A i
Lateral HOHER_,P_LE,-( Physiotherapy, Mf ?:ixif' ?EE;EG(ADT—,A Pain +) baseline, 4W, 2A& M2
: " =2 2" IS=PRP  analgesics (etodolac - NBEAOE U H L EX|) EX Al
epicondylitis . =T 8W, 3M, £7) 85 Mgt
” TmL 400 % long-term pain relief and 6M ol =0
& TmL(1% mg), and a counter functional improvement. TrhTe
|ignocaine) force brace
tendon origin
o under
Lat_eral - Platelet—Rich Ultrasound therapy. baseline, 3M ultrasound
Epicondylitis Plasma (PRP) quidance for
precision.
Chronic Lateral Ultrasound guided USG-guided dry Tm3m,6m

Lateral
epicondylitis

Patelet rich

plasma (leucocyte

poor PRP)

Radiofrequency

ablation

Aw, 8w, 12w




el - =1z HoZ o|2Zut EX ity
oftq =22 AFEIS} SAMIT . L TEC= El
a9 A il =7t HheEE (Intervention) (Control) oHEIA] S 71ZHW or M) 7IEt

VAS, DASH, PRTEE, Hand grips

Chronic lateral 2= = - - < 71ZAE 1M
E|l2 2= o SHH= *9 2 Egl I sl = ’ —-
37 Sahbaz 2021 sl DO R PRP + 25 DHelszues FES oot SHESHEIAETA oy gy oy
. Leukocyte—poor
Recalcitrant lateral ; N A
; K - 19|z 7|97
38 Behera 2015 Q&= epicondylartendino p:atelet. rich 4B _BL_Jplv_acalne - VAS ?Y1 M. 3M. 6M. '_g_d%alg 8t
oathy gs;ma. type injection ol =
. . ) Active control:
39 Msha 2014 02 Eggvr;'c fennis - needling bupivacaine VAS, PRTEE 0t B -
injection ’
40 Oh 2011 = AOIE 9 ATl PRP HoE 2 NR (DDIaAth;eS of arm, Shoulder and hand 12M B
41 Lhee 2025 &t Gy 9= 4nE  PRP SRR OI¥%F2  DASH (primary), SSS (secondary), BN 18M. 240 -
SLx= ’ ’

NR, Not reported; RCT, Randomized controlled trial; US: Ultrasound, PRP: Platelet-rich plasma; VAS, Visual analog scale; FPS, Facial pain scale; DASH, Disabilities of the Arm,
Shoulder, and Hand score: PRTEE, Patient-Rated Tennis Elbow Evaluation and hand grip strengths score: MEPS, Mayo Elbow Performance Score; PPT, Pressure Pain Threshold; SSS,
Smptom Severity Scale, D, day: w, week; M, Month; Y, year; MACE, Major Adverse Cardiovascular Events;
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H32

MeEIR| LR 2 ST S

(B )

G M1 XX} il HHIIE HiRI7 = St N (1/C) HH(SD) PRP X FA=I
vs Sham (or Placebo)
- o -us 1 =ionxls Inclusion 7|Z4
20-60A, 2EHMY B4 2371, Mg Am,  AX| MATS, SRSt Hir Z4 Jh Owﬂﬁom; 60 (PRP
A AFO| X|CEK] ; 201 ObMZOF T TES b = VIS AlIS, o _
1 Dejnek 2025 & VHOISS Bt provocative test - &8, HdeS M HAB FHD - o0 30.CS10. g0 (x7.4y LAPRP ol gy
(Cozen's, Thomson's, Mill's, Maudsley's, $&3, &&AL/SS TN 28, QM 16,671 (TR HA 10, (leukocyte-rich)
Chair test) 2. =3 " morriwen  Saline 10).
35.2, 3L 57H"é)
%7|55
elbows
(60%), —
. 218M|, SR LS Y EE/2712 K FEE WY, NgEe MM ESES  Inclusion 7EY £Z 2436 LR-PRP 21 =0l
2 Kkt 205 unN'sm NINE AR FHYUS  EoEDwE sUaNsd a2 obows  CMETY (oeopenrion 2MHTHFE
(PRP 14,
CS 13,
Saline 14)
(30|, F=(ZHEY), = 60
x 1 o ARNATEE, ROIELA, o AP 00,
30-50M, EISH OEAme B 2105, QIS BTSSR T PRP: 20, L-aPRP
3 Arora 2022 =4 AE, Maudsley's, Cozen's, o giee s ol 212 CSz 20, 33-35A| (leukocyte—enric  3cc 18] AL
Yo ppD YSIH £8, €928, 8L &4 : .
Thomson's, Mill's test 24 Sl MR == LA 10F A7 Al Salinea® hed, activated
EI’CJL}E oo;%—l—?:”o, 22 371 20
LIl AB|20|= AL M| B '
18K, QEM S5 2N, ECRBYUS, oy wrr) misr smaint Azt 01 119(PRP  PRP 46+5, .
4 Linnanmaki 2020 X3P A M Al S5 epicondyle SYCNZE FRATET S5 ooy 40, AB 40, AB46+10, EeRLgk?ngGPRﬁf)or 18 4-6 mL
compression Al Qf8h 7| BEM X2 Ay ©© == TEmo 28 Saline 39)  Saline 49+8
AL, F= HEZHE, CTS,
) . UEAZAA BABZIAS SIS TR ] LP-PRP, vs
, 18-75A, QEAINA EX >34Y, VAS25, S5 Sy Redy] o 90(30/30/3 A 38.6A ’ =
5  Yerlikaya 2018 ot ZAAKMIIT ' =8, Phn/ROEAHEE/AEY (=374 0) 40| 10 LP-PRP(1.5m  131.5mL
>17) LA ZAKMIll's, Cozen's, Maudsley) Tmoi/71e 213 3748 L AB|20[S 0) (#42] 18-75) leukocyte

FAL 22 671 W 22Xz
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AH MK s WHIIE HHRI7 | = Y71 N (1/C) HH(SD) PRP X FAEla

r

50 (ACP
QUEAITI ZAF >3, OIARIC 25, Placebo ACP (Autologous
SHUE S 2370, YATH(FHD 5 o — 2M 3
6 Schofl 2017 grplB ol >IN BATORER R (i antmer ot ) >3l et mex1s  Condiioned Lo
18 Placebo Plasma), LP-PRP ==
18)
AZN TS, STIHIA
=AFS HO|e S&7(PIN), & 0CD == 80
AN BLAAE ZMS H0l= 20~50M HE, It iax ourex = p1= o o o
7 Seetharam 2017 £ag X101|52_(hy§§£hoic)l e 189, Zzjpmmgusssozaon >3 elbows: 90 (an‘)‘m' LR/LP OIZAINR) 2t 2 13| ZA}
aiah, = FUH EZ, I 24 AHR0|E FA (30/30/30) =%
7|
I565H, ASULE T B <PIY T DI ALAME E TR AE o S0CE
N =k=]by & oS =\ 1 [St=4 = =. recen s s U =x -
8  Monthan 2015 AECGA/E2IXE) ZESlE Yhr, AZY BES, YSIA, B 0 6 ) mH ) 02 Placebo  Loukooyte-poor - 2ml, 28| (4%
FICFAAKECRB- EDC Af3H AIH £5, TAORIN LX), ZRARSH/AMRY, o = & 7030 PRP(LP-PRP)  7179)
MRI/USZ CH2 it HyR| e (=374) 22/25,C) 464 +86
22/25
) PRP
ZA > PhY, 9E AN OIS QU RfEHY A2 18A 0|2t == 37HELH steroidTFAt 47.6%7.1,
. o g A EE ;A5 S =TSO =T I HLAYE & T7 155-35.67H 60 Saline 335mL
ro oo . U= MEIBHZOIE|A, HAMNTEY £ Sm 19 .6/M1= H 3. i
g ZZTH tendinopathy & color Doppler 250 3;71(;; JL_PH;O e = (@ 0] QI (20/20/20) 447%78, NR 13l =
gradeZZ S, = YVISS, soTl o Steroid
£5557 43.9+8.7 014

HI&: 45~55%
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i b IS ( PRV il MHIIE Hi X7 | = S471Zt N (1/C) HH(SD) PRP HMIg FA=I
vs Steroid
39.2A4 (£8.9),
|
52 KR U AHZOIE A, 0089
>18A|, YHHOZ JHHE ASMIAE (O ZHEEX| b= G, FA/ZFA oF 474 (PRP 40H(PRP Steroid= PRP 2 mL + 2% N
10 Patil 2025 QEAIEZ @ YUE, @M 22272 AHR0E 22, HIKHK AL, 4.07%1.5, Steroid 20, Steroid 5 A ¢§1) Lignocaine 1 mL 2mL, 18
MM A ES SN A 2=l Y22T], FAL 3.8%1.1) 20) PRP 6M/14F
SOl IR Alst £ QA/4 4 Steroid
TM/13F
g o o B PRP 3.087H2, PRPZZ 40,34,
e id 2.987H8 id
AleiEl oE i 2 P RhsterodT, 78 il TN e e
—EMTRZI> 171 NSAIDs - 25 HRIE = L NSAID 22 et =/, ] ) : DTLJ’ -
2024 et ae e ceEEe - o3 i A any S 1HE B O 30, Steroid  29-56AM), ¥ NR 2mL, 13
i Das HEM x|2 22 —FT12HY L ERIEDE . AL A : .
=TT ES Ts oS LT eSS TR 3909k strict chronic 30) 56.7%
-18-65M, 859 7t5 -E2 670 W IHX|R(M1S) > 3748 Joloj|= (34/60), 0f
_-%:-jjgjﬁxé%/%ﬁgg, ODIH'Zv\—?l—'v:'-, o_||:| Euo - 43.3% ’26/60)
}_g%—g Che =T DlE) . 0(
DRE(>37he, T o PRP 38.1
18-60M|, chronic recalcitrant QEATIH FEE SEH(Xray), SE, T, 674E), PRP Szt 50B(PRP (+9.3) . 5
12 Gautam 2024 (23RS, AE 2R EXV| S BEY ROEALEYE S HAEE, CTS 67HZ(IQR 4-12), 25, Steroid Steroid 40.1 NR 2mL, 18
x|2 Al AE NATEE Steroid 67HZ(IQR  25) (+82)
4-7) -
20-604| 22 6702 LY steroid AL .
_AFK|Z=OF. ; of o
—QEMTIEER > 374 JREY 21y _ . basellge Iclic.il of 1009 (PRP PRP 42.3H, E_RP 2mL +12 A)L -
13 Kalluraya 2024 TeloeT Y s ° -SOEAREY 5 DRYIZ S 3-6/HE(ESF 50, Steroid ) 4| Lignocaine TmL. 1=
4 -Cozen'stest & Mill’stest 24 = o == Steroid 41.5A
= O 2 90| HO e -23 %F—'OF %r-l'I'J_,—EE“lJ:l" 23711 %—'T) 50) NR
_X_ray'—;‘t—ﬁﬂl-E CI2 221 B —QIEAI} Aa
= o 2 HEXN x|g EL(QF=2 NR
ggl%ﬂﬁri)zyHE‘ EAE REEE {184 =504 QEMTIN >34 (NR/NR) )35+7.3
. > _CTS‘jéz;sﬂgiltg% 7—|=o]]— [==] 237 Qéy 3] . */. NR f|= 'I |_
14 Krishnan 2024 —x/-\SZQ —_— 2| Sk ol 2 baseline ggos(tpeﬁzid C)35+8.06 3[, Tm
“X-ray= &34 —20E|AZEY N
-Cozen's,Mill's,Maudsley’ stest 2 FHEAEE 30)

38



i b IS ( PRV il MHIIE b |7 1= S471Zt N (I/C) HH(SD) FASIS
Z|2 374 WY steroid FAL
QIEA EZ >374Y -ROEALNESE HRDE 40H(PRP
-Lateralepicondyle UE L KaH ABMM  -SEAX[Q| 2.0 ZHES DRE(>3HE B& S AABMI(HEY _
15 Ahmed 2003 R = © _Fmser gy pset 7 o 5o e) 38) Sterod  39°574) NR 3-4mL NR
-18M| 0|4 -1 B8
~FUEYL/EY
25, YA
20-65A| -, S3yAst
-EHUEE 23 -, SOEIAEA 7IH S T Qe o= _ 40 (range
16 Kamble 2023  -Lateralepicondyle %S AR ey BT B 2 NR 3-4mL NR
-NSAIDs, 22|R|Z2, BX7| S267/1E BEY  -ZAFAUHES, FaEs=d = M29,F35
PRSI —corticosteroid
U2 AR HE2HY A}
70M| O
- B, FOEIAEA 71
-APHA RS
VAS > 58 ~ZIoM TR OfAZOF . -
) —RYEHAD AFZA} Qb _A|71:ixtn§/ner§/\c|>74;r Chronic (263 ~ 30%‘@‘1‘ PRP 47.67 + )
17 Sayadi 2023 e e m N ol Sl A <1E ™ot of SEEFH 11,C550.27 NR 13
_TE/CSKEO@. HADY _gcéd—)l\-nl_"x”(1 OE Oll—H)v 4N67H9_J§ 7_<X‘I) 9f ) 15/1 5 +12
~Z4 XI&7 74265~ <19 (chronic H2)) NSAID(48AIZ} O|LH), Z2 35+ LA =TT - -
steroid Z=AL
-vasovagalshock H=
-/
AN |22, 22X|2, 24 221} Bl Al B ol sxialm mo  50E PRP 34.3A|, -
ME7|E: >350(4
2% ME39E BUELABEY, oo 003
218M|, HEHN X|= 35 Ol =236t QA/E 01, 2pA FAR, N Lo A (2018-2020 =
19 Udwya 2023 gmmioraixy sa/2na gaamn agun  (OTEHER, o xn NRR NR 2mL., 12|
%g%xr = _'—o T, O 67H9éJ)
237112 B Ho|
o)
408 §= TAIE X NR
' - HEY, /3, ME x| 0™ 1-67H&(mean 1ol = (Table
> S| >3= =0, o y o =T e Y 2ESS] _
20 Venkata 2023 gulehmonic Ll LaER A 25F FAfe] HA steroid 18, E8HE,  duration NR), 18 STEFH q/Figure-101 NR ImL 13
=heert= = Fhlzet (235~6712) P g 2

