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INnfroduction

pain (PLP) affects 60 to 80 % of amputees
g001) and is recognized as one of the most
i and most difficult to treat (Flor, 2002).

jated to the phantom limb position
i, (Flor, 2002).

following arm
ampuiafion

Understanding Phantom Limb Phenomena
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han and Rogers-Ramchandran
ger imb inside a mirror box
AN that the missing limb
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INfroduction

ubstrate which underlies the imagination,
Bl execution of movements is thus thought
erod, 2001; Grezes J, Decety, 2001).

y re-evocation of motor
tated limb is associated with
stems implied in the real

At imb can be
the visual




Alm of the study

2\V Intervention combining the observation
lon of movements corresponding to the

ove rapidity and ease

hodividual




Parficipants

putation of upper (above wrist), or

without significant




A single-case multiple baseline

design

Pain Evaluation
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A single-case multiple baseline
| design

da vsS in [aboratory and 3 days at home).

ANts + 2 movements /week.

low with their phantom

eyes closed (10x).




Other measures

distal movements were timed during
at 15t 4th and 8™ (last) sessions of

all 48 videos of
ol on a numerical




Analyses

vas excluded from all analyses for failing to

In pain %)




Pain results

Daily pain intensity: Participant #5
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Pain results

le-intervention pain) / pre-intervention pain)] x 100%.

Change in pain (%) between baseline and other
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Other measures

hsuggest that participants did not imagine more
ghout Intervention-1 with intact or phantom limb

ed their performance to imagine not
is but all 48 movements (p<0.05).

Pain Inventory:
i intervention perceived:




Conclusion

lpants (4/6) benefited moderately from this
ome (2/6) did not reported any effect

between
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