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Study on clinical effects of indirect moxibustion at Geogol (LI16)

on the shoulder pain.

Hur Boo, Yim Yun—-kyoung

Department of Meridian & Acupoint, College of Oriental Medicine, Daejeon University

Objective : This study is designed to find out the effects of indirect moxibustion at Geogol (LI16) on the
shoulder pain.

Methods : The patients were hospitalized Donghwa oriental medical clinic from 19th Sep. 2006 to 4th Oct.
2006, and treated with indirect moxibution at Geogol (LI16) on the shoulder pain.

Results : 1. The effects of treatment by duration was follow : Below 1 month duration was improved
highly.

2. The effects of treatment by condition of patients was follow : After treatment, the percentage of above
“Good” level was 81%.

3. The effects of treatment by pain region of Meridian part. was follow : pain region of LI(TZH AN
Meridian part was improved highly.

Conclusion : According to the results, indirect moxibustion at Geogol (LI16) may be good effects on the
shoulder pain.

keyword : indirect moxibution at Geogol, shoulder pain
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Table 1. Distrubution by Sex & Age.
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Table 2. Distribution by Duration.
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Table 3. Distribution by Patient conditional

grade
Gr ITGr II [ Gr IIT [Gr IV ] Total
Patient .
No 0(0%)|3(27%)|5(45%) |3(27%)|11(100%)
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Table 4. Distribution by Pain region of

Meridian part.

ITTE.
LI LIérIE’ LLLU LT% SI, | Total
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Table 5. Assessment of treatment by

Duration.
Month ~1M |1IM~6M| 6M~ Total
Exellent 5 0 0 5(45%)
Good 1 1 2 4(36%)
Fair 0 0 1 1(9%)
Bad 0 0 1 1(9%)
Pah?oe“t 6(55%) | 109%) | 4(36%) | 11(100%)
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Table 6. Assessment of treatment by

Patient conditional grade.

Gr I [ Gr T [Gr IIT[Gr IV] Total

Exellent 0 2 1 2 5(45%)

Good 0 1 3 0 4(36%)

Fair 0 0 1 0 109%)

Bad 0 0 0 1 109%)
Patient 0 3 5 3 11

No. 0%) | (27%) | (45%) | (27%) | (100%)




214 KEAXER BEBEWRN WwXE F16% HB2%

ﬂ
o
JE
F_>|:

o FEYeE AngA

Agede] FFHEAE ARFHL FHWIA
(LD E M= Exellent 5(45%)% )AL,
F=B#S(LLTE,SDH-917F Good 1(9%)™, Fair
109%)™8 1R, FEEMARF@LD 2 TR
FELUE27F Good 2(18%)8 oL, THEMk

BAs(LD 2 FAB=MH&(TE) 97 Good
19%)8 ol ar, T=FA€(LLTE,SD) & e
ZA@U) F$17F Bad 1(9%)°] A tH(Table 7).

Table 7. Assessment of treatment by Pain

region of Meridian part.

LL | LL |LU,|[LL TE
Morp sl Lu | TE |s1 Lyl ol

Exellent] 5 5(45%)
Good 1 2 1 4(36%)
Fair 1 19%)
Bad 1 109%)

Patient| 5 2 2 1 1 11

No. |(45%)(18%)(18%)|(9%)| (9%) |(100%)
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