(20/20)

[iLyS pum

W RSN

39



i b IS ( PRV il MHIIE Hi X7 | = S471Zt N (1/C) HH(SD) PRP HMIg FASIS
X7 [ 20ml 2
_ _ Jhe - i
18604 SIA (7.0 /oL, EATH PE%P 674 (IQR PRP+ ACDAvaSgutalner .
~chronic LE:&IZ% 7|2 (150x10° /L, 91, 2 opygzey,  412), Steroid 8193 oHdE b AE
21 Choudhary 2022 LDl D122 TEhal S SrEIA KIS ¢ §1‘—,LA x;_};:ﬁ;_f" 670 (I0R 4-7), Steroid -1XE1500rpmXx38  7HH0= 23]
(—-tE,EE—pqE,TEbGH)Eo -er|'E—|— E%I', 0||_ T=2/T7Td= 2T, oA (>37H9_J 7|;: 40.4+8.15 —Zit'2500r mMx35 X*l’
QIO ZFICHE QEANIIGY SIX} ity S e oot SO fimedell e
3%, Bd ¥ o7he) (p=0.38) —#C'TO%PRP |
H2|2mL &4
729 Dry needling
ULHOZ TIHE ASHUA(AE, &5 4™ 1o=(mT (Dry 46.1 + 7.4,
N'E3, 2% 4 A £3) ot aprlz, sa o aE e g EREEE I recqing  steriqang  ACRIOWE
22 Gungor, . 2022 -BEEX R RS EXV|25)ES 223 IM.E QAR MA/ATR ;;HQJ 710 24, + 7.7, PRP Léukoc;/te—poor 13
-3/t 4123 steroid AR, Qf8ERE MBY/7IE G4 D|EEP) == Corticoster 43.9 + 7.2 PRP (LP-PRP)
~VAS>5,21218-65A| =7 hl= oid 24, (p=0.06,
PRP 24 SRt o)
) . 4Aml (B PLT
R o  Cervical radiculopathy, Py 80H(PRP = )
18554, LE 2Ith, BZX X2 28 23718, L DRY(2>37H8 mEt, . PRP424K, =543 5
23 Gupta 2020 y ’ o osteochondritis dissecans, o 40, Steroid . - s, 3mL13
VAS >50/100 mm SOfEIAREG] St & FAAS 3 O A74E) 40) Steroid 39.4A4| 1L§33 823x10°/u
8;5,5'(153'0% PRPZ VAS
(18M, S8, FLEHEE, NR(Z=Z- H0i| 7|2t —'?ﬂﬂl = baseline 8.33, oml +
U epicondylitis XIH, VAS-MAYO H7t  ZOMEJAZEH, Qb SMA(0 L el8), NR (B4 o Steroid#7.98 , .
24 Varshney 2017 51 sy M o7t ot 9IS o/dL, BAT(IS0k, FEAT 28 >IfE o g L0 (@enR, N oo 141
= o) TS T TableOl HAl O M-, 1=
° we £|Z 83%), =)
(33/50) =
Group A47.9
- ~ (22-85A)),
01T X|= 0[], MX| =20 PIN o ol 717t
25 Palacio 2016 >18M, ASHE USRI 04 HAL  syndrome, carpal tunnel), 2‘%%;;&1::{ I 60 (613—%%%;16'2 NR 13
. i KA|IRISHCH, ZHAM T =S = o/, ’
24: Cozen, Mill, Gardner, Maudsley) ol_h_: Eﬁﬂl_glgfzé_go._ﬂoﬂo}a RA). (337 op =0 (20/20/20) Group C 46.6
s TiEn e (26-61M);
p=0.99
PRP 439 +
: of tmx m IEMLE, YA CTS, ovm= oo 0B(PRP 7.2, Steroid
% Gautam 2015 L8;60*1|, recalcitrant LE 268 BEH X2 5L 0o o) RA 710y 222 igfhﬁﬁ? I’ 18 Steroid 40.9 + 7.7 NR omL, 13|
=° 672 OILY CS FAY/42 = 15) (p=0.06, X0|
A2)
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AHH H1XX} il HHIIE HHH7 = S8 N (I/C) HAH(SD) PRP X TS
oM 42, g7 M- B, sebammaz 1023 Steroid 34.2
: QUEATIS] UMTIC VAS 25, EA 6742 AR OPN-A2 W 2AY RA, SIS 1L (Group At £ 10.24, -
27 Khalig 015 o1nza OA, DM, CHAFEEH0steoporosis, 2‘&1';}%(_6”2 51,Group PRPZ336+ N 3ml., 18]
osteomalacia), 21 Z&&t S B: 51) 10.54]
Autologous
> 6% 712 NR), ACPATON S
Lebiedzins UYH LE T ) 65, 22 6T BENRZ o oz apy 1o 7194 = s 24 (strict chronic 109 (25-67), . -
8 2015 gis o s FASHEOVIR WITEESE Sotgmons (a0 Steoidsaou oo inge 1
g=olg) (21-96) el
FMENR
>4, BE Y 65 2E —~
21-60M, ASATH UATICH Z47 |7t HHY, QB MZRA Z8Y  —strictchronic  E1E 60 -
2 Yedav. 00 gyyvasch wERAReSE  me suEs  >TjEEoMs N mL, 1
olg) 24R(30/30)
A O2F
33§H_°6’4531||”X|"5| OREQIZAI IO I%Lk% 100 (PRP  FRP 464
RIS Copinla LI - /420( BHY(> 60, T ST (£85) ,
A % = = b o/T=VI= Uo\= =, o £0.9), =
0 Bosens 0N RS HIEL NSADS BEKE gz oug) 20742) 2 " Steradasn N 3mk 12l
VA§> 50(0-100scale) ~LBES(CTS 83 33) (£7.2)
- -Zi2 674 L CSTAY
ojat
18-65A lgﬂ P X
oot 674 O} RIS Shge At o2 50[2 R
eernoom =X % SAl I=T=]EJ L o/T=VI= o\= =, o . £0.9), =
31 s, 2010 ?S_ﬁglﬁ HINEA, NSAIDs, Z2IRIR, x5k pug) 2042) 151395 Steroid g sy NR 3mL, 13|
< -AIBHE(CTS, 25HE) (£7.2)
VAS>50(0-100scale) 53 674 L} CS=Af
vs Others ( Conservative treatment)
PRP NY;
e 86+3.767H2;  PRP+ESWT PRP
o S U 3, 214 ESWT =71, 1S?1a8m6 37 +EX n=S3O 44.3+8.14;
DX AL [TIO] [ZOF) OI=AM , -S3=0. 1Al 5
v A sops  1865M, BEX XI20|E R 224 X4, ig(ii/;f//i;/x?;)‘ 85 1131437942 Sham Sham (LR/LP Tl &S EPEFE'E! &
cin PRP/Sham FAIS 7 52 AEhomm ) pagss, COWT PREFESWT 44.9+7.6M4:  —~NR) Sham)
;’lgzﬁrgii;; TEeoe 1050+3567M8  +EXn=29, ESWT
CosooTE (Table 1) — ESWT+EX  46.6+9.2A]
Y23 55 n=32
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i b IS ( PRV L MHIIE b |7 1= S471Zt N (1/C) H=(SD) PRP X3 FASIS
1mLPRP+1
18-60A|, chronic LE >671€, 7|1Z= E&X| T a8 ZHHH(EY MY > RIS NR (range mL 1%
Naveena 2024 21z amy 5), 9l =X 271 SR} 2OHS(BAUNR)  44(22/22) 44 4 years) N0 lignocaine
=8 13
A >3HE(EWAZNR)  60B(PRP
WA FEE a2, 24 24, M o 5
Priyam. 2024 18-GOMl, B4 238, QNAHUSGR T ol T ES TR A4 B8 ogcIie s o.us AP US g 13
oo o 2% 67|'|"éJ OlLH TM'EI;:! = 43*‘"
£=x) therapy 30)
o = ~, CET complete tear (US &2J), NR (baseline
220M|, B4 231E, =3W=E RIHO| 25t oA o - o = o
= = . SUESATHE F2E OA), 2" 2R characteristics 25| Z=AL 174
Sharma 2024 Qllqgﬂ}%f‘ ((;ET tf;}lckenr!ng/)partlal tear/ @%&E_EWI E‘—g ZEﬂ;OIE A2E NR), ':.'_féj(ZS_;H%) 40 (20/20) oi3nt £5| NR .7_*7—4._'_
calcitication/ enthesophyte 7|EH 2|2 SHR 92)
ST 234 RA, S& &K1 T2 PRF429 +
Mundh 2023 -QASHUEE, UE F MY ESUT A EB(E=-01-2R), 2HEY >3hE(BE NR) 50 (25/25)  4.2A, PRP LP-PRP A} 2mL, 13|
ot} DM-HTN, =2t H2f- B 43.3 £ 564
K|k 37HZ0] LHOi| Z=ARX|= HE0]
UL, X|Z L0 ~20|Lt 49.7+7.6
>18M|, 37HE O RI&E OHY LE, HEX SHMR|=2E 82 HE0| Y7L, 74 (range,26~60)
Sahbaz 2021 X|= A, Cozen-Mill-Maudsley ZAt SR, UxHAHES =25t 237" Et NR) (25/24/25) 1) 46.3+6.8 NR 3ml, 13
RASEE2T, FAUY, AEEL, C_1)48.0£9.1
LAY, TR0 st =Y oy & C2)
AAO| U= At 49.2+6.4
I3} — SH
(25| = Y60M, Radial tunne EE;&;; P8 o505y pRPaB, (Lpﬁatleei =2
| i ES i i vacai
Behera 2015 27 50A, rscillcnrant LET, VAS )60, 2&H syndromex,lgerwcal radlculopaf[hy, 10374(> 37 (PRE’ 15,' Buplvacalng 6-8x10°/uL. 3mL 18]
X2 >37He Ay CTS, TAIZZHDM, RA, hepatitis), <= o Bupivacain  37A] (Baseline leukooyte 3-log
= = 5l2 ST o
AAUUAE, ASUH 5, Ui 1041271) e 10) H|W Table 2) 2A)
A, (18M), BI/EEY HE, CTS,
Lateral epicondyle &% ARNFHES, HAUESDM, RA,
- Resisted wrist extension VAS > 50/100 1), &8 27t 2k}, 43 Y54 230 PRP 48 44 Leukocyte—-enric
mm B, LYY 7 ISKSE s AR Y Control hed PRP (Type
Mishra 2014 - 34 > 371E 0|4 (Hb {(11g/dL, Hct (33%, >34 ("% NR)  (PRP 116, 47.4K(R10] 1A @AT ~BHY,  2-3mL, 13
- 7|& X2 AI(AHZO0|E, S2|/AX|Z, PLT{150K == )400K), ARH- A& Control m'g) 81t unactiva
NSAIDs § >1) e 65 U =24 AHZ0|E, 43 U 114) = ted)
-S9UM 2 =2|/AR|E, 13 L NSAIDs,

OtHIE0HD0| =1l ELi




At HI1AXL L M7= B X7 | = 712t N (1/C) HZ(SD) PRP HIg EONCIES
QAT FIEt SX} 5 100z (prp PRPEE23M  Hemvest APC
671 O|N EERISS XI& Z|2 AH|IZ0|= FA— Z|A 671 o < (8913969, . PRP 3 mL,
4 on 1 he oj R0 578 gt8 Zu=e, 7IE FAINR >OIBEHUNR S ESWT gqwrz T Jechnoogies.  pepig
~RICkARZAH £ ST 51.84 (37-69) | ymouth, MA,
USA)
PRP
_ . > AN DL 524%6.7, PRP 13|
35-80A, >671E XI&E ASMNES, 2 674 LY CS/REA FAL Qupy 2674 B cse., 231 E N =S Leukocyte-reduc (3-BmL ’gﬂ)
a1 Lh o5 2VMBIREH A 28, AL AZHE TEY HIAM Eﬁﬁ’; gj;gzgilj*e (PRP 51.2+8.9, ed PRP, Harvest Mi”l‘ﬁ 23]
°° MAZA(REE £2 UM A S5-95),  ONE3 2 H4), 55 Selasl o4sr0e, 5/56/62/ HUEHM  SmatPReP2  SoRZT
ESI 7 S )5mm, MOIZ, AME  Opf- 222 55 Gota 1574130 59 626166,  system Saio mior
s NI=
52.1+85

ACP, Autologous Conditioned Plasma: CET, Common Extensor Tendon: CS, Corticosteroids: HA, Hyaluronic Acid: NR, Not reported; US: Ultrasound, PRP: Platelet-rich
plasma; VAS, Visual analog scale; DASH, Disabilities of the Arm, Shoulder, and Hand score; PRTEE, Patient-Rated Tennis Elbow Evaluation and hand grip strengths score:
MEPS, Mayo Elbow Performance Score; PPT, Pressure Pain Threshold; SSS, Smptom Severity Scale, SD, Standard Deviation; IQR, Interquartile Range: SMI, Superceded
Microvascular Imaging: ECRB Extensor Carpi Radialis Brevis; EDC, Extensor Digitorum Communis; CTS, Carpal Tunnel Syndrome: LR, Leukocyte-rich: LP, Leukocyte-poor:;
OCD, Osteochondritis Dissecans: NSAIDs, Non-Steroidal Anti-Inflammatory Drugs; ESWT, Extracorporeal Shock Wave Therapy
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NEC AITISY SIXIOMC] X7} SAT 28 S5} X|2S

1.3 HIEEE ot 21}

Cochrane Collaboration®] ROB =75 AR&5to] RCT 41 H(FEES 1H)0] diet HEIAES
B7IoIoit IEE S BN AR oAl A, S 2, FedAt 2 AAke] w7k, ATl
et e7be, Bt AvRls, A9 B 9 [RB 52100 thet 5 771 @92 sl o, 7 A2
HEHAES WS, B B 5 0= Frlsiqith

F219] A3 el thigh HIEHAES HAIR R3(75.0%) 1AL 8ieA] 28l BEEA(40.0%) sEAY
=2(22.5%) 0= B7IEQUrE AERbodRE, AtAtol] thet = HEE =2(72.5%) o1l At
=72 EEH(60.0%) & B7HE it E5-Ee ARl thet 992 BIEE 990] 80.0%=
A= Rrta gristeleon, A9d Hio] gt J9x HEHAEC] 92.5%= AR Wil
TSI 718 @Y L= A] 7t A+of| A IRB 591 22 Protocol 550155 5ol HIEE A= B7I%h
A}, E2(42.5%), EZA(35.0%), =5(22.5%) 2 & 7= o] siF %‘Qoﬂ o2 83H 8 W
ATAtolE ERRlsH3iT

