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EX AR S S mEntE 77 T,

» 1% (ex: Nordic Musculoskeletal Questionnaire) - T &7 =8
« FESME (physical examinations) - iR 20 H #E & 15 &

s SRS NEERE
* Health Surveillance in Adverse Ergonomics Conditions (HECO)

Nordander, et al. Ergonomics. 2009.



HECO protocol

Screening

Perceived symtoms past 12m / shoulder

Perceived symtoms past 7 d / shoulder

yes

no

yes

Detailed physical examination

Pain at active basic motions / shoulder

no

10 minutes

yes

P Yoy v

no

10+ 20 minutes

Nordander, et al. Ergonomics. 20009.



HECO protocol - results

Neck/shoulder Reference Protocol (+) Reference Protocol (-)

HECO screening (+) 15 23
HECO screening (-) 0 25

Sensitivity: 100%; Specificity: 52%; prevalence: 24%

Elbow/hand Reference Protocol (+) Reference Protocol (-)

HECO screening (+) 11 26
HECO screening (-) 0 26
Sensitivity: 100%; Specificity: 50%; prevalence: 17%

Nordander, et al. Ergonomics. 20009.
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Items

Right side Left Side
Pos. | Neg. Note Pos. | Neg. Note

1. Neer test

2. Paintul arc

3. Resisted wrist extension

4. Resisted wrist flexion

5. Carpal compression with

wrist flexion test

6. Phdurkan test

7. Wrist hyperflexion

abduction test

8. Finkelstemn's test

9. Palpate Al pulley I




BIE RIS AE =S
(subacromial impingement)

e (1) BIBTEEEE 5 (Neer Test) :

cBEE—FEEERS - %—%:1%\?@/%E%EDW$E ZEEBEA
B8 - RFRRWANB G - AR Z LS K45 (greater
tuberosity of the humerus)E2[EIER] Mg EEIEE - & ﬁ'ﬂm;??xfr :

e (2) EIBIN R (painful arc test) :

» [BEME ZE A TIMNEAIC0- 120 FENFIT E A A
o] gEERR_CHLALIE RIS EB 1B MBEX -

ARCR A I S &




Sensitivity | Specificity Diagnostic tool or
Test 0 ¥ P o * | Reference 5 .
(%) (%) review
K& T % Fepe i ¥ (Subacromial impingement)
: Ladermann | Systematic review and
Painful arc 51 74 | : .
etal., 2021 Meta-analysis
Yazigi
Painful arc 78 38 Junior et al.. MRI
2021
Ladermann | Systematic review and
Neer test 70 39 | ‘ .
etal., 2021 Meta-analysis
Yazigi
Neer test 63 58 Junior et al.. MRI

2021
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W& 9 BRI IJRAE (1ateral epicondylalgia)

e (1) BHIIMF

foa 18 B E) VE 21l 58 (Resisted wrist extension) )

s SHFZFE2 0 MR - AIBEERRENS - HAIBELIFE

=00 F 7 F

BN MRS B B

=i Z’\%BﬁjjBﬁiﬁﬁiﬁhji—ﬂ%ﬁtﬂﬁﬁ’]@ﬂ? eSS
S RlRREEIRE T -
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Sensitivity | Specificity ) Diagnostic tool or
Test (%) (%) Reference review
BB 71 _EBR & J& £ (Lateral epicondylalgia)
Resisted wrist extension 24 NA Saroja et al., ultrasonography

(Cozen's test)

2014
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AR 4

§58 fi% 48 JiE /& &% (carpal tunnel syndrome)

e« (1) EPOHIE(Phdurkan test)

. Eﬁf_ﬂﬂ%%?lﬂ%%@Ej}%@ﬁgfﬂﬂ%Hfﬂl%?ﬁ - M DS B 5208
ZFW60R) - BRI FIRFE IF P& EIRE B E SR &G
M o

e 2) E2F:{ER(Hand Elevation Test) :

s ABEFREFESEIE - WR1DEN IEPHE Ao
IRMEAN - B mEEE

1l




| Sensitivity | Specificity ) Diagnostic tool or
Test (%) (%) Reference review
R [¥% 18 JE 1% A% (Carpal tunnel syndrome)
Hand Elevation Test 76 99 Ahn. 2001 NCS
Hand Elevation Test 87 89 Ma, et al, NCS, EMG and

2012 ultrasonography

Hand Elevation Test 88 97 Am,? 0 f; al, NCS, EMG
Carpal Compression + wrist on MacDermud, . . .
flexion (Phdurkan test) 50 )2 2004 Systematic Review
Carpal Compression + wrist ) Arab, et al.. N ,
flexion (Phdurkan test) 84 7 2018 NCS, EMG

