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recurrence. However, due to the cross-sectional nature of existing
research, it remains unknown if the disruption in neural representations
are driven by pain, or other factors. We explored whether experimentallyinduced posterior thigh pain is associated with impairments in tasks that
are thought to interrogate neural representations. If so, this may spark new
investigations into potential mechanisms underlying hamstring injury
recurrence.
Methods: Healthy participants were recruited and attended two
experimental sessions (Days 0 and 2). On Day 0, all participants performed
an eccentric hamstring exercise protocol to induce delayed onset muscle
soreness. Tactile neural representations were assessed using two-point
discrimination (TPD) and accuracy of tactile localisation, proprioceptive
neural representations were assessed using a motor imagery task (left/
right body part judgement task), and spatial processing was assessed using
an auditory detection task. These outcomes were recorded before the
exercise protocol on Day 0 and after on Day 2. Pain-free control group data
(concentric exercise) is currently being collected and will be included in
the ﬁnal presentation.
Results: 20 participants completed the protocol and all participants
developed posterior thigh pain on Day 2 (mean ± SD VAS: 6.6±1.8). TPD
thresholds, tactile localisation, and accuracy in detecting auditory stimuli
did not differ between baseline and Day 2 (pN0.6). Participants were
quicker and more accurate to judge whether an image of a foot was a left
or right sided body part when the image corresponded to their leg
(irrespective of side), but unaffected when they were asked to judge hand
images (left/right hand judgement task pN0.3).
Discussion: Experimentally-induced posterior thigh pain appears to
improve the response time and accuracy of left-right discrimination, but
did not impact tactile or auditory detection performance. These ﬁndings
raise the possibility that hamstring pain may alter proprioceptive neural
representations. Comparison with the concentric group will assist in
revealing whether these results are due to pain or learning. Understanding
the implications of these ﬁndings on the recovery, and risk of recurrence,
following a hamstring injury appears warranted.
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clinical practice guidelines are yet to be established. The aim of this
study was to establish assessment and management behaviours and
beliefs of experienced and expert clinicians when elite and sub-elite
rowers present with an acute episode of LBP; secondly, to investigate
how LBP management differs for developing and masters rowers.
Methods: A three round Delphi survey method was used.
National rowing federation clinicians participated in an internetbased survey (round one), answering open ended questions about
assessment and management of rowing related LBP. Statements
were generated from the survey for expert clinicians to rate (round
two) and re-rate (round three). Consensus was gained when
agreement reached a mean of seven out of ten and disagreement
was two standard deviations or less.
Results: Thirty-one experienced clinicians participated in round
one. Thirteen of 20 invited expert clinicians responded to round two
(response rate 65%) and 12 of the 13 participated in round three
(response rate 92%). One hundred and ﬁfty nine of 221 statements
(72%) relating to the management of LBP in elite and sub-elite
rowers acquired consensus status. Four of six statements (67%)
concerning the developing rower and two of four (50%) concerning
masters rowers acquired consensus status.
Discussion: This Delphi survey presents consensus-derived statements
to guide clinical assessment and management of LBP in elite and sub-elite
rowers from ﬁrst presentation to return to sport (RTS). Results concur with
evidence for adult LBP management: education and remaining active
are recommended with less emphasis on imaging, pharmacological
interventions and surgery. Initial priorities are; identiﬁcation of red &
yellow ﬂags, pain control, keeping active with cross-training, regaining
rowing-speciﬁc movement patterns and education of rower and
coach. Rehabilitation priorities are; increasing on-water training with
concomitant reduction in cross-training, multidisciplinary RTS planning
and addressing modiﬁable risk factors. There are different management
considerations for LBP in developing and masters rowers. The ﬁndings of
this study are a representation of current clinical expertise.
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Patient knowledge of rotator cuff related shoulder pain condition
and treatment and validation of a patient-reported knowledge
questionnaire

Clinical management of acute low back pain in elite and sub-elite
rowers. A Delphi study of experienced & expert clinicians
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Background: The lumbar spine is the most frequently reported
site of pain in elite and sub-elite rowing populations with 12-month
Low Back Pain (LBP) prevalence of 32-53%. LBP results in signiﬁcant
performance cost through lost training and competition time. There
are no studies to date on LBP assessment or management in this
population. Collection of insights and development of consensusderived statements are particularly useful where evidence-based
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Introduction: Rotator Cuff Related Shoulder Pain (RCRSP)
knowledge is an important contributor to patient adherence and
providing high-quality guideline-recommended care. There are no
validated instruments for measuring health literacy levels among
people with RCRSP. This study aimed to design a valid and reliable
instrument to measure RCRSP health literacy that could be used to
evaluate health literacy in research and clinical settings.
Methods: 38 RCRSP patients and 33 patients with other types of
shoulder pain, who were predominantly females in their early 50’s,
having pain for 30+ weeks were recruited through social media. The
patient knowledge questionnaire (PKQ-RCRSP) development occurred
in three phases. Phase 1 was developed based on available literature
and input from expert clinicians, researchers, and patients. Face validity,
pilot testing and readability assessment were also undertaken. In phase
2, internal consistency and predictive validity were assessed in people
with RCRSP and other shoulder pain diagnoses. Phase 3 included RCRSP
health literacy assessment.