SiTHoixL i

THUUY| WEEM | D0 AU | EER IRB £ or

Auboryear |y’ o Ef’ffg" s 2me M poss
Dejnek 2075 0 ‘] ] 0 0 ] []
Kiilkurt 2025 0 0 0 0 0 0
Avora 2022 [ 0 0 0 0 0 )
Linnanmaki 2070 0 0 0 ) 0 0
Yerlikaya 2018 0 0 0 0 0 [ 8
Schoffl 2017 0 [ 3] 0 0 ] []
Seetharamaiah 2017 [} (1] Q 0 /] ] 0
Mortalvan 2015 0 0 0 0 0 0 [}
rogh 2013 0 [ ( 0 0 0 0
Patil 2025 0 0 3] 0 0 0 ]
Das 2004 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gavtam 2004 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
wwess [ a0 | 0 | 0 | 0 0 | o 6
! Kiishnan 204 0 0 [3] 0 0 0 Q
i B w0 o [0 [0 [ o [0 o
— Kamble 2023 0 0 [} 7] 0 [ Q
wnemie [
AT Chpt 1 _ l Taok 073 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
[ Udaya 2023 Q (0] Q [4] ) (] (0]
v [ B | . o 0 |6 o | o [0 0
Chouthary 2027 0 0 3] 0 0 0 0
o | e T
) I N
—— T T —T— T ; T— Varshney 2017 "] 0 3] 0 0 0
00% 100% 200% 300% 400% B0.0% 600% T00% BOO%  00.0% 100.0% oatacio 7016 0 0 o 0 ) ) )
Gavtem 2015 0 0 3] 0 0 0 0
‘ a2 03y B52 ‘ Khalig 2015 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lebiedzinski 2015 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Yadav 2015 0 0 3] 0 0 0 a
2 3.2 HSZQE e Gosens 2011 0 0 [/ 0 0 0 ]
Akcin 2075 0 0 [] 0 [/ [ 0
Lhee 2025 0 0 [¢] 0 [“] [ /]
Naveena 2024 (] 0 [3} 0 ] ]
Priyam 2024 0 0 Q 0 /] Q Q
Shama 2024 0 0 [3] 0 0 0 L)
Mundh 2073 0 0 Q 0 ] /] Q
Sakbaz 2021 0 0 3] 0 0 0 0
Bahera 2015 0 0 0 0 0 0 )
Mishra 2014 0 0 [] [/} 0 ] 0
Oh 2011 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¥}

0 43 284 0 &5

J% 3.3 HISE?IE0 et H71Zat QO
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2.1 oA
2.1.1 ST B3 2AZ U 0jAIS

Ak FAol A PRP A 249] Sh 0} o AJuES0] ATt FARR 9] i 5502 A gahich

2.1.2 2|2 FU&(Sham X&)

PRP AT} $1eF FU&(Sham) 7+ FARES] o] theh Hil= 13H: %t

09 AP $FL 4HAA BUBAEY Yerlikaya $(2018)9] GolAE FA5F Fulet
WrEo] % 2 W MBI AHel 2415]0], 2 7F Afol7} §ieka HIsgch ¥h, Krogh (2013)
ATl PRP SAhzoll ] B350  ABHL 2~357H4) B 97 A&Eigont T ZolA] B3] Wyt
34t -2 BashA) oo} A 0 A of= e,

H 3.3 Sham H|wZto| Zxf 2t 2AE 3 0|4 H|w
XX} XE AE SIZ(TG) H|2#(CG) M
(@) Event Total (%) Event Total (%)
Dejnek  Injection site Tw o 30 17 3 10 30 -
(2025)  pain m 4 30 13 1 10 10 -
Kizilkurt B = oo
(2025) Any AE 6m NR 14 NR 14 SIHZ/AE B QS
Linnanmaki No complications
(2020) Any AE 12m 0 40 0 0 39 0 ?ﬁgti;gggti;csause of
No injection reactions
Any AE 2m 0 30 0 0 30 0  (swelling, redness,
. soreness)
Yerlikaya
(2018)  |njection si 52 PE IAST/AN
Inectionsite 5 NR 30 - NR 30 - zuaEua0lgs,
pain ISESY
Schoffl B s mm o oo
(20’]7) AHVAE 6m NR 18 NR 18 SHHT/RAE A S
Seetharama-—
ah (2017) Any AE 6m 0 30 0 0 30 0
Any AE ~12m 6 25 24 3 25 12 5 EECTHS
nectionsite 3 4 25 16 2 25 8 inEe/EscE
Montalvan _Pain = s
(2015) Hematoma ~3D 0 25 0 1 25 4 CO)Salinex 18 &&
TG) PRP ¢} = 24
Cutaneous “2m 2 25 8 0 25 0 mmors|us-

allergic reaction

27 AL Al 2
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SM=(TG H|Z2(CG
ﬁx} XE Al SMHZ(TG) |11 7(CG) Wz
(A=) Event Total (%) Event Total (%)
Any AE 12m 4 20 20 3 20 15 Jg=IHEAE
Skin/fat atrophy, O(i) OSE_froidi‘OIIM .
Krogh depigmentation 3m 0 20 0 0 20 0 ﬂggz 33, Magd
(2013) —
Injection site 98 78 E\f 89:1'?“ el
sl 1~3w  duration 20 - duraton 20 = TG}:PRPE 50/
2-3w Tw At Qef X|& e

AE, Adverse event; TG, Treatment Group (FA); CG, Control Group (B]1); OG, Other Group (Z7€k#), D, day: w,
week: m, month,

PRP SA 919F F=U&(Sham) AR} $52 Hlweh A= 280 10H, (1™ 3.H 0014 AR
e} o], SgEN YA = A 2= ol Aol= /IATH2H, RR 1.86, 95% CI, 0.60 ~ 5.76,

I = 0%).

PRP Sham Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Dejnek 2025 1w 5 30 1 10 386% 1.67[0.22 1262 —l
Montalvan 2015 12m 4 25 2 25 614% 200[040, 995 .
Total (95% CI) 55 35 100.0%  1.86 [0.60, 5.76] : r-"?-}-—- ]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0; Chi® = 0.02, df = 1 (P = 0.8900); I’ = 0%

Test for overall effect t, =7.02 (P = 0.0901) 01 g5 1 2 10

Favours PRP  Favours Sham

O 3.4 YAFUE(Sham =) FARS §F Hlw £13

o, (719 3.5)°014

PRP ZAf 2} A1°F U&(Sham) 7F = OJANHE TS Wl et A= 23019
¥, RR 1.66, 95% CI, 0.13

A Hh} o], BT AL BAK R 018 Aol ST

~21.63, I*= 0%).

PRP Sham Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Montalvan 2015 12m 6 25 3 25 535% 200[0586, 7.12] '
Krogh 2013 12m 4 20 3 20 465% 1.33[0.34, 5.21]
Total (95% Cl) 45 45 100.0%  1.66[0.13, 21.63] :

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0. Chi” = 0.18, df = 1 (P = 0.6897): IF = 0%

Test for overall effect: t, = 2.50 (P = 0.2427) 01 051 2 10

Favours PRP  Favours Sham

J8 3.5 YIUFUS(Sham XZ)AC| HE O[S LM HlW w1
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2.1.3 AHIZO0|EH F=

PRP A AH| 20| & S2U&30] ) T F2RE 9 o ukg- Ao EARRS T, &5, mjF ],
fql'?—-ﬂ% 52 AABFE oY, thEES] AH(Dejnek et al., 2025; Arora et al., 2022 5)ol|A4 St
oVirgo] WAISIA] RISk Lt Anle 4520] oG 0.2 Sl Ugic

H 3.4 AHZO0|EH FUso| S &3 2248 2 0483 H|w
XX} SM=(TG) HIw#(CG)
= AE H| 1
(HE) ! I Event Total (%) Event Total (%) Il
. No serious AE reported in
Any Serious AE 12m 0 30 0 0 10 0 any group
Most common AE: transient
) Tw 5 30 16.7 1 10 10 pain increase vs baseline; all
Dejnek resolved
(2025) o .
Injection site pain m 4 30 13.3 0 10 0o -
12w 2 30 6.7 1 10 10 -
24w NR 30 0 2 10 20 -
Kizilkurt H 5t )
(2025) Any AE 6m 0 14 0 0 13 0 c==ERUEHES/AEEDS
AE = FAt T S5 flare, 25
Any AE 12w 10 20 50 5 20 25 20]- 1
Arora  Skin/fat atrophy, N CG) AHZ0|E Q! & 2A
(2022)  depigmentation 1~3m 10 20 50 4 20 20 FMAZIZF AN HT
o ) ) =05 AR |
Injection site pain ~ 1-3D 10 20 50 5 20 25 I%?,SEF_ 1{';5?70
Any AE 6m 30 16 30 53 CG) AHZ0|E YU ZAEED
Infection 6m 30 0 30 0 -
_ Tendon rupture / _
Seﬁé?:;a muscle tear 6m 0 30 0 0 30 0
(2017)  Skin Flgure 5. A KAARIRE
hypopigmentation 4m 0 30 0 13 30 43 CHEE 6-3071& W X
Subdermal fat |t K|RIE, A= 1 0Ly
atrophy 4m 0 30 0 3 30 10 3= 1S
Any AE 12m 4 20 20 2 20 10 OHRE Z0|, SOfstAE 8l
Skin/fat  atrophy, CG) AHRZOIEFUE
Krogh  depigmentation 3m 0 20 0 3 20 15 OEHQIE 3, MASM 1H H 1
(2013) 9H; Median pain score (10%)
Injection site pain (1w duration 20 - NA 20 - PRPZO| 71 lot 224
2-3w e
5o Any AE 6m 0 20 0 0 20 0 gEE/mmgEugs
Any AE 4m 0 20 0 2 20 10 525 SMsteds ol
Infection 4m 0 20 0 0 20 0 ESZFZ06HeESUs
Patil Injection site pain / - C =[H5t SHHE Ole
(2025) pain ﬂare 4m O 20 O O 20 O TEETZSEHJ HOOS O
Skin (_:G_) AE|§0||: =O| S KA
hypopigmentation 4m 0 20 0 2 20 10 ’Eé;’é“z_; g2 6—307H*‘J LH
b Any AE 6m 0 30 0 0 30 0 NoAE
as
ols =
@029 njectionsitepain 6m  NA 30 - 0 30 o OFFTEESLSES
No recurrence of symptoms
G(SBIZZT Any AE 6m 0 25 0 0 25 0  orany associated

complication till 6 months
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NEC

g XM X7t AH IE 2 Xz

X{X} SIZ(TG) H|W#(CG)
PNE: AI™ H|1
(HE) ! ! Event Total (%) Event Total (%) It
TG) PRP 3¢ $ OIXRIZ 2
—SA S SH CS: IR
Any AE 6m 2 50 4 3 50 6 RAAZIA 3% T4 X2
oo “Skinfat atroph ?Gg) AE|20/E 79] 5 Al
2024 in/fat atrophy, ~ A = Q2 KAl
depigmentation 1-3m 0 50 0 3 80 6.00 TELY 24X S 35E
Infection 6m NR 50 - NR 50 - NR
Injection site pain  6m NR 50 - NR 50 - NR
Krishnan
(2024) any AE 6m NR NR NR NR NR NR NR
TC) PRP 9l % &5 9iS
Any AE 3m 0 20 0 1 20 5 gg)mélflli(.)__lE = = Zojgt
Ahmed T , TG) PRP YU & : IAEZ
(2023) Injection site pain ~ ~3D NA 20 - NR 20 - /E).HJ?:.* o II—’_‘,\—,EE—’-._‘JS*, 3=
, CG) AHZO|E S &
Neurological N S AIEO| T OIAF B 195
symptoms 3m 0 20 0 1 20 5 %ﬁITE Of&} A 12
Infection 24m 0 32 0 0 32 0 -
Tendon rupture / 24m 0 32 0 0 32 0 -
Kamble muscle tear
(2023) No other AE such as
any AE 24m 0 32 0 0 32 0 infection or tendon rupture
were reported
Sayadi AE R EE BT QI8 —no
(2023) Any AE m 0 15 0 0 15 0 complications noted
&855) Any AE 8m NR 25 - NR 25 - AERRINEEDYS
TG) PRP ¢ & 1374 A5t
Any AE 6m 2 30 6.67 3 30 10.00 £&24. Steroida: =4
FMAFIAL 3H
Udaya - —
Skin/fat atrophy, CG) AHROIEFUZ
(2023) " depigmentation M 0 30 000 3 30 1000 musmm exoihsm
25 | RILABHES
inection sitepain ~lw 2 30 667 0 30 000 LPAST LIRSS
A& S5 38,
Any AE 6m 3 20 15 1 20 5 FOMESSILCY
Venkata  Skin/fat atrophy, ~ CG) AHZ0IE U & =4
(2023) depigmentation 1-8m 0 20 0 ! 20 5 TMAZIR!, BN 22|
olE 5 2 &
Injection site pain ~ 6m 3 20 15 NR 20 ;E)f‘f SN OHRIIRI R
Choudhary _
(2022) Any AE 6m 0 15 0 0 15 0
((5;6‘2920; Any AE 3m 0 2 0 0 24 0 FEz/mmgeewy
. No major AE were reported
Gupta Any major AE 12m 0 40 0 0 40 0 in any patieni
o=
@020 |jectionsitepasin 12m 32 40 80 10 40 25 Ol
XOlS A =
Any AE 6m 10 33 3030 5 50 10,00 [P 0
Infection 6m 0 33 0.00 0 50 0.00 NR
Varshney  Skin/fat atrophy, CG) AHZO|E YU
(2017)  depigmentation 6m 0 33 000 0 o0 0.00 I2/1jst 2AE s
FAE BZ A3t TS
Injection site pain  1~2D 10 33  30.30 5 50 10.00 (aceclofenac+paracetamol)
297HER
Any AE 6m 0 15 0 0 15 0 HNZStAERDQZ
G(autar;w - PyTPy=E——
2015 I . . o BE =S5 L
Injection site pain ~ ~3D NA 15 - NA 15 - ;gﬂlﬁﬁ’__ré;%g =
Khalig SHHX /HXID. olo
(0015 Ay AE 3w 0 51 0 0 51 0 EHE/EEgEINS
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XXt