14
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tEE &R MEERE 3 (radial styloid tenosynovitis)
K Z= N, EGE (De Quervain's disease)

e« (1) Z>eBriBalim (Finkelstein's test)

- TR RAMRYS SO E S EE ELE TR - SiiitiE s 1L
fEEER - BiElmFfanmEf o] 5[eRE - RIREE -

e« (2) FHeilE e & INE LR (Wrist hyperflexion abduction test)

- SAIEFHBREEH - B - EiEaIsEREEBE - 1§
mllE#R T 2B 7] - FLRIRIERBIAE T -




| Sensitivity | Specificity ) Diagnostic tool or

Test (%) (%) Reference review
Bl & AL (&R)ME % (Radial styloid tenosynovitis) *
X A5 A K 2 MU IRGEE (De Quervain's disease)

| Goubau et X-rays
WHAL test 9 29 al., 2014 ultrasonography

T

Finkelstein's test NA 100 Wuetal, ultrasonography

2018
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A A
2 B 70 2 3 T 23 24
A //X pit\RZ 1%
Right side Left Side
[tems
Pos. | Neg. Note Pos. | Neg. Note
[. Neer test
2. Paintul arc
3. Resisted wrist extension
4. Resisted wrist flexion
5. Carpal compression with
wrist flexion test
6. Phdurkan test
7. Wrist hyperflexion
abduction test
8.  Finkelstemn's test
9. Palpate Al pulley I
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5 1 S eI B B REAR LA

SEAETA B ER ES {RIEAN € RIEAN
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%)
/T =)
Bz 14 (46.7) 16 (53.3) 1(3.3) 9 (30.0) 6 (20.0)
i 23 (76.7) 7 (23.3) 2 (6.7) 5(16.7) 0 (0.0)
F sk F 22 (/3.3) 8 (26.7) 1(3.3) 2 (6.7) 5(16.7)
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7T BlIN(%) A 18 n(%)
Ee AEL  HEE BER  ERAZH EER A RERR
B8 29 23 (79.3) 06 (20.7) 29 13 (51.7) 14 (48.3)
Fi 22 21(95.5) 1(4.5) 25 21(84.0) 4 (16.0)
W & F 19 14 (73.7) 5 (26.3) 19 14 (7/3.7) 5 (26.3)

1 )

e RZueBERFRETIRAE
5 ORISR E
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301U s T 2l R B R 55 T B RIER

BERN(%) B 6711 (%) B2 T2 (%)
Vaukl:l payl T o A/ A/ = A/ AR =F
= IR =¥l
(n=30) (n=30) (n=60) (n=30) (n=30) (n=60) (n=30) (n=30) (n=060)
R 7 1 8 119
9 29 58 U 133) 23.3) (183) (26.7) (367) (317)
BIE ™ A (2 £% 067 o6 7 . 5 5 " 5 4 .
(36.7) (367 (90.7) e T

(6.7) (30.0) (18.3) (6.7) (13.3) (10.0)

20 25 45  BHIOMEFEEE 0 1 1 0 T 1
MBI FERRTRIE .
(66.7) (83.3) (75.0) B {Fal i 0.0) (3.3 (7)) (00 @3.3) (17

6 6 12 BB 77t == Mse J2 4 2 6 0 0 0
=W e -’
(20.0)  (20.0) (20.0) ) 1EA B 13.3) (®.7) (10.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0
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BN (%) 25 6M1 n(%) EEM2 n(%)
pask il Al E=H o /AR =3 R ARl =F
] SRR
(Nn=30) (n=30) (n=60) (Nn=30) (n=30) (h=60) (n=30) (n=30) (n=60)
. 3 / 5 / 6 13
BRIl iR
18 A 39 (10.0) (6.7) (8.3) (23.3) (20.0) (21.7)
foo b IE ik = B
60.0) (70.0) (65.5) o 3 4 / 8 / 15
EW ORI,
(10.0) (13.3) (11.7) (26.7) (23.3) (25.0)
5848 [ J i / / 4 0 1 l
=S IRe: 1 T 2 PSS 6.7) (©.7) (©.7) (0) 33) 017
B OR)IE S . . . 1 1 2 T 3 4
5 0R) IR K (3.3) (3.3) (3.3 S arin e
3.3) (3.3) (3.3 3.3) (10.0) (6.7)
/ 14 . . 3 6 3 1 4
ikt fZ AP B E
23.3) (23.3) (23.3) (10.0) (10.0) (10.0) (10.0) (3.3) (6.7)




vas a1

BIE T 3K
EAE(EEE

Bl %

3% ATl B3R

7 978 Il a2l AR

Al
A
vask 3l
Al

vl

=AM

BRE/RRE

0.14/1.00
0.24/1.00
0.19/1.00
0.07/1.00
0.31/1.00
0.20/1.00

0.28/1.00
0.38/1.00
0.33/1.00
0.14/1.00
0.14/1.00
0.10/1.00

0.19 (0.00, 0.56
0.22 (0.00, 0.57

0.00 (0.00, 0.00

[ )
[ )
0.22 (0.00, 0.47)
( )
0.15 (0.00, 0.50)

