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Background  
Previous research has reported that people with Joint Hypermobility Syndrome (JHS) and 
Ehlers-Danlos Syndrome (EDS) generally experience a high rate of muscular injury and 
pain. However, there is limited research comparing the recovery times and length of 
Delayed Onset Muscle Soreness (DOMS) in individuals with JHS to non-hypermobile 
individuals in response to exercise. 

Hypotheses/Purpose  
The purpose of this study was to investigate JHS and its effects on DOMS and its recovery 
time. 

Study Design   
Quasi-experimental, observational comparison 

Methods  
Two groups including a hypermobile group (score >4 on Beighton Scale) and a 
non-hypermobile group all took part in five-second long standing eccentric bicep curls 
based using their one- repetition maximum (1-RM) of their dominant arm to failure in 
order to induce DOMS. Visual analog pain scale (VAS), McGill pain scale, resting arm 
angle, girth, and the pressure pain threshold, all domains of DOMS, were measured over 
a five-day period. Results were analyzed using ANOVA with time as the repeated factor. 

Results  
Both groups experienced DOMS following the eccentric exercise. However, VAS reporting 
was significantly greater in the hypermobile group compared to the non-hypermobile 
group and there was a significant difference over time. However, other variables did not 
reveal any other significant findings between groups. 

Conclusion  
Individuals with JHS may experience greater DOMS and require more time to recover 
between treatment sessions. Therapists need to be aware that patients with 
hypermobility may experience higher pain levels related to exercise, and they need to 
adjust treatment parameters appropriately. 

Level of Evidence    
2b 
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INTRODUCTION 

Joint Hypermobility Syndrome (JHS) is defined as a condi-
tion in which an individual exhibits relatively increased or 
an abnormally large range of motion around a joint and/or 
joints.1 JHS is quantified by patients having a score of ≥ 4 on 
the Beighton Score.1,2 The Beighton Score has been shown 
to be an accurate measure for confirming hypermobility in 
patients.2 Each point in the Beighton Score represents one 
of nine possible joints that can present with hypermobility. 
Research has found that individuals with hypermobility dis-
orders, in particular Ehlers-Danlos Syndrome (EDS), have 
defective and/or abnormal healing,3 with a high rate of fa-
tigue.4,5 Previous authors have reported that people with 
JHS and EDS experience high rates of muscular injury and 
pain due to exercise.6 However, there is limited research 
comparing the recovery times and length of delayed onset 
muscle soreness (DOMS) symptoms in individuals with JHS 
to individuals without JHS in response to exercise. DOMS 
is defined as muscle pain and soreness that occurs post-ex-
ercise which may peak and last for several days after the 
exercise.7 It has been documented that the prevalence of 
JHS was 12.5% overall in college-aged students, 16.2% for 
women and 8.7% for men.8 

JHS has been associated with many debilitating features 
including increased risk for injury, centralized fatigue, cen-
tralized pain, inhibition of surrounding muscles, and de-
creased strength/performance when compared to non-hy-
permobile individuals.1,6 Lee et al.7 investigated the laxity 
of the anterior cruciate ligament (ACL) and muscle soreness 
post exercise comparing men and women. They stated that 
the women reported greater DOMS and the women’s ACLs 
had significantly greater elasticity following exercise when 
compared to the men. They concluded that women may re-
quire more time for musculoskeletal recovery in response to 
heavy exercise.7 To et al.9 studied central vs. peripheral fa-
tigue in participants with JHS and participants without JHS. 
The participants received electrical stimulation to their bi-
ceps to invoke muscle fatigue. Both central and peripheral 
fatigue was measured in all participants. The control group 
did not experience central or peripheral fatigue; however 
the experimental group (JHS) experienced centralized fa-
tigue. This study suggests that individuals with JHS may 
experience fatigue differently. It has been reported that 
the transverse abdominis muscle can be inhibited by the 
surrounding hypermobile vertebrae.10 The study concluded 
that decreased muscle activity and increased muscle inhi-
bition exists in muscles surrounding hypermobile joints.10 