SHZ(TG)

H| 2 7(CG)

XE AI™ H|11
(HE) ! ! Event Total (%) Event Total (%) It
) TN PR 2 B Bl 95
Lebiedzin- Any AE 2D 11 53 20.75 2 46 4.35 QAE]
ski FAIERH ZAEZ HT EE
(2015)  Injection site pain 2D 11 53 2075 2 46 435 YA, ACPZOIN Z=AL S EX
4 U3 p{0.05)
radav oy AE 3 0 3 0 0 3 0 N dverse eff
(015 A m one any adverse effects
no complications related to
Cosons Any AE 24m 0 51 0 0 49 0 the use of PRP
Injection site pain ~ Tm 0 51 0 NR 49 - (12 EY, FALS UAA

o= HiS

ijl’ 0oo Lo

o0 O

MPel=

AE, Adverse event; NR, Not Reported; TG, Treatment Group (3A); CG, Control Group (H]i#); OG, Other Group

15D

PRP SA T AH| 2ol = U=
A0 AA|
AolA G T52 GAIHCE UERjE &, &=

& =0] ¢ o] Bhsh=

FALE9) 55 gl chat )

WE RIS A7}, PRP FAollA]
QO K6H, RR 2.92, 95% CI 2.16 ~ 3.94, 1= 0%), thF-+-0
A | 2AEAY SAFJAT HAISHATE

PRP Steroid Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% ClI MH, Random, 95% CI
Dejnek 2025 1w 5 30 1 10 38% 167[022 1262 S
Arora 2022 3D 10 20 5 20 204% 200[083, 481] -
Udaya 2023 1w 2 30 0 30 17% 500[025 9995 :
Gupta 2020 12m 32 40 10 40 502% 320[183, 559 '-
Varshney 2017 2D 10 33 5 50 163% 3.03[114, 807] —l—
Lebiedzinski 2015 2D 11 53 2 46 T4% 477112 2043] —
Total (95% CI) 206 196 100.0%  2.92[2.16, 3.94] &
Heterogeneity Tau® = 0; Chi* = 1.68, df =5 (P = 0.8911); F = 0% '
Test for overall effect t: = 9.14 (P = 0.0003) g1 0512 10

13 3.6 AHZ0|E FUsY

EG, FAE] B, A0e

%741249& B9I5t Afol= AAUTH10H, RR 1.23, 95% CI, 0.48 ~ 3.20, [*=

A dbd 2=

=",

EIVE

E__L]. 71—0] ne= O]M—H}-

Favours PRP  Favours Steroid

¢ &5 Hlu =18

50%).
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PRP Steroid Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Arora 2022 3m 10 20 5 20 170% 200[0.83, 481] '—
Seetharamaiah 2017 6m 0 30 16 30 55% 003[000, 048 —®— |
Krogh 2013 12m 4 20 2 20 112% 200[041, 971] —il—
Patil 2025 4m 0 20 2 20 49% 020[001, 392] —a——
Kalluraya 2024 6m 2 50 3 50 101% 067[012, 382 ——
Ahmed 2023 3m 0 20 1 20 45% 033[001, 772 — e
Udaya 2023 6m 2 30 4 30 109% 050[010, 253 —ih—
Venkata 2023 6m 3 20 120 T77% 300[034,2645] —T
Varshney 2017 6m 10 33 5 50 161% 303[114, 807] Hill-
Lebiedzinski 2015 2D " 53 2 46 121% 477[1.12 2043 ——
Total (95% CI) 296 306 100.0%  1.23[0.48, 3.20]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.655; Chi* = 18.11, df = 9 (P = 0.0339); I* = 50%
Test for overall effect: t; = 0.50 (P = 0.6295)

O3 3.7 AH=Z0|E FUEMO| &

rin
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2.1.3.1 J|Et BEH Xz

PRP SA} BEA] 2| mEato] SA e F2RE 9 o kS T2 Y7 A-H(Sharma et al. 2024
Mishra et al., 2014)°l4 FARES] 5= AAIGHA oY =AU ol IEEAY Au|gh o]t
BHIska Qe 1 Q) thFE-EC] A (Priyam et al., 2024; Gungor et al., 2022; Palacio et al.,
2016)°l4 A = o/dukgo] WASHA] kTl B arsHict

A-Ertct Bl ]l 71e HEA A mHHo] tiofsllon, A ol FARE E odit-go] Ayt
4 2= 4

B4 % 8 471 5L FAFOR RSk gt FFH R

Ny
(o)

&

4

£

32

iy

B35 S0 22 258 U 0t

O =
SM=(TG H| W #(CG
EIX} X|E Al SMHZ(TG) |117(CG) M
(HE) Event Total (%) Event Total (%)
vs Dry Needling
Gungor _ _ BHHAX/HXIR Olo
Any AE 9m 0 20 0 0 20 0  no AE were noted
Sharma C20C S XS 2AEX
(2024)  Injection site pain  9m NA 20 NA 20 ;_',__ EH;E_I LH§§|;T tee
vs Non-=Steroid (4 O/
Palacio _ _ SHAX/HXI® HT oS
(2016) Any AE 6m NR 20 NR 20 x:loo/—l——|o =i AT
PRP: AE 918
Behera Bupivacainem FAH A&
(2015) Any AE 12m 0 15 0 1 10 10 OIR[2i=(giddiness) 1%
21,308 W &=
Any AE 6m 22 116 18.97 20 114 17.54 AE T LHE Lo A
Cardiovascular unstable angina: Not
event 4m 1 116 0.86 0 114 0.00 related (KX} )
Mishra QHABHES
(2014)  Injection site pain  2~4D 2 116 172 NA 114 - EFE?EOZ,;‘ 3“2(:;40']@
Musculoskeletal Both unrelated,
(fracture/other o6m 0 116 0.00 2 114 1.75 (radial/ulnar fracture;
surgery) shoulder arthroscopy)
vs Ultrasound Therapy
Priyam 25 Z0je BAE, Stist
(2024) Any AE 6m 3 30 10.00 5 30 16.67 shis o0
vs Pulsed Radiofrequency Ablation
Mundh : | SHHZ= Ol
(2023) Any AE 3m 0 25 0 0 25 0 NoAE: EuH gz ol2
vs Exercise only
Sahbaz _ - sH= oo
(2021) Any AE 6m NR 25 NR 24 S H1 s
vs ESWT + Exercise
Aoy AE 3m 0 30 0 0 29 0 n?f complications or side
Akin effects were reported

(2025)  Local redness

(skin reaction) 3m 0 30 0 ! 82 313 -

Sahbaz

(2021) Any AE 6m NR 25 - NR 25 -

o
ol
OlA
HL
k1
£
ojo
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NEC AT SXOAC] KPP} AT 2R X X|2E
S (T H| w7 (C
ﬁxr XE Al SMZ(TG) | (CG) M
(HE) Event Total (%) Event Total (%)
vs ESWT
Oh SHA= /HXIR 0|2 Ol
0011y AnvAE 12m  NR 50 NR 50 SHEZ /B2 01 9l
vs Conservative treatment
Table 4: No complications
Any AE 6m 0 22 0 0 22 0  were reported in either
group
Infection 6m 0 22 0 0 22 0 -
Naveena Tgndon rupture
(2024)  myscle tez:ED e/ 6m 0 22 0 0 22 0 -
Skin /fat atrophy, g 2 0 0 2 0 -
epigmentation
Injection site pain / 6m NR 29 B NR 99 - Aol B b oS

pain flare

AE, Adverse event; NR, Not Reported; m, Month; TG, Treatment Group (Ab); CG, Control Group (H|X), m,

month,
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2.2 gad

1ol BN A7 gt B2 WY 240 SRS B3 M, 715 A, BARSE, 49
4 e 2402 WrIsISlh B RE-L 7 Sham, AHR0]E Fe%, 7|et RER A2 FHlo]
AN

2.2.1 Sham X|=2}9| H|w

2211 S8

737 A FAIA S A7 Eatt F57 B A =557 Sham 1H85 74 B716H7] fIsl A Ha= A12H
opd& 1 L (visual analogue scale, VAS), Roles-Maudsley, 487} HyAdR Hr7-55
5118 (Patient-Rated Tennis Elbow Evaluation-Pain, PRTEE Pain) 53} #2slo] AI23E5S
2185 AR 671 AlRollA VAS H4E ERlskainh

PRP SA2} 91 =< 1 6535 vl 23, 91 5 3HY 671 Y A9 Z2aE AAsko
HEREA o] 7hs St BRFEAE F o 2R Apol7E gl]lal, At 1 oA g =UTH3H,

MD -1.32, 95% CI -3.88 ~ 1.24, I* = 92.0%). 7L 9| AxpH==9l 22] AKX, St w21, 419] 2 59
AIE AAGE A= ISl

H 3.6 Sham X|=2t2| 85F = H|w

XX} SFXE AR St Hw# Pvalue
(Bx) Zy AN - Mean SD Total Mean SD  Total H|
. Baseline 6.5 1.4 14 7.2 1.3 14
K('Z?(')';g;t VAS 10 _ 3m 23 23 14 63 21 14
6m 1.5 2.2 14 5.6 1.7 14
Baseline 70.40 NR 20 70.60 NR 20
Arora m 50.50 NR 20 60.80 NR 20
(2022) VAS 100 2m 40.10 NR 20 60.60 NR 20
3m 30.50 NR 20 60.20 NR 20
Baseline 5.7 1.7 40 5.9 1.8 39
m 5 2 37 5.3 2.2 38
Linnanmaki VAS 10 2m 4.3 2.2 30 5.2 2.3 35
(2020) 3m 4.4 2.6 30 4.5 2.5 32
6.5m 4 2.5 27 4.4 2.7 34 01121013
12m 2.8 2.4 31 3.1 2.5 32 -02-15t01.1)
Baseline 6.50 2.4 30 6.80 1.8 30
VAS_nocturnal 10 m 4.50 3 30 4.20 2.5 30
Yerlikaya 2m 3.20 3.4 30 3.47 3 30
(2018) Baseline 7.90 1.8 30 8.20 1.7 30
VAS_motion 10 m 5.80 2.7 30 5.90 3.2 30
2m 4.30 3.2 30 5.30 3.1 30
S(ggj’f;)' VAS 10 Baseline 420 18 18 540 07 18
Baseline 47.73 NR 30 41.37 NR 30 0.517
VAS 100 3m 31.98 NR 30 70.65 NR 30 (0.001
Seetharamaiah 6m 24.48 NR 30 66.98 NR 30 (0.001
(2017) Baseline 45.82 NR 30 44.53 NR 30 0.96
FPS 100 3m 30.08 NR 30 70.92 NR 30 <0.001
Bm 22.85 NR 30 68.80 NR 30 <0.001
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NEC A XML X7t AT S A KBS
PPN EHX|E AE Sl H| w3zt Pvalue
() XEH  ANE = Mean SD Total Mean SD  Total H|1
Baseline 6.80 0.8 25 7.00 1 25
m 5.80 1.9 24 5.10 1.6 24
VAS 10 3m 3.60 1.9 23 3.70 1.9 22
6m 2.50 1.6 22 2.10 1.6 22
Montalvan 12m 1.70 1.5 22 1.80 2.1 22
(2015) Baseline  3.30 0.7 25 3.40 0.5 25
m 3.20 0.6 24 3.20 0.5 24
2\7':5;\2%(13' 4 3m 300 07 23 290 07 22
6m 2.60 0.8 22 2.50 0.9 22
12m 2.30 1.1 22 2.20 0.9 22
Baseline  27.50 7.5 20 25.00 7.3 20
(KJS%B PRTEEPain 50 Im(4) —05 98 20 17 98 20
3m (4) —6.0 9.8 20 —3.3 9.8 20
NR, Not Report; VAS, Visual Analog Scale; PRTEE, Patient-Rated Elbow Evaluation
PRP Sham Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Montalvan 2015 6m 250160 22 210160 22 345% 040[-055, 1.35) —lﬁ:'-“
Linnanmaki 2020 6.5m 4.00 250 27 440270 34 331% -040[-1.71, 091] i
150 220 14 560170 14 324% -410[-556,-264 —H—
63 70 100.0% -1.32[-3.88, 1.24] ' ‘ : I
4 2 0 2 4
PRP favour Sham favour
S38+ 238

Kizilkurt 2025 6m
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 4.717; Chi = 26.27, df = 2 (P < 0.0001); I* = 92%

Total (95% CI)
Test for overall effect: Z=-1.01 (P =0.3113)
7% 3.8 Sham X|=z2t9| 67H& AI™

x{A
OET
o T 20

2.2.1.2 7]
A g 49] 7} &

9%) ZHETE WS
S X523 Sham

Q3
O

724

x| 243} Sham 7] 7% AL BHols}r] 93t ApA| T

7TE=

1- OO

% PEIE AR

IZTH FR} X
XA 715 Aol A& 1](D1sab1ht1es of the Arm, Shoulder and Hand, DASH), PRTEE(Function
EO]'MJ— E‘q-?:]-/g 67H'Oé

Ish
=

871o17] 915l ‘22| 3= DASH,

e

]_

7 7140 HeREY Axle F-olgt Xjo]7
~-16.31, I* = 95.0%). 71 9] A3HS2I

Total %
Ak hRjof| A 2] A7t A5
PRTEE (Function %3} Total & ) =4
179 DASH HE 7|5to. 2 75Tt
PRP SA 9ok U&7 71585 vl 2 &+
AR A 7oA dL =UTH3HE, MD -8.71, 95% CI -33.73 ~
22 Ay, A TS, 4f0] A 59 @ﬂ‘— AAIgE A= AT
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H 3.7 Sham X|22}9| 7|58 H|ul