( )

0.12 (0.00,0.41
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PNE/RHEE | Kappa (95% Cl)



=AM

=A==
BE
e B

BB L
BRI

BH 774 3= Mse
JE H
B {F il i

BRE/RRE

0.00/1.00
0.17/0.96

0.02/1.00

0.17/0.88
0.17/0.88

0.17/0.91

0.00/1.00
0.04/1.00

0.02/1.00

0.17/0.88
0.00/0.00

0.08/0.94

= EM2 =EhfE
BB /FEE | Kappa (95% Cl)

0.00 (0.00, 0.01)
0.00 (0.00, 0.00)

0.00 (0.00, 0.00)

0.00 (0.00, 0.00)
0.00 (0.00, 0.00)

0.00 (0.00, 0.00)
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e S=bna

S R R

2 =il e

Gl

vask 3l
Zay il
AR
pask il
Zayil

AR

BRE/RRE

0.11/0.92
0.05/0.89
0.08/0.90
0.17/1.00
0.14/0.89
0.15/0.95

PNE/RHEE | Kappa (95% Cl)

0.11/0.92
0.19/0.78
0.15/0.86
0.17/1.00
0.29/0.89
0.23/0.95

0.53 (0.16,0.91)
0.44 (0.02, 0.87)
0.49 (0.21,0.78)
0.26 (0.00, 0.62)
0.45 (0.06, 0.84)
0.35(0.21, 0.60)
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P BE 1 B2 ) B
JRI T
; SRS SR | SURE/SRE | Kappa (95% Cl)

Fhid = fE

i &

N

a1l Bo

0.00/0.93
0.00/0.93

0.00/0.93

0.00/0.97
0.00/0.97
0.00/0.97

0.00/0.93
0.00/0.97

0.00/0.95

0.00/0.97
0.00/0.90
0.00/0.93

0.00 (0.00, 0.00)
0.65 (0.02, 1.00)

0.38 (0.00, 0.92)

0.00 (0.00, 0.01)
0.00 (0.00, 0.03)
0.00 (0.00, 0.01)
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b SURLEE/RE SR | SUBLEE/RFSREE | Kappa (95% C|
= f

. 0.00/0.87 0.00/0.87
HEEINDIN
s Ei] . raxiil 0.00/0.87 0.14/1.00 .
B ES
= YA 0.00/0.87 0.07/0.93

L 268 (0=30 1) (n=30 -

B2EM 1/E8RM 2 B2EM 1/E8RM 2

B - ¢ - o kEs%C) o o 4 o+ k(@5%C)  k(95%C)
E?i g 26 1 2 1 0.35(0.00,0.92) 27 1 2 0 0.00(0.00,0.02) 0.20(0.00,0.61)
29/1 30 0 0 0  0.00(0.00,0.00) 28 0 2 2 0.00(0.00,0.00) 0.00(0.00, 0.00)
AL 29 0 0 1 1.00(1.00, 1.00) 29 0 1 0 0.00(0.00,0.00) 0.66(0.04, 1.00)
g 30 0 0 0 0.00(0.00,0.00) 30 0 0 0  0.00(0.00,0.00) 0.00(0.00,0.00)
£ 30 0 0 0 000000000 29 0 1 0 0.0000.00000) 0.00(0.00,0.00)
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Determinants of the Magnitude of Kappa

* Factors that can influence the magnitude of kappa are
 Prevalence
* bias
* nonindependence of ratings

| a—d|

prevalence index=
n

* |T the prevalence index is high (ie, the prevalence of a positive rating is
either very high or very low), chance agreement is also high and kappa
s reduced accordingly.