Di Stefano et al.11 investigated on how central sensitization 
could be the underlying mechanism causing pain in people 
with JHS and EDS. They stated that pain is a common symp-
tom in patients with the connective tissue disorder, JHS, 
but the mechanism of why and how are unclear in previous 
studies. Their study included patients with JHS/EDS that 
participated in a detailed clinical exam to investigate the 
somatosensory nervous systems and central sensitization 
in this population. The authors discovered there was no 
damage to the somatosensory nervous system of these par-
ticipants. However, they concluded that most of the sub-

jects experienced widespread pain due to persistent no-
ciceptive input due to joint abnormalities which probably 
triggers central sensitization in the dorsal horn neurons. 
Alternatively, Igharno et al.12 compared the small fiber pe-
ripheral nerve fibers and autonomic nervous system of hy-
permobile EDS subjects to healthy controls. They confirmed 
that small nerve neuropathy and autonomic nervous dys-
function is a common feature of hypermobile EDS as an un-
derlying pathomechanism of joint pain and dysfunction. 

DOMS refers to heightened muscle soreness and pain 
that peaks and lasts several days after exercise.7 The in-
tensity of DOMS increases within the first 24 hours post 
exercise, peaks between 24 to 72 hours, and subsides and 
eventually disappears in 5 to 7 days.13 Although resistance 
exercise has been proven to be an effective intervention 
for reducing pain and joint instability in hypermobility,14 

individuals with JHS may respond differently to resistance 
exercise as compared to individuals with normal range of 
motion due to differences in their nervous system, joint 
morphology, muscular and ligamentous attachments. The 
purpose of this study was to investigate JHS and its effect 
on DOMS and recovery time. The authors’ hypothesized 
that individuals with JHS would experience increased 
DOMS when compared to non-hypermobile individuals in 
response to exercise. The results of this study may assist 
and add to the body of knowledge regarding treating and 
exercising patients with JHS, as special considerations can 
be important when treating this population. Patients with 
JHS may experience greater DOMS and require more time 
to recover between treatment sessions. 

METHODS 
PARTICIPANTS 

Participants had to be physically active and participate in 
recreational exercise. Participants were recruited from the 
greater university community. Participants were selected 
according to the inclusion/exclusion criteria. The inclusion 
criteria included: Age range: 18-35 years; Good overall 
health; Regularly participate in recreational exercise. The 
exclusion criteria included: Individuals with Ehlers-Danlos 
Syndrome; Any major musculoskeletal injuries in the prior 
six months; Any recent traumas that could have led to 
acute hypermobility or instabilities; Any known disorders 
that impede recovery/healing time (i.e. Lupus, Rheumatoid 
Arthritis, Scleroderma); Current elbow pain; Any other 
health issues that would risk the safety of the subject. The 
study was approved by New York Institute of Technology 
Institutional Review Board (BHS # 1636) and the study was 
registered at www.ClinicalTrail.gov (NCT04934267). The 
participants were informed of the methods, procedures, 
risks and were asked to sign the approved consent form 
prior to starting the study. 

PROTOCOL 

The research design was a quasi-experimental, observa-
tional comparison. Group 1 was the non-hypermobile 
group and Group 2 was the hypermobile group. The inde-
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pendent variables were the two groups and the dependent 
variables were girth, resting arm angle (RANG), Pain 1-10 
Visual Analogue Scale (VAS), Short Form McGill Pain Ques-
tionnaire (SF-MPQ 2), and pressure pain threshold (PPT) 
using an algometer. This battery of measures were utilized 
to quantify the domains of DOMS because there does not 
exist a single outcome measure to define it and has been 
previously utilized in the literarture.15 All participants took 
part in an exercise session with eccentric bicep curls based 
on their 1 repetition maximum (1-RM), which was the high-
est amount of weight that they could lift concentrically 
once, using their dominant arm. Both groups performed 
one set of standing eccentric bicep curls based on their 
1RM to failure in order to induce DOMS.15 Each rep in-
cluded a timed five second long eccentric component with 
a metronome and without a concentric component, as the 
research conductors lifted the weight up concentrically for 
the participant. The exercise stopped when the participant 
could not volitionally keep up with the five second count 
lowering the weight or their form was disrupted. This pro-
cedure was previously utilized by Douris et al.15 Partici-
pants were asked to refrain from self-treatment of their 
DOMS by taking pain medication, using massage or other 
pain or edema reducing modalities, as well as refraining 
from any upper extremity exercises during the duration of 
the study. Prior to exercise, baseline measurements were 
taken for girth, pressure pain threshold, and RANG. Start-
ing day 2, all measures (including girth of dominant 
brachium, PPT, VAS, McGill Pain Questionnaire, and 
RANG) were taken every day at the same time of day, for the 
following four days. VAS and the McGill Pain Questionnaire 
were not taken because the subjects were without pain prior 
to starting the protocol according to the exclusion criteria. 
Each dependent variable and change in measurements from 
baseline or day 2 to day 5 post exercise were recorded and 
used for subsequent data analysis. 