XXt =_=II-II|JI Sl H|ul =t Pvalue
— - - AH
(eE) XEY T Mean SD Total Mean SD Total H|2
Baseline 48 5.6 14 50.8 6.9 14
Kizilkurt
19.2 11. 14 49.1 1 14
(2025) DASH 100  3m 9 3 9 8
6m 13.7 10.5 14 450 97 14
Baseline  35.6 15.5 40 378 148 39
Tm 31 18 37 32 17 38
Linnanmaki 2m 24 19 30 32 18 35
(2020) DASH 100 = 24 19 30 27 18 32
6.5m 25 18 27 23 20 34 -38(-11.9 to 44)
12m 19 20 31 23 24 32 00(92192
Schoffl Baseline  41.00 18 18 36.40 17.7 18
(2Co$7) DASH 100  1m 4020 182 18 3060 188 18

6m 30.10 20.2 18 2580 22.6 18

Baseline  51.50 19.1 20 47.10 223 20

Krogh PRTEE

(2013) Function 1m (4) —52 19.2 20 —34 192 20

3m (4)  —16.6 19.2 20 —76 19.2 20

NR, Not Report, DASH, Disabilities of the Arm, Shoulder and Hand; PRTEE, Patient-Rated Elbow Evaluation

PRP Sham Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% ClI
Kizilkurt 2025 6m 13.70 1050 14 4500 970 14 344% -3130[-38.79,-23.81] —-

Linnanmaki 2020 6.5m 25.00 18.00 27 23.00 2000 34 337% 200[-7.55, 11.55]
Schoffl 2017 6m 3010 2020 18 25680 2260 18 319% 4.30[-9.70, 18.30]

Total (95% Cl) ) 59 §6 100.0% -8.71[-33.73, 16.31]
Heterogeneity Tau® = 459.642; Chi” = 37.68, df = 2 (P <0.0001), I = 95% '
Test for overall effect 7 =-0.68 (P = 0.4951) 30-20-10 0 10 20 30

PRP favour Sham favour

J3 3.9 Sham X|zat 7t 67HE AE 7|58 =18

2.2.1.3 =X MYE:

2215 &9 &
FHE gAML A Dot T EF A &EW Sham T 4F9] & F7RE HlL A= A
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NEC Alled SIXIOIMC] X7} AT Z2 38Xt R|22

2.2.2 AHZ0|E FE0o| Hluw

2221 3™+

A SR A Q] 27 @A F5 @ A mEd AHE0|E s 1F 55 S FRsh] flgt
AR HE= 670E A2 VAS, o] 8 TEA]| 7]'5 F(Mayo Elbow Performance Score, MEPS),
PRTEE Pain F<+2 H7FsF3)

PRP SAt} A8 =] & F9)& 7HH| Aol A 670E Al-el 8.3 3717} 7P & A-HDas ,2024)
o] UG 31015}t AT}, A VAS AIFS I 2 AAskT T FTEFHolA] 7| B E-8-2] U3
(Institutional Review Board, IRB)S] AARS BIFAY AFAGA &2 AGAIS T2ESS AR
SE=3H A7 ERIER] Yottt o]0 A YsloA = ag A9 B EAIAHpeer review)] 7‘““401]

G ok Alplsio], QoS 1 WA IR 9 S8 RCT HPAGA 52 A
2 20| et APHEES BATSHA QS 17-0] A7} iR AR ol i BHES

SCLEUUEEER SRS BER RO Tk
Ak Xz Qlo] B9 55 422 WIS Zlo] YO b Fashe, 55 olo] 7%
MIAEE TS, A0 R 17N B E7o] B5A S B o] BEUS

8| Tk o)) 9] Aol ATORRe AubAe) QAT SATER: oS ATsct

H 3.8 AHZ0|E FU=0| S5+ H|uw

Xt =XX|E i =h H| w3t Pvalue
(BkE) xEm N . Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Hl2
Dejnek 0, 4w, UNESE:|
0oy VAS 0 pwsw - 30 - - 10 BRI

ikt 0 6.5 1.4 14 6.1 207 13

bove) VAS 10 3m 23 23 14 41 16 13

6m 15 29 14 44 1.9 13

0 77 0.7 20 7.6 0.8 20

VAS 10 m 46 13 20 2.9 1.6 20

Patil 4m 26 13 20 37 15 20

(2025) 0 425 85 20 42.7 8.8 20

MEPS 100 m 66.2 9.1 20 78.7 13 20

4m 83.5 8.9 20 75.5 9.8 20
Baseline  8.47 0.97 30 8.23 0.82 30 0.319
Das 2D 8.83 0.87 30 7.33 0.96 30 (0.001
ooony  VAS 10 2w 76 0.89 30 417 142 30 {0.001
2m 45 153 30 137 133 30 {0.001
6m 147 0.9 30 3.97 1.16 30 (0.001

0 46 0.94 25 4.85 1.09 25

2w 3.1 0.79 25 1 1.03 25

%gtﬁ; VAS 10 Bw 2.15 0.81 25 0.1 0.45 25

3m 1.15 0.81 25 0.9 1.1 25

6m 0.55 0.69 25 2.0 1 25

Baseline  7.96 0.45 50 7.88 0.39 50

2w 5.60 NR 50 3.24 NR 50

Kf‘z”gzr%a VAS 10 Aw 4.00 NR 50 1.10 NR 50

3m 1.94 NR 50 1.30 NR 50

6m 0.06 0.31 50 1.74 1.24 50
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XX} SJYXE A ST H|wat Pvalue
@x) xEy =N = Mean  SD Total Mean SD  Total H| 2
0 6.77 0.971 NR 6.97 0.964 NR
Krishnan |/ xo 0 iy 5.03 0.928 NR 3.97 0.928 NR
(2024) 3m 2.73 NR NR 283 NR NR
6m 0.90 1.561 NR 243 1.501 NR
0 66.6 NR 20 65.5 NR 20
Ahmed 4w 54.5 NR 20 47.6 NR 20
(023) VAS 100 8w 441 NR 20 433 NR 20
12 w 36.5 NR 20 37.8 NR 20
0 7.75 0.56 32 8.62 0.49 32 {0.001
2w 537 1.33 32 3.62 0.87 32 {0.001
m 3.50 1.68 32 2.06 0.84 32 {0.001
'E;g‘gf VAS 10 3m 2.53 1.16 32 2.06 0.84 32 {0.001
6m 175 0.71 32 3.8 1.11 32 {0.001
Ty 137 0.7 32 3.59 0.83 32 {0.001
2y 1.25 0.62 32 3.68 0.93 32 {0.001
) 10 0 9.00 (range 10-2) 15 9.00 (range 9-8) 15 NS (baseline)
(S;(\)/Qag)l VAS 10 m 1.00  (range4-1) 15 1.00  (ange41) 15 0.026(4 Hiw)
10 m4)  7.73 0.96 15 6.46 15 15 0.026
10 0 4.70 NR 25 4.90 NR 25 0.62 (NS)
10 2w 1.20 NR 25 3.40 NR 25 0.001
&82; VAS 10 8w 0.80 NR 25 2.30 NR 25 0.001
10 4m 0.50 NR 25 1.40 NR 25 0.002
10 8m 1.60 NR 25 0.30 NR 25 0.001
0 6.30 1.29 30 6.00 1.11 30 0.341
Tw 4.47 1.28 30 1.60 1.33 30 {0.001
(%%azg VAS 10 Aw 217 095 30 043 063 30 (0.001
12w (3m)  0.70 0.88 30 0.07 0.25 30 0.04
24w (6m)  0.13 0.35 30 0.43 1.25 30 0.932
BL 6.30 NR 20 5.60 NR 20 0.063
Tw 4.10 NR 20 0.90 NR 20 {0.007
VAS 10 Bw 1.80 NR 20 0.00 NR 20 {0.007
3m 0.40 NR 20 0.00 NR 20 0.038
Venkata 6m 0.00 NR 20 0.50 NR 20 0.588
(2023) BL 30.40 NR 20 26.10 NR 20 0.108
w 21.70 NR 20 4.10 NR 20 (0.001
PE;EE 50 6w 940 NR 20 0.30 NR 20 {0.001
3m 3.30 NR 20 0.20 NR 20 (0.001
6m 0.40 NR 20 250 NR 20 0.968
0 70.40 NR 20 70.80 NR 20 -
Arora 4w 50.50 NR 20 50.90 NR 20 -
(022)  VAS 100 8w 40.10 NR 20 50.40 NR 20 -
12w 30.50 NR 20 40.50 NR 20 -
Baseline 4.60 0.94 15 4.85 1.09 15 -
2w 3.10 0.79 15 1.60 1.03 15 -
Ch?;g;;)f VAS 10 6w 215 0.81 15 0.85 0.45 15 -
Y 3m 1.05 0.81 15 1.80 1.1 15 -
6m 0.55 0.69 15 265 1 15 0.02
0 8.25 0.73 24 8 0.83 24 -
%6‘292‘.’)“ VAS 10 3w 2.25 0.6 24 2.34 0.64 24 -
3m 1.58 0.77 24 0.75 0.6 24 0.000
Baseline 81.00 852 40 7750  11.64 40 -
Gupta VAS 100 6w 4450  17.31 40 13.75  19.66 40 -
(2020) 3m 4.00 5.98 40 22.75 22.33 40 -
12 m 2.50 5.5 40 13.50 1.84 40 -
Seethara— 0 47.73 NR 30 47.40 NR 30 -
maiah  VAS 100 3m 31.98 NR 30 33.87 NR 30 -
(2017) 6m 24.48 NR 30 45.03 NR 30 -
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NEC ATIS! SIXIOAL] X7} SAT 28 Szt X|22

XK} EXMX|E A E2\ Hlu Pvalue
(@) xmy N =  Mean  SD Totaik Mean SD  Total H|2
Baseline  8.33 1.08 33 7.98 1.16 50 0.169

Varshney 5o 0 m 2.45 0.9 33 2.34 1.18 50 6.39
(2017) 2m 1.57 0.9 33 1.36 0.77 50 0.249
6m 0.69 1.57 33 4.61 1.46 50 0.0001

Baseline 7.1 0.8 15 7.00 0.8 15 p=0.650

Cavtarn 2w 45 1.1 15 2.10 0.7 15 p(0.001
Gory VA 10 6w 27 0.8 15 1.40 05 15 p{0.001
3m 1.8 0.6 15 1.70 0.5 15 p=0.493

6m 1.6 0.5 15 2.90 1.2 15 p=0.001

Khalig VAS 10 Baseline 6.7 1.4 51 6.50 1.2 51 -
(2015) 3w 3.50 2.6 51 4.00 2.6 51 -
Baseline  7.60  1.84 0 770 184 30 %L

Vaday 15d 593 086 30 500 08 30 %
eots) VA 0 Im 460 191 30 340 191 30 0018
: : : : SD £33t

3m 160 111 0 280 111 30 %%

Baseline  27.50 7.5 20 28.00 8 20 -

é“(‘;%‘) PRIEE 50 _im() 05 938 20 98 98 20 .
3m(4) 6.0 9.8 20 —7.1 9.8 20 NS

Baseline  69.00 159 51 66.20 14 49 p=.340

4w 5570 241 51 4430 263 49 p=.023

Gosens 8w 47.70 25 51 43.40 289 49 =411
oorn VAS 100 12w 4020 275 51 4550 271 49 p=.319
26w 3290 30.8 51 55.80  24.1 49 p(.0001

52w 2590 306 51 48.80 27 49 p(.0001

104w 2130 281 51 4240 2638 49 p(.0001

NR, Not Report; MEPS, Mayo Elbow Performance Score; PRTEE, Patient-Rated Elbow Evaluation; VAS, Visual Analog Scale

PRP S AH|Z0|E 2904 7H 671 Alol|A9] 5385 vlwst 23, PRP 34| 5 A7t
Lol o Wokou), A 71 o)A =9k K113, SMD -1.54, 95% CI-1.97 ~ -1.10, I* = 84.3%).

PRP Steroid Standardised Mean

Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
IRB = Approved

Kizilkurt 2025 6m 14 150 220 13 440 190 —&— -1.36 [-221;-051] 79%
Kalluraya 2024 6m 50 006 0.31 50 174 124 - -1.84 [-2.32;-1.37] 99%
Kamble 2023 6m 32 175 071 32328 111 —= -1.62 [-2.19,-1.05] 9.4%
Udaya 2023 6m 30 013 035 30 043 125 —i5r 032 [083: 019] 98%
Varshney 2017 6m 33 069 157 50 461 146 —— ! -2.58 [-3.18;-1.99] 93%
Gosens 2011 6.5m 51 3290 3080 49 5580 24.10 e & -0.82 [-1.23,-041] 102%
Peerbooms 2010 6.5m 51 3260 3150 49 56.60 23.20 | -0.86 [-1.27;-045] 102%
Random effects model 261 273 <= -1.33 [-1.89; -0.77] 66.8%
Heterogeneity: /% = 87 4%, =° = 0.5000, p < 0.0001 ;

IRB = None

Das 2024 6m 30 147 090 30 397 1.16 —&—| -2.38 [-3.05;-1.71] 89%
Gautam 2024 6m 25 055 069 25 205 1.00 — -1.72 [-237,-1.06] 90%
Choudhary 2022 6m 15 055 069 15 265 1.00 —= -2.38 [-3.34;,-142] T7.3%
Gautam 2015 6m 15 160 050 15 290 1.20 —— -1.38 [-2.18;-0.57] 8.1%
Random effects model 85 85 - -1.95 [-2.43; -1.47] 33.2%
Heterogeneity: I° = 36.8%, t = 0.0860, p = 0.1916 i

Random effects model 346 358 <= -1.54 [-1.97; -1.10] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: /7 = 84.3%, 1 = 0.4359, p < 0.0001 T T

Test for subgroup differences: 3 =2.71, df = 1 (p = 0.0999) 3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

PRP favour Steroid favour

I3 3.10 IRB &2 G20 mE 670 A2l PRP vs Steroid 858+ HlW =18
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aaHg Axtol gt Zf 79 Oﬂfﬁ}lﬂ*z Z 125t A RB 590(Z2 AT LEEZR 58) o
TEoto] SFEAS Xl om, IRB 59 AARE AR Pyt vt Aate AHRol=
F¢<of| ]3] PRP SAES] 55847t vA 0}741 LHoka A 7k o= A2 =SQkTH7H, SMD -1.33,

95% CI1-1.89 ~ -0.77, I= 87.4%). ©] &327}9] 519|152 'IRB 52U ¥h2 A Zol 371 o4
T gt EAF o A= PRP ST AH|20|E £ 2F /L A1 Y B5HSE vlust Adl=
PRP ST 55857 F-J5kA Rgkout, At 7 o2 =353, SMD -1.28, 95% CI-1.71
~-0.84, I = 71.5%).