Sim J, Wright CC. The kappa statistic in reliability studies: use, interpretation, and sample size requirements.
Phys Ther. 2005 Mar;85(3):257-68.
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L » £ FEER IS TBIKE LR ofE 34
aaE AOER
n (%) n (%) n (%)
NE 100 (100.0) /0 (70.0) 30 (30.0)
Fie (B : &) 48.40 + 10.35 4519 + 9.84 5590 + 7.22 <0.01*
B4R 0.02*
5 85 (85.0) 64 (91.4) 21(70.0)
4 15 (15.0) 6 (8.6) 9 (30.0)
HBEREE <0.01*
Eile=EIAD N 17 (17.0) 4 (5.7) 13 (43.3)
S% () 49 (49.0) 33 (47.7) 16 (53.3)
=y S 17 (17.0) 17 (24.3) 0 (0.0)
KE 14 (14.0) 13 (18.6) 1(3.3)
Bk 3 (3.0) 3 (4.3) 0 (0.0)
YU A RS 0.02*
RIE 31 (31.0) 27 (38.0) 4 (13.3)
21 63 (63.0) 38 (54.3) 25 (83.3)
L4 IES 6 (6.0) 5 (/1) 1(3.3)



. N o BaliSL R E2E NEVS = olE]
Zaa ANER
n (%) n (%) n (%)
R B A 0.50
EN=1GS 56 (56.0) 41 (58.6) 15 (50.0)
ISES 19 (19.0) 14 (20.0) 5 (16.7)
SRFFEL E 25 (25.0) 15 (21.4) 10 (33.3)
Edisisa 6.98 + 0.84 711+ 0.87 6.67 + 0.83 0.01*
B2 RN 0.66
R= 3 (3.0) 2 (2.9) 1(3.3)
= 11 (11.0) 7 (10.0) 4 (13.3)
= am 63 (63.0) 45 (64.3) 18 (60.0)
i 19 (19.0) 12 (17.7) 7 (23.3)
R 4 (4.0) 4 (5.7) 0 (0.0)

*n 18<0.05
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o TH BE R E 2 NESEEES of =]
<= LIEBIE
n (%) n (%) n (%)
A& 100 (100.0) 70 (100.0) 30 (30.0)
HEFE (BN F) 18.10 = 11.79 13.49 + 8.91 28.87 +10.69 <0.01*
Sigall <0.01*
BRSSP 61 (61.0) 31(44.3) 30 (100.0)
BRI 1(1.0) 1(1.4) 0 (0.0)
8/\Frég it 38 (38.0) 38 (54.3) 0 (0.0)
BRI IT/ERE (BN : H) 532 +0.68 536 + 0.48 5.25 +1.01 0.48
BHY9IR (B ) 8.20 + 0.64 8.19 + 0.64 8.22 + 0.65 0.83
BHE LR EERIEIERIFE 5.78 £ 2.04 517 + 2.06 718 £ 1.10 <0.01*
( BEf1I : B&F)
B2 BB EBI AR 34 (34.0) 18 (25.7) 16 (53.3) 0.02*
HEF I ERBIAE 15 (15.0) 8 (11.4) 7 (23.3) 0.22
B2 F sk FERImE A E 22 (22.0) 14 (20.0) 8 (26.7) 0.64

*n 1B <0.05;
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o £ e R E S B LR
/R positive rate (G 1A 0
(n=100) (n=70) (n=30)

BIE N A (A

B IETEEE A 255 5 13 (13.0) 6 (3.0) 7/ (23.3) 0.09

958 oI ATl B 16 (16.0) 7/ (10.0) 9 (30.0) *0.03
MBS _EBRE S i

B M FB e E B E 5 1(1.0) 0 (0.0) 1(3.3) 0.66
BN _EERE IR

BE 73 3 Be fE e B Ve el B 3 (3.0) 1(1.4) 2 (6.7) 0.44
foe B 4B iE (1= A

Il 2 (2.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (6.7) 0.16

= ORI (6.0) 2 (2.9) 4 (13.3) 0.12
EEERIEE(R)IENR

F W4 E e A INE R 2 (2.0) 0 (0.0) (6.7) 0.16

25 oo Hir 18 51 1(1.0) 0 (0.0) 1(3.3) 0.66
Wit

g2 AL B E 3 (3.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (10.0) *0.04
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o =E BRI MIESE  E/KEREE
=/ iR positive rate (ZZ171) 0
(n=100) (n=70) (n=30)

BIE N A (= A

ELESEE 3 Enli 7 (7.0) 3 (4.3) 4 (13.3) 0.23

2 958 oI ATl B 7 (7.0) (7.1) 2 (6.7) >(0.95
MBS _EBRE S i

BE DM e E Eh e B 1(1.0) 1(1.4) 0 (0.0) >0.95
BN _EERE R

BE 73 M 3 Be JE e B Ve arl B 6 (6.0) 2 (2.9) 4 (13.3) 0.12
o0 B 38 JiE = A%

Il (3.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (10.0) *0.04

=R ORIE (5.0) 2 (2.9) 3 (10.0) 0.32
mEEERIIEE(R)ENR

FHiiBEE R AR R 2 (2.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (6.7) 0.16

25 oo Hir 18 51 B 1(1.0) 0 (0.0) 1(3.3) 0.67
Wikt

B2 AL S E 3 (3.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (10.0) *0.04
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