Graphic Summary of Alpha-Stim CES Pain Studies

Pain in Fibromyalgia

. FIQ
Patients 2000
o NRS e 8 weeks
8 weeks N= 46
N=46 £ o000 p=0.028
o p=0.023 [
H
" 2
4 / S e
= &
£ o — k-
a e -] -
& | E  soocrf—
2 -
4 a
o 'E
Usual Care £
& 0o Upual Care
h =
e e Sharm
Active ;0] Active
° o 4 H ] ol | 2
Weeks Weeks

Taylor AG, Anderson JG, Riedel SL, Lewis JE, et al. A randomized, controlled, double-blind pilot study of the effects of cranial electrical stimulation on
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Pain in Veterans from Spinal Cord Injury
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Tan G, Rintala D, Herrington R, Yang J, Wade W, Vasilev C. and Shanti BF. Treating spinal cord injury pain with cranial electrotherapy stimulation.
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Pain from Spinal Cord Injuries
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Pain in Service Members
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Pain in Parkinson’s Patients
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Cumulative Decrease in Pain after 1-5 Alpha-Stim CES Treatments
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Comparison of Biofeedback, Alpha-Stim Microcurrent Stimulation, Pain in Degenerative Join Disease
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