A

PRP Steroid Standardised Mean

Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
chronic =1

Kizilkurt 2025 6m 14 150 220 13 440 190 — -136 [221,-051] 12.0%
Kalluraya 2024 6m 50 006 031 50 174 124 - -184 [232,137] 148%
Kamble 2023 6m 32 175 071 32 328 11 =i -162 [-219,-1.05) 14.2%
Gosens 2011 6.5m 51 3290 3080 49 5580 2410 e 2 082 [[1.23,-041] 152%
Peerbooms 2010 6.5m 51 3260 3150 49 56.60 23.20 a3 086 [-1.27,-045] 152%
Random effects model 198 193 <> -1.28 [-1.71; -0.84] 71.5%

Heterogeneity F=741%, ¢ =0 1736, p = 0.0039

chronic=0 i

Udaya 2023 6m 30 013 035 30 043 125 P -032 [083; 0.19] 146%
Varshney 2017 6m 33 069 157 50 461 146 — | -258 [318;-199] 14.0%
Random effects model _ 63 80 —— -1.45 [-3.66; 0.77] 28.5%
Heterogeneity: /> = 96.9%, 1° = 24712, p < 0.0001 i

Random effects model 261 273 << -1.33 [-1.89; -0.77] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I° = 87 4%, t° = 0.5000, p < 0.0001 [ A LT

Test for subgroup differences. 3} = 0.02, df = 1 (p = 0.8829) 3240 1 2 3

PRP favour Steroid favour

I3 3.11 IRB &2E GF0IM T o0 = 6712 A PRP vs Steroid 8584 HlW &1
2222 J|sHs

At gEAtof| A PRP At AH 20| & F29U& 7F 7| 57141 &1k ] 93t A3k 2= DASH,
PRTEE (Function 28+ Total A4 &2 SAHLFE 835 7| 5842 BT

_\::l‘

H 3.9 AHZ0|E FU&19| 7|5X4 HW
XX} SExE AR S HliZ pvalue
Ex) X|EH X = Mean SD Total Mean SD  Total H|
Baseline 48 5.6 14 48.3 9.3 13
DASH 100 __ 3m 192 113 14 346 131 13
Kizilkurt 6m 137 105 14 326 137 13
(2025) Baseline 482 8.2 14 461 124 13
PRTEE 100 __ 3m 19 115 14 342 95 13
6m 148 112 14 332 124 13
Baseline  87.54 456 30 _ 88.06 525 _ 30 0.681
Do 2D 89.11 472 30 _ 8163 512 _ 30 (0.001
200 DASH 100 0.5m 5934 306 30 489 223 30 (0.001
2m 3926 292 30 92 245 30 (0.001
6m 926 236 30 4036 344 30 (0.001
Baseline  57.64 634 25 5369 562 25
Gautam 0.6m 473 645 25 3082 301 25
(2024) DASH 100 ™ o5m 2826 494 25 299 179 25

3m 31.95 2.65 25 31.71 1.67 25
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SXOIAC) K7t BATH 2 B

o Xz

St

H|w =t

XX} AE pvalue
(Ax) X|=y X = Mean SD  Total Mean SD  Total H|1
6m 2826 148 25 3406 155 25
Baseline  76.17  5.04 50 7595 486 50
05m  53.89 NR 50 3604 NR 50
PRTEE 100 1m 4176 NR 50 1544 NR 50
3m 2211 NR 50 1963 NR 50
Kalluraya 6m 7.47 3.16 50 24.30 12 50
(2024) Baseline 6947 344 50 6936 29 50
06m 5404 NR 50 2843 NR 50
DASH 100 1m 41564 NR 50 1376 NR 50
3m 19.30 NR 50 1792 NR 50
6m 778 2.66 50 2331 115 50
Baseline 6923 10464 NR 7250 8641 NR
m 5227 10201 NR 4270 9724 NR
PRTEE 100 = 2857 10682 NR 2797 1099 NR
Krishnan 6m 9.07 4.201 NR 23.30 14.891 NR
(2024) Baseline  2.83 NR NR 2.90 NR NR
m 453 NR NR 530 NR _ NR
PSFS 10 3m 7.13 NR NR 700 NR MR
6m 9.17 NR NR 743 NR___ NR
Baseline  56.4 NR 20 552 NR 20
Ahmed m 434 NR 20 42 NR 20
(2023) DASH 00—, 348 NR 20 358 NR 20
3m 29.1 NR 20 34 NR 20
Baseline 4171 1015 32 4365 922 32 0.427
05m 3884 844 32 2950 983 32 {0.001
m 2234 725 32 1931 413 32 0.044
DASH 100 3m 11.00 636 32 846 232 32 0.039
6m 6.89 3.02 32 634 232 32 0712
12m 5.31 1.8 32 74 177 32 {0.001
Kamble 24m 4.00 15 32 743 129 32 0.001
(2023) Baseline 4340 953 32 4340 953 32 0.433
06m 3950  9.15 32 3950 915 32 0.001
m 2363 7.19 32 2353 719 32 0.007
PRTEE 100 3m 1081 536 32 1081 536 32 0.048
6m 3.87 276 32 687 275 32 0.188
12m 5.18 1.71 32 518 171 32 {0.001
24m 3.96 1.51 32 396 151 32 {0.001
_ Baseline 7855  8.82 15 7417 606 15 NS
(S;ggsd)' DASH 100  1m 1883 892 15 3100 781 15 (0.001
Im(4) 59.72 1417 15 4316 1087 15 0.001
Baseline  58.40 NR 25 56.20 NR 25 0.49 (NS)
05m  31.90 NR 25 4930 NR 25 0.001
(gggg) DASH 100 2m 2870 NR 25 3580 NR___ 25 0.001
4m 25.70 NR 25 3070 NR_ 25 0.001
8m 32.20 NR 25 2790 NR_ 25 0.001
Baseline 2760  10.82 30 5477 1178 30 0.304
_ 0.26m 1692 8565 30 1413 1255 30 (0.001
(%%6‘2"3&; F“Q(fé':’e”a' 100 1m 403 855 30 247 363 30 (0.001
3m 2.40 5.22 30 045 138 30 0.001
6m 053 e 30 350 1036 30 0.77
Baseline 58.30 NR 20 51.90 NR 20 0.142
0.256m  40.00 NR 20 760 NR___ 20 (0.001
PRTEE 100 1.25m 1650 NR 20 060 NR 20 (0.001
Venkata 3m 5.40 NR 20 0.20 NR 20 {0.001
(2023) 6m 0.70 NR 20 4.10 NR 20 0.948
PRTEE F Baseline  27.90 NR 20 2570 NR___ 20 0.327
PRTEEF 20 025m 1830 NR 20 350 NR 20 (0.001
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XX} SN S Hlu pvalue

byl
(Ax) =y AT g Mean SD  Total Mean SD  Total H|1
PRTEE F 1.26m 7.0 NR 20 030 NR 20 {0.001
PRTEE_F 3m 2.10 NR 20 010  NR 20 {0.001
PRTEE_F 6m 0.30 NR 20 160 NR 20 0.968
Baseline NR 20 NR 20
Arora m NR 20 NR 20
(2022) DASH 100 — NR 20 NR 20
3m NR 20 NR 20
Baseline 57.64 6.34 15 53.69 5.62 15
05m 4730 645 15 3082 301 15
Ch(%gg‘;‘w DASH 100 126m 3826 494 15 2500 179 15
3m 2995 265 15 3179 167 15
6m 2326 148 15 3406 155 15 0.03
Baselne 84.16  7.37 24 8058 866 24
((5;5‘2920; DASH 100 0.75m  30.75 4.6 24 32 505 24
3m 32.41 4.79 24 2666 323 24 0.000
Baselne 8715  5.72 40 8590 368 40
Gupta 1.256m 6415 291 40 5325 285 40
(2020) DASH 100 = 3510  3.08 40 4475 309 40
12m 3165  3.87 40 4010 803 40
Palacio Baseline 4570  (3.8) 20 4430 (44) 20
(2016) DASH 100 = 1070 (4.0 20 1980 (490 20
Baseline  69.70 6.1 15 67.50 6.9 15 p=0.378
05m  51.60 6.8 15 3970 67 15 p(0.001
(?28?5? DASH 100 1.25m  38.60 5.7 15 3270 4.1 15 p=0.003
3m 33.60 5.1 15 3430 33 15 p=0.675
6m 32.00 45 15 39.60 1 15 p=0.012
Baseline  53.2 15.5 53 586 148 46 p)0.05
Lebiedzinski DASH 100 —1:25m 322 18.2 53 206 215 46 p(0.01
(2015) 6m 14.2 13.4 53 14.7 22 46 p(0.05
12m 9.9 17.1 53 144 252 46 p(0.05
Baselne 8800 096 30 8800 096 30 %%
Vaday 06m 7550 133 30 7083 133 30 & iogh
(2015) DASH 100 0.0094
m 6250  2.33 30 5313 233 30 S 27y
3m 3416 357 30 4433 357 30 ég;oxgl;
Baseline 51.50 19.1 20 51.10 22.3 20
Krogh PRTEE Fm 50 _ 1m(4) —5.2 19.2 20 —219 192 20
(2013) 3m(4) —166 192 20 —138 192 20 NS.
PRTEE 100  3m 52.40 - 20 5820 - 20 -
Baseline 5430  19.5 51 4330 161 49 p=.002
m 4310 216 51 3120 208 49 p=.005
2m 3720 247 51 2830 222 49 p=.060
G(ggﬂ‘)s DASH 100 3m 21.30 22 51 3230 217 49 p=.813
6.5m 2780 247 51 3760 231 49 p=.037
12m 2000 235 51 3680 24 49 p(.0001
26m 17.60 24 51 3650 238 49 p(.0001

PSFS : Patient-Specific Functional Scale; NR, Not Report, DASH, Disabilities of the Arm, Shoulder and Hand:
PRTEE, Patient-Rated Elbow Evaluation

PRP A3 Sham Bl 2t 71571402 6714E Al3d2] DASH 7Is3d<oll et HiekEs] 2=

2H|2ol= FUeo] BIsf PRP SAIEOIA ofsHAl R 1 2F oA g2 EATH(12, SMD -2.24,
95% CI -3.98 ~ -0.50, 1*=95.4%).
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NEC Amjel SIXI0IMQ| K7t HATH 28 $ X228

IRB 51 of o] w2 sFjEAoflA IRB 590(Z-2 _EE% 5 A4S 2 AolA 671E AIF
7153479 A A -FooHA ROITHBH, -0.56, 95% CI-1.04~-0.09, 1*=86.3%)("1%

3.12.).

PRP Steroid Standardised Mean

Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
IRB = Approved
Kizilkurt 2025 6m 14 1370 1050 13 3260 1370 = 151 [-238,-064] 84%
Kalluraya 2024 6m 50 778 265 50 2331 1150 <185 [-232,-1.38] 85%
Kamble 2023 6m 32 689 302 32 634 232 : 020 [-029; 069 85%
Udaya 2023 6m 30 053 223 30 3501036 i 039 [-090; 0.12] 85%
Varshney 2017 6m 33 6970 939 50 6750 640 ; 028 [-072 016] 85%
Lebiedzinski 2015 6m 53 1420 1340 46 1470 2200 y 003 [-042; 0.37] 85%
Gosens 2011 6.5m 51 27.80 2470 49 37.60 2310 ; 041 [-0.80,-0.01] 85%
Peerbooms 2010 6.5m 51 79.50 8030 49 117.30 75.60 i 048 [-088 -008] 85%
Random effects model 314 319 i 0 -0.56 [-1.04;-0.09] 67.9%
Heterogeneity: /° = 86.3%, t° = 0.4081, p < 0.0001 -
IRB = None
Das 2024 6m 30 926 236 30 4036 344 —+— -10.41 [-12.39,-842] 77%
Gautam 2024 6m 25 2826 148 25 3406 155 = 377 [471,-282]  83%
Choudhary 2022 6m 15 2326 148 15 3406 155 —— 693 [-894,-493] T7%
Gautam 2015 6m 15 3200 450 15 3960 1.00 = 227 [-321;-133] 83%
Random effects model 85 85 R -5.76 [-9.28; -2.23] 321%
Heterogeneity: I° = 95.1%, t° = 12.3029, p < 0.0001
Random effects model 399 404 % -2.24 [-3.98; -0.50] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I = 95 4%, 1° = 92332, p < 0.0001 I T J
Test for subgroup differences: ;1 =820, df =1 (p = 0.0042) 10 -5 0 5 10

PRP favour Steroid favour

J% 3.12 IRB &2 680 ME AHZ0|E FU=19| 7|S5H4 Hlw £
E3E, IRB 502 W2 A7 8H S04 J7He BAIE 7h o2 B191RAS W3t PRP S
AH|Eo|E Y& 7t UﬂE%EJ% A= PRP SAY] 715857 A= F-of5HA] ol e 23E
HAH5H, SMD -0.78, 95% CI -1.52~-0.04, 1’=61.5%)(19 3.13.).
PRP Steroid Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
chronic =1
Kizilkurt 2025 6m 14 1370 1050 13 3260 13.70 —&— -1.51 [238,-064] 9.8%
Kalluraya 2024 6m 5 778 265 50 23311150 —— 2185 [232;-1.38] 127%
Kamble 2023 6m 32 689 302 32 634 232 —E 0.20 [-0.29, 0.69] 126%
Gosens 2011 6.5m 51 2780 2470 49 3760 23.10 | 041 [-0.80;-0.01] 13.2%
Peerbooms 2010 6.5m 51 79.50 80.30 49 117.30 7560 & -0.48 [-0.88;-0.08) 13.2%
Random effects model 198 193 - -0.78 [-1.52;-0.04] 61.5%
Heterogeneity: /° = 90.5%, =° = 0.6349, p < 0.0001 :
chronic =0
Udaya 2023 6m 30 053 223 30 3501036 —Sa T -0.39 [-0.90; 0.12] 12.4%
Varshney 2017 6m 33 -69.70 939 50 6750 640 =1 028 [-0.72;, 0.16] 12.9%
Lebiedzinski 2015 6m 53 1420 1340 46 1470 2200 = -0.03 [-0.42, 0.37] 132%
Random effects model 116 126 < -0.20 [-0.46; 0.05] 38.5%
Heterogeneity: F=0%, 1 =0, p = 0.4963
Random eﬁec}s model ﬂ314 319 <= -0.56 [-1.04;-0.09] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: /° = 86.2%, 1° = 0.4081, p < 0.0001 f T T ‘
Test for subgroup differences: ;r_f =211, df=1(p=01467) 2 -1 0 1 2