MEASUREMENT 

Girth: Girth was the measurement of the circumference of a 
limb (in this study, the midline of the dominant brachium) 
in centimeters, using a standard tape measure, measuring 
swelling and/or edema, which commonly occurs during 
DOMS.15 A standard tape measure was utilized. 
RANG: Resting Arm Angle (RANG) is a ROM measure-

ment in degrees, using a standard goniometer, of the dom-
inant arm (elbow joint) while resting.15 A standard go-
niometer was utilized. 
VAS Numeric Pain Distress Scale    : The 0-10 point VAS 

Numeric Pain Distress Scale is a commonly employed self-
completed scale for the assessment of pain in adults. The 
scale is marked with 10 equal intervals starting with 0 and 
ending in 10, to quantify the level of self reported pain. 
The anchor (0/10) is marked “no pain”, the middle (5/10) 
is marked “moderate pain”, and the end (10/10) is marked 
as “unbearable pain”. Greater distances are associated with 
increased pain levels. In the absence of a gold-standard for 
pain assessment, the VAS has demonstrated high correla-
tion with a 5-point verbal descriptive scale and a numeric 

rating scale for pain (r = 0.71-0.78 and r = 0.62-0.91, respec-
tively.16 

SF-MPQ 2 : The SF-MPQ 2 is a shorter version of the 
original McGill Pain Questionnaire. It is a multidimen-
sional measure of pain, consisting of two subscales, one for 
sensory change and one for affective change. The SF-MPQ 
2 has been shown to be valid when compared to VAS (r = 
0.926) with strong test-retest reliability (ICC = 0.941) when 
assessing adult populations.16,17 The SF-MPQ 2 score is the 
sum of the 22 pain descriptors. 
Algometry: Algometry is the assessment of load-depen-

dent tenderness at a specific anatomical site. Tissue tender-
ness has been conventionally measured by subjecting my-
ofascial structures to external pressure. Algometers serve 
to quantify pressure pain thresholds and have been shown 
to be valid up to 80N (r = .990) when compared to force 
plate output.18 Additionally, interrater and intrarater reli-
ability were 0.92 (r = 0.87-0.95) and 0.84 (r = 0.73-0.90), 
respectively.17 Research suggests algometry may be useful 
in the assessment of treatment efficacy (14)18. The Force 
TenTM FDX Pressure Algometer (Wagner Instruments, 
Greenwich, CT 06836) was utilized. The procedure for al-
gometric measurement was adapted from Park et al17 and 
was standardized according to the following: continuous 
ascending pressure was at a constant rate, to the midline 
of the anterior brachium, in order to quantify the individ-
uals pain pressure threshold, measuring in kilogram-force 
(kgf).18‑20 Pressure was increased at a rate approximately 1 
kg/cm2/s. The participant indicated increased pain by say-
ing the word “ouch,” the test was then concluded, and the 
measurement recorded. The procedure was repeated for a 
total of three trials; average scores were calculated and 
recorded. 

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS 

All values are reported as mean ± standard deviation. Sta-
tistical analyses were performed utilizing SPSS for Windows 
(version 27.0, Armonk, NY).The independent variables con-
sisted of two groups, an experimental group (hypermobile 
individuals), and a control group (individuals that were not 
hypermobile with normal ranges of motion). The depen-
dent variables were girth, resting arm angle (RANG), Visual 
Analogue Scale (VAS), McGill Pain Questionnaire, and pres-
sure pain threshold using an algometer. In order to test the 
hypothesis, a mixed design ANOVA was performed for each 
dependent variable with time as the repeated factor. The 
two main effects were the two groups and time and the in-
teraction effect was the interaction of time and group. The 
assumption of sphericity was tested using Mauchly’s test. 
In the event that sphericity was violated, a Greenhouse-
Geisser correction factor was applied. A priori sample size 
calculation revealed that 10 subjects were required in each 
group in order to detect observed differences at a power of 
80%. A p value≤.05 was accepted for statistically significant 
differences. 
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Table 1. Subject Characteristics (n=24)    