O 3.13 IRB &QI1E A0 T

il
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PRP favour Steroid favour
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2.2.2.3 X=X THHHEE

el 24 A AF= AVETEIEMRI, 251 59 FFAAE T AFEE B4,
B8Rl AR 4 oF 52 B o e, 2 el BlaEdel 18 AT
Guatam (2015) @7olA= 2zl = A& vl wsto] 1 o] dis] 253HE &3 43 1
et iEes HIEQlom, Alg 3 vlal Al Al 671 5ol AT AE| 20| Eqt i 23302
U/ ol A5 o, G HHS AHEO|EFoA tha F7ISIYIT Al AT H 7 AolE
HISHA]= ottt

H3.10 AHZ0|E FUsnte| =3It 21 HH HHa} HW
P

XX} E>shyp: PRP, n=15 (%) Steroid, n=15 (%)
@x) xEy = 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

n(%) AE® 1067 747 30 150100 4@ 533 7@7) 213 150100 960 NR

Pvalue

A g

%8585?1 ZZE?S%T n%) 3MMEgE 8B 640 2013 1067) 14 4(27) 30 4@Q) 96D 1173 NR

tendon

n%) Mg 42) 17 1) 60 14@® 53 2013 12@) 1067 1173 NR

1. Tear of the common extensor tendon, 2. Oedema of the common extensor tendon, 3. Reduced thickness of the
common extensor tendon, 4. Probe-induced tenderness, 5. Cortical erosion at the lateral epicondyle

PRP: Autologous Platelet Rich Plasma Application, NR, Not Reported

2.2.2.4 SXUFRT

el Azl e EANELEE PrIstast shlou £ HrlolA 9 dHEd F o
AIAEE vt 7= lglc

2.2.2.5 42 B

PRP A3 2| 20| = 905 7ho] 41 A2 871 A= 1090t Kalluraya (2024)°14=

o=
Oxford Elbow Score % 5 2 2ATEA I ZAVBI90 ], S43A|Go] Lol 4= o] o]
A=, 6] Lol PRP FAto] 28|20l = Hlimze] ]3] k] o] §oJsA AMslcks At
AAstee

H3.11 AHZ0|E FUsnt| 49 & H|W

XA} EXX|E PRP Steroid Pvalue
. AH

(9x) =Y T Mean SD Total Mean SD  Total H|1
48  Baseline 1066 207 50 1122 171 50 -
48 05m 1762  NR 50 2814 NR 50 -

Kélg%a OES 48 m 2806  NR 50 4248 NR 50 -

48 3m 4152 NR 50 4090 NR 50 -
48 6m 4538 141 50 3894 517 50 (0.05

OES, Oxford Elbow Score_449] A: 0 (L) ~ 48 (7 £2); m, Month; SD, Standard Deviation
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Ll SR PY XES

kg XML X7}

NEC

2.2.3 7|t BEX X|zHEatQ| Hw
584
T @ Amsd} 7|e HEA A 51 7 557/140S ERlsk] /%t
L 678 A]2] VAS, PRTEE Pain A42 B71519th PRP 24120t &2 22 7He/lL
1E2e) §EHEG A5 ¢

—

—

—

2231 54
319 B A7t B
AIA| 3
A QoA EZASE 8w dyk= Zlﬁ(N aveena et al., 2024; Behera et al., 2015)°]1.2.™, PRP
FAZo] BEY AR(EF4 R4 FU94 2B A8 v
STH(p<0.001)
B 3.12 7|Et HEX X|=@ue| 85F+ H|uw
XXt SHXE AE St Hlw o Pvalue
(8E) XEH HE = Mean SD  Total Mean SD Total H|Z
Baseline  33.77 4 22 33.27 5.63 22 0.733
m 32.86 413 22 32.32 4.73 22 0.666
N(azvoezj;a PRTEE pain 50 2m 2959 374 22 318 451 22 0.076
3m 26.00 3.55 22 32.23 3.75 22 (0.001
6m 19.56 3.33 22 33.64 3.63 22 <0.001
Baseline 65.6 NR 25 66.5 NR 25 -
?Azggg? VAS 100 m 52.3 NR 25 54.7 NR 25 -
2m 43.8 NR 25 443 NR 25 -
3m 375 NR 25 36.8 NR 25 -
Baseline 8.25 0.73 24 8.16 0.81 24 -
G(gggg VAS 10 075m  2.25 0.6 24 233 063 24 -
3m 1.58 0.77 24 1.16 0.56 24 -
Baseline  75.30 6.4 15 75.60 7.3 9 p=0.938
m 62.00 8.6 15 55.60 1.3 9 p=0.129
?;gf;’ VAS 100  3m 4330 159 15 5220 97 9 0=0.145
6m 24.70 20.7 15 58.90 16.2 9 p<0.001
12m 12.70 13.9 15 41.10 1.7 9 p<0.001
Baseline 4.16 2.06 30 3.58 1.42 29
VAS - Rest 0 m 1.40 1.71 30 1.41 1.52 29
3m 0.46 0.86 30 0.72 1.06 29
Baseline 7.16 1.53 30 6.96 1.14 29 PRP
VAS - Activity 0 m 2.33 1.68 30 3.44 1.88 29 +ESWT
Akain 3m 0.76 1.27 30 217 198 29 +Exercise
(2025) Baseline 543 231 30 558 211 29 g PRP
VAS - Night 0 m 0.93 1.4 30 231 192 29 +ESWT
3m 043 093 30 120 156 29  ‘xercise
Baseline  28.16 5.02 30 26.93 4.71 29
PRTEE - Pain 50 m 12.86 6.67 30 15.00 6.68 29
3m 5.80 3.27 30 8.62 6.34 29
NR, Not Reported, VAS, Visual Analog Scale: PRTEE, Patient-Rated Elbow Evaluation; ESWT, Extracorporeal Shock
Wave Therapy: PRP: Autologous Platelet Rich Plasma Application, m, Month; SD, Standard Deviation
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Lhee 5(2025) ol A= PRP 24123} 7E} B2 X 2(EBYR| 7, 24X 7, A=A nx =) 7t
thgH | AIE AAsL 1o, T 915 ATt 9}?% Ay 22Uz 23St Ay} 1871wt
24714 Al-of A PRP} SAX B2} A QS AntX| 52t B 5 E = 444 76 A H(DASH)7HH
Sl SRR o e

Study or PRP Control, Std. Mean Difference $td. Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 8D Total IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Control = Sham PRP+ESWT+EX

Akcin 2025 Baseline 716 153 30 696 114 29 015[-037, 066] ——

Akcin 2025 1m 233 168 30 344 1838 29 -061[-114-009] W

Akcin 2025 3m 076 127 30 217 198 29 -084[-137, -031] ——

Total (95% CI) 90 87 -0.43[-1.02, 0.16] o

Test for overall effect: Z=-1.44 (P = 0.1501)

Control = ESWT+EX

Akcin 2025 Baseline 716 153 30 659 168 32 035[0.15, 0.89] i
Akcin 2025 1m 233 168 30 343 188 32 -061[1.12-010] ——
Total (95% CI) 60 64 -0.13[-1.07, 0.81] -

Test for overall effect: Z=-0.27 (P = 0.7892)

Control = Dry Needling

Gungor 2022 Baseline 825 073 24 816 081 24 0.11[-045, 068] ——
Gungor20220.75m 225 060 24 233 063 24 0.13[.069, 0.44]
Gungor 2022 3m 158 077 24 116 056 24 061[0.03, 1.19] }
Total (95% Cl) 72 72 0.20[-0.23, 0.62]

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.90 (P = 0.3656)

Control = Exercise )
Sahbaz 2021 Baseline 780 170 25 730 140 24 0.32[025, 088§ T

Control = ESWT+Exercise
Sahbaz 2021 Baseline 780 170 25 760 150 25 012[-043, 068] .

Control = local anesthetic

Behera 2015 Baseline 7530 640 15 7560 730 9 -004[087, 078] —

Behera 2015 1m 6200 860 15 5560 1130 9 064[021, 149] T

Behera 2015 3m 4330 1590 155220 970 9 -062[146, 0.23] —& =

Behera 2015 6m 2470 2070 15 5890 16.20 9 -172[270,-074] —

Behera 2015 12m 1270 1390 15 4110 11.70 9 209[314,104 ———

Total (95% Cl) 75 45 -0.73[1.70, 0.23] o

Test for overall effect: Z = -1.49 (P = 0.1353)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi” = 6.56, df = 5 (P = 0.2553) A rFr
& 2 9 686 1 2 3

PRP favour Control, favour

O3 3.14 7|Et EEX XgHuel S5 HlW £1F
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NEC Alled SIXIOIMC] X7} AT Z2 38Xt R|22
157 Y15t A A E= DASH,
SHALE

XA
EET

2232 7]
3 gl A 9] PRP2} 71BE HEA X = 7He] 7157 A el
PRTEE(Function X% Total F) SHE12 H7FSIATE

PRP A HEA 2|7 82 =14 vlSA| U A4S v w22] %, 671 AJ-oA 9] 7]
H| w3t 3= 23 (Naveena et al., 2024; Behera et al., 2015)°]%32 8-0J5HA| 7§A=E T 1 9

Aol5AT A 24 2 S 5A RS Sul BEA 2|9} vl et 1¥(Sahbaz et al., 2021)014 PRP
7h R215PA ROk (p=0.007), FATHHAE A8 BEH AEZ 7

585
M| AT}E PRP FAE] 7158471 R2l51 HSkeHp0.001). 1 9] ATlAE 6718 AlelAe)

FAto] Hla T} 7]
58, 715 84E Bl A+EAa)= Gl
H3.13 7|Bt 2EX X5 2t 7IST Hl
XXt EXXE A& N H|w=t Pvalue
(@x) gy  Ae © Mean SD Total Mean SD Total HI2
PRP vs Sham PRP + ESWT + Exercise
Baseline  22.91 53 30 2425 497 29
PRTEE_LF 50 m 9.28 6.17 30 1224 545 29
3m 3.76 2.53 30 613 577 29
_ Baselne 51.08  8.83 30 5022 977 29
ég‘;‘g) PRTEE 100  1m 2215 1245 30 2793 126 29
3m 9.56 5.42 30 1475 1189 29
Baseline  44.59 11.98 30 48.97 11.37 29
QuickDASH 100 m 1646 1148 30 2315 1351 29
3m 6.22 6.52 30 1284 1151 29
PRP vs Conservation Treatment
Baseline 3373  3.18 22 3073 38 22 0.007
m 32.41 2.34 22 3009  4.15 22 0.028
PRTEE_LF 50 2m 29.86  2.51 22 2927 4.2 22 0.575
3m 26.05 238 22 2959  3.98 22 0.001
Naveena 6m 2022 3.19 22 3073 4 22 < 0.001
(2024) Baselne  68.41 6.44 22 6445  9.03 22 0.102
m 65.27  5.44 22 6286 85 22 0.269
PRTEE 100  2m 59.45  5.28 22 6118 754 22 0.384
3m 5159  4.56 22 6182  6.65 22 {0.001
6m 40.00 6.2 22 6423 667 22 {0.001
PRP vs Ultrasound therapy
Priyam DASH 100 Baseline 55.3 NR 30 54.8 NR 30
(2024) After 18.4 NR 30 342 NR 30
PRP vs Radiofrequency
Baseline 55.4 NR 25 56.3 NR 25
Mundh DASH 100 m 43.8 NR 25 446 NR 25
(2023) 2m 355 NR 25 349 NR 25
3m 33.8 NR 25 304 NR 25
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XX} EYXE M= Hlu Pvalue
Al
(@x) XEY AT Mean SD  Total Mean SD  Total Bl
PRP vs Dry Needling
DASH 100 Baseline 8416  7.37 24 8233 922 24
f;gg;)r DASH 100 0.75m  30.75 46 24 3166  6.89 24
DASH 100 3m 32.41 4.79 24 3000 6.78 24
PRP vs ESWT
Oh DASH 100 Baseline  37.00 (14614 50 N0 (75796 50  (range)
(2011) DASH 100  12m 1110 (02270 50 2990 (1477 5  (range)
DASH 100 Baseline 4466 14.68 55 41.9 1671 52 -
Lhee DASH 100 3m 262 13.78 55 2989 1253 &2 -
(2008) DASH 100 6m 2353 13.48 5 2622 1200 & -
DASH 100  18m 14.08 10.79 55 2440 1209 &2 -
DASH 100  24m 13.48 1259 50 2437 1073 53 -
PRP + Exercise vs ESWT + Exercise
DASH 100 Baseline  58.50 9.7 25  55.60 12 25
DASH 100 m 36.60 19.4 25  37.90 16 25
DASH 100 2m 27.00 19.4 25 3170 211 25
DASH 100 3m 20.30 17.7 25 2810 216 25
DASH 100 6m 15.10 15 25 2310 218 25
PRTEE 100 1m 40.70 198 25 3980 166 25
fgg;’?)z PRTEE 100 2m 2800 185 25 3170 22 25
PRTEE 100 3m 19.90 16.3 25 3000 236 25
PRTEE 100 6m 14.70 14 25 2540  23.1 25 0.007
HGSEEP kg Baseline  12.00 6 25 1130 55 25
HGSEEP kg 6m 25.10 8.4 25 2070 6.8 25
FGS kg Baseline 450 18 25 480 13 25
FGS kg 6m 6.50 2.2 25  6.10 18 25
PRP vs Local anesthetic Injection
Baselne 4570 (3.8 20 4970  (3.0) 20 (SE)
Palacio DASH 100 =5 ™ 9070 @0 20 1660 (38 20 (SE)
(2016) Baselne  47.10  (4.9) 20 51.70 (4.4 20 (SE)
PRTEE 100 =5 ™ 9300 @7 20 1550 (39 20 (SE)
MMCPIE 100 Baseline  63.20 10.2 15 6140 74 9 p=0.655
MMCPIE 100 1m 78.30 10.4 15 78.30 6 9 p=1.000
MMCPIE 100 3m 84.70 9.2 15 7810 53 9 p=0.063
MMCPIE 100 6m 88.80 8.4 15 71.40 3 9 p{0.001
Behera MMCPIE 100 12m 92.80 6 15 7470 75 9 p¢0.001
(2015) Nirschl 7 Baseline 5.10 0.6 15 5.30 0.7 9 p=0.444
Nirschl 7 m 4.10 1.3 15 3.70 0.9 9 p=0.178
Nirschl 7 3m 2.50 15 15 3.20 1.1 9 p=0.190
Nirschl 7 6m 1.50 1.1 15 3.70 0.9 9 p=0.001
Nirschl 7 12m 1.20 0.6 15 2.30 0.7 9 p=0.001
PRP vs Active Control
PRTEE 100 Baseline  54.15 NR 112 57.71 NR 113 n.s
. PRTEE 100 1m 42 83 NR NR 4029  NR NR n.s
'(\g'gm PRTEE 100 2m 32.01 NR NR 3379 NR___ NR n.s
PRTEE 100 3m 27.05 NR 101 28.88 NR 91 n.s
PRTEE 100 6m 16.17 NR 56 21.06  NR 63 n.s
PRP vs Prolotherapy
DASH 100 Baseline 4466 14.68 55 4068 1590 56 -
DASH 100 3m P62 13.78 55 3083 1550 56 -
éggg) DASH 100 6m 2353 1348 55 2432 1381 56 B
DASH 100 18m 14.08 10.79 55 1966 1373 56 -
DASH 100 24m 1348 12.59 50 1998 1330 49 -

PSFS : Patient-Specific Functional Scale, NS: Not Significant



NEC ATIS! SIXIOAL] X7} SAT 28 Szt X|22

g3 SR PRP SAE 7|8 HE2] A= 767l E A2 7167 A= 71kt A+ 2471
£ SAE 194 22 PRP SAIZOIA 9] 715857t v WA, A7t At e A0 A
2t ol A= EUTHIH 3.15).

Study or Intervention Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% ClI IV, Random, 95% CI
Control = ESWT+Exercise A

Sahbaz 20216m 1510 1500 25 23102180 25 347% -042[-098 014)

Control = Local anesthetic
Behera 20156m 150 110 15 370 090 9 325% -206[-3.10,-102] —ﬁ—

Control = conservative treatment i
Naveena 2024 6m 4000 620 22 6423 667 22 328% -370[470,-269] —8—

Total (95% Cl) 62 56 100.0% -2.03[-4.04, -0.01] iR

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 2.970; Chi” = 33.36, df = 2 (P < 0.0001), F = 94% I J I I
Test for overall effect Z = -1.97 (P = 0.0489) -4 2 0 2 4
Test for subgroup differences Chi’ = 3336, df = 2 (P < 0.0001) Intervention favour  Conrol favour

J8 3.15 J|E BEH X|2Ee| 7|SEs HlL w18

2.2.3.3 X=X HHHEE

g EAA PRP SAI 7|eE B2 A= IF 22 A4 o5 Bluet A7 /i

2.2.3.4 EXAZEE

A519) G0l M PRP ZA2} 7]E} B 2] 24 7 SRS 6 Aol BTt e ShEE
A3, 1%(Lhee et al., 2025)9 1 Aol 24719 Ae] FAPELE Hor} 7)eh BEA
AeHEYA R, AAZARAR, ZANR)S WL M| BFSHT} ETHE 3.14)

N

H3.14 SXHEE

X{xt SHXE AE Szt HIwW (7 [Ef BEX X|2H)

(Bx) ME =  Mean SD  Total Hlx = Mean SD Total
Physiotheraphy 3.00 1.86 58

Lhee 6

(2025) (0-5) 24m 4.60 0.90 55  ESWT 3.43 1.74 62
Prolotherapy 4.24 1.20 56

FANFE: 0 (V) ~ 5 (D)
Kruskal-Wallis test: One-way analysis of variance (P<0.001)
Physiotheraphy, 8| &; Extracorporeal Shock Wave Therapy, A 2|52 3X] &, Prolotherapy, $4/X &
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H 3.15 QtHYd A QofF
- AL PRP vs Sham : PRP vs Steroid
ELl'E# o 2 g : 2
A : dis RR(95% Cl) : PP : ¢4 RR (95% CI) |
1.4 RCT 0 i NA - b0 NA -
2. FNER ES RCT : 2 :1.86(0.06576) : 0% P06 1 2.92(2.16,3.94) 0%
3. Any AE RCT : 2 1660132163 i 0% : 10 : 1.23(0.48, 3.20) 50%
AE; Adverse event, PRP: Autologous Platelet Rich Plasma Application, RR: Risk Ratio, Cl: Confidence Interval,l:
Intervention, NA: Not Applicable or Available, RCT, Randomized Controlled Trial
H 3.16 g1t Z1o Q4R
PRP vs Sham
27} A —
an o | 2EA | 95% Cl G Qo4
1. 85 B+ (6M) 3 MD i -1.32(-3.88, 1.24) P 92% NS
2. 7ls ®+ (6M) 3 MD i -8.71 (-33,73, 16.31) i 95% NS
3. & R 0 - : NA : - -
4. SINOEE 0 - : NA : - -
5. &2 Z (6M) 0 - : NA : - -
PRP vs Steroid
2} HA .
S o7s | zmA | 95% Cl G 2oy
1. 85 & (6W) 11 SMD i  -154(-1.97,-1.10) i 84.3% } |Favor
2. 715 ®z= (6M) 12 SMD -1.22 (-3,98, -0.50) 95.4% | Favor
3. A R 1 % : NA : - -
4. SREEE 0 - NA - -
P OAIS TR AR 671 Aol Aol A AT SRR
5. A10] & (6M) 1 Mean | (pRp)0] i (Steroid) it B ZCha biast | Favor
- PRP vs Others (Conservation Treatment)
EJ-|' E‘/I\‘ — - . 2
g hn FEX| 95% Cl : I {94
= | 674 A0 547+ STHZ(PRP)ZO| HEHZA0FM)
1. 85 &% (6M) 1 Mean | qﬁa glqglﬂgwpé%;oq)( VROl SRRSO | Favor
2. 7ls &%= (6M) 3 SMD -2.03 (-4.04, -0.01) 94.0% | Favor
3. 25 1Y 0 - N i - P -
4. RtRlsE 1 D S0t 0y e ST -
5. 42| & (6M) 0 - NA P - -

PRP: Autologous Platelet Rich Plasma Application, CI, confidence interval: M, Month; I, Intervention Group;
SMD: Standardized mean difference, MD: Mean difference, NA: Not Applicable or Available,

NS: Not Significant
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NEC AN SIRIOIMS] X7} AT ZH S} K24

2.3 GRADE 2 H7}

GRADE &2 o|-85to] TASES B71sIth He 242 tI2 Y] f-odol et B = F7sl7|
lZo]] GRADE Z2A4E 9A] tizol wet ZF A A5 (certainty of evidence)&
A 5HAT.

2.3.1 GRADEE ?let Zits2| Sk 27

= AR F= OHA Al critical), @F 3R RF H4F 0] Z] &2(important but not critical), @&
-23Hof limited importance)?] 37l 3ol Wt 8 & (importance)S F-235111, DA A 91
(critical), @3 Q0FA|qF A4 A 0] R] k-2(important but not critical) AR HE thA 2.2 GRADE
TASTEE RISk
29| U3jox = ST Q=7 WE P, By AapASE ERlstal thaat 2ol ZF Ao
Ta=E 27kl

H3.17 2iH0 SR

e
= o =25t SQ0}X|2t SHAXQI -
(of limited ~ SHAIMOIX| %2 (critical) 23
importance) (important but
not _critical)
or o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 78 (Critical
H
N FANRYUES 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 58 (Important but not critical)
EXXA
?\7ADSTI\§|E"\QAIZ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 8H (Critical
7Is%4- (SMD) L
5 - DASH, PRTEES 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 74 (Critical)
ﬂ ZERHY O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 6% (mportant but not critical)
o
SIHEE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 7H (Critical)
o A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 6F (Important but not critical)

- Aups 2ABENA 619

2.3.2 GRADE ZH+Z&

A2} A wEE RIS B7PA O] ZAGECertainty)> thar2] 3F ZTHI 3.18). PRP SAT
2H|Eo|E Bl 7Ho/RYE A2 QP W Babg Aol ot TRl vl w AFATH O] A
=2 S5 = (Moderate)ol| 4] 1% F2{(Very Low)= s3It
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H 3.18 GRADE &/ &7}
DHSE Yt B} k=,
S8+ o7 Higd  HiQEY  HNEY  HEYS  SENEY PRP Contol  Relative Absolute e EhEE
Ry ¥ (95%Cl) (95%Cl) e °
PRP vs Sham
S35%+_6M
3 RCT gg:ious serious® serious® serious®  none 63 70 - (3.85'\3/%15;2&?2'%@ V?ﬁqub CRITICAL
71SH+_6M
3  RCT gg:ious serious?® serious®  serious®  none 59 66 - (:B.%/Pofggtg?a'%ﬁdg) V?ﬁqub CRITICAL
SIXEE_6M
0 RCT - - - - - - - - - Not Reported CRITICAL
2 o5_6M
0 RCT - - - - - - - - Not Reported  Important
4ol &_6M
0 RCT - - - - - - - - Not Reported  Important
7 _6M O|Ly
0 RCT - - - - - - - - Not Reported  Important
FAH 22 S5_6M O|LH
Sham) 86/1000
2 RCT gg:ious Qgﬁious ggﬁious serious®  none o <0-23Rt2>?76) (F;)F%E/?) %9?299185) ’\?Oiigb mportant
RCT, Randomized Controlled Trial; RR: risk ratio; CI: confidence interval; MD: Mean difference, SD, Standard Deviation; : Risk Ratio

a. ol ASh= T SAF 231050%) 23 49| olddo] erld

b. BYE A7ATE AT} M go] ol
Q0] HRIA7]7 AL} 95% Clo) EEgA7L Bl BEH4lo] 2

C.
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ZH+Z Yot 2Rt a1
- = AL | = =1 S | = . EHQI gﬂ}ﬁ¢
el g7 HIESE  Hgd  HEREY HIEYEY SMHIEE PRP Control Relative Absolute SAIC =0
|8 9 (95%Cl) (95%Cl) e S
PRP vs Steroid
S3™+_6M
o, ., not not _ SVD 1.54 D lower o0
1 RCT  seios®  serious serious  serious | One 346 358 (197 lower to 1.1 lower) Low 2P CRITICAL
I|sH+_6M
o, ., not not _ SVD 1.22 D lower eO0O
2 RCT  serios®  serious serious  serious | none 399 404 (3% lovier 1005 lower) Low o5 CRITICAL
SIXIEE
0 RCT - - - - - - - - Not Reported CRITICAL
ZE|THA ofF_6M
ZalE St 71 DYO| Qe HH HiRa H
1 RCT serias® Mt serious®  serious®  none 15 15 SAEPRPII ABZ0[CR G xSTAo|op \?OIO% Important
Serous 0| 2k, QU O AR|20 |0 T B 15 Very Tow
42 &_6M
. a hot . o d a2l & M7t SMZ(PRP)ZO| tiEZ o000
1 RCT  serious serious  SeOus”  serious ™ none 50 50 (Steroid)£CH O ZCkn 213 Very low & Important
ZH
0 RCT - - - - - - - - Not Reported  Important
FAL 29 55
Steroid: 163/1000
6 RCT smios® "o not not none 206 196 , RGR 2'%294 PRP: 475/1000 0000 |
Serious  serious  serious 21610 3% (95% CI: 353-642) Moderate
RCT, Randomized Controlled Trial; RR: risk ratio; Cl: confidence interval; SMD: Standardized mean difference, SD, Standard Deviation; RR, Risk Ratio
a. ®7hdo| HHFsAY dF A 1S Fsk= 5 HIEH 0] 9 4 9
I A 33050%) 23} waf4ge] o] Aol 2ld

b. 0]@*3—5_— To

o AZa
c. AT A} 8ol ofF il AHSAYHo| Yo A9 28l 727} A
d. @52 F23717F A1 95% CI9] a3 A7 Ergetst] Eehdo] 3
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HaE Gt EVES a1
a=s] A Ec OI-I nl F 3 Ec . EHEI gﬂ}ﬁ¢
254~ o7 HEZ HYZAM  HEHEAM  HAEUAM  SmH|E2] PRP Control Relative Absolute SIAIE =9

74 A (95%Cl) (95%Cl) =
PRP vs Others (Conservation Treatments)
E3%+ 6M
., not . ¢ not _ VD 1.72 lower eO00O
1 RCT  seiouws erious SEMOUST s none 15 9 @71ower o074 10me)  Very IowP™ CRITICAL
7|5 B+_6M
4 . not not SVD 2.03 SD loveer eO00O
. . 2 - RITICAL
SHRIDIEE _24M
PRPZ 4.60(+0.90), BAXIZ 4.24(+1.20), ESWT
1 rRer Mot not serious ¢ serious @ none 55 176 3.43(1.74), SXIX|2 3.00(+1.86) 202 &7} EBOOMF% CRITICAL
Serious  serious s Very lo
TR o
0 RCT - - - - - - - - - Not Reported  Important
a9 &
0 RCT - - - - - - - - - Not Reported  Important
A
0 RCT - - - - - - - - - Not Reported  Important
FALEQ B
. 4 4 ot 15) PRP20] 28(1.72% )0 FAt g9 5250 OO0
1 RCT  seriows®  serious®  serious serious none 116 M4 sy SV LRI TS S Very Ton® Important

RCT, Randomized Controlled Trial: RR: risk ratio; CI: confidence interval; SMD: Standardized mean difference, MD: Mean difference, SD, Standard Deviation; RR: Risk Ratio

a. 7o) FAEsI AR AR IS S 5 uEGSFe] UL 5 DS

b. o]AYE AFSR= T AT ZaL050%) 23 13342 old-gdo] &l

c. @LATE] A} 2. go] ofFaL AHSAYHo| YA 28l T2} A=
d. 95L9] 23717 AAY 95% ClO] A4 27 Eg&oto] E8H4lo] &
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3.1.3 EBM Reviews — Cochrane Central Regsiter of Controlled Trials: May. 2025
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Tg o 0] ZMAI)
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