AGE (yrs) 25.7 ± 4.0 

HEIGHT(cm) 169.4± 10.4 

WEIGHT(kg) 68.0 ±13.0 

RESULTS 

This study included 24 men and women participants. 
Group1 included 12 subjects, 10 men and 2 women with 
normal ranges of motion (score of <4 on Beighton Scale). 
Group 2 included 12 subjects, 10 women and 2 men, with 
increased ranges of motion (score of ≥ 4 on Beighton Scale 
and hypermobile in the elbow. The subject characteristics 
of the twenty four participants are presented in Table 1 

The means and standard deviations for all dependent 
variables are reported in Table 2. 

There were significant main effects for time for VAS, 
McGill, RANG, and PPT with no interaction effects. Both 
groups responded similarly, with significant changes over 
the five- day period (main effect of time) which reflects the 
response to DOMS. The main effect of group was also sig-
nificant for the dependent variable of VAS (p=0.015) and 
girth (p=0.037). However, post hoc analysis with indepen-
dent t-tests between the groups revealed that only the VAS 
scores were significantly greater in the hypermobile group 
compared to the non-hypermobile group on Day 2 
(p=0.005) with a large effect size (d=1.30) and Day 4 
(p=0.037), also with a large effect size (d=0.93). The results 
of the mixed design ANOVA for all dependent variables are 
presented in Table 3. 

DISCUSSION 

The results of the study demonstrated that individuals with 
JHS may experience and complain of more pain than indi-
viduals without JHS as a result of unaccustomed eccentric 
exercise. It appears from this data that both groups experi-

Table 2. Variables Days 1-5    

Variable Group Day 1 Day 2 Day 3 Day 4 Day 5 

VAS (0-10) 1 2.3±1.5 3.6±1.8 1.9±1.8 0.3±0.9 

2 4.7±2.2 4.7±1.8 3.9±2.5 1.4±1.8 

McGill 1 72.3±76.1 86.7±109.9 68.6±118.2 18.2±46.9 

2 54.2±40.8 86.4±65.1 62.9±75.9 19.3±36.6 

PPT (kg) 1 2.7±0.9 1.8±0.8 1.4±0.7 1.7±0.8 2.0±0.8 

2 2.6±0.8 1.5±0.8 1.0±0.8 1.4±1.0 1.9±1.1 

RANG (deg) 1 23.8±5.7 30.4±7.9 33.0±13.5 31.0±11.8 25.8±6.2 

2 22.9±3.8 35.8±5.5 36.2±7.5 36.4±12.8 28.2±4.6 

Girth (cm) 1 31.0±4.5 31.6±4.6 32.2±4.5 31.6±4.5 31.5±4.6 

2 27.7±3.4 28.6±3.4 28.7±3.6 26.3±8.4 28.8±3.5 

Values are mean ± standard deviation. VAS- Visual Analog Scale for Pain, McGill- Short Form McGill Pain Questionnaire, PPT- Pain Pressure Threshold, RANG Resting Arm Angle. 
Group 1- non-hypermobile group, Group 2-hypermobile group 

enced DOMS over the five day period following the eccen-
tric exercise. The study revealed no evidence of significant 
differences in the level of DOMS between the two groups 
except for the VAS scores. The McGill scores, RANG mea-
surements, and PPT measurements were all significantly 
changed over time for all subjects, which is the expected 
response to unaccustomed or eccentric exercise, and ap-
pears to be unrelated to the level of hypermobility of the 
participants. The results of this study may be explained by 
Distefano et al.11 who demonstrated increased perceived 
pain in hypermobile participants when compared to non-
hypermobile participant, as the hypermobile group expe-
rienced increased perception of pain as compared to the 
non-hypermobile group (VAS scores), with no other depen-
dent variables showing a significant difference between the 
groups. Girth was the only variable that was not signifi-
cantly changed over time; however, was significantly dif-
ferent between groups, with a higher girth for the non-hy-
permobile group on average compared to the hypermobile 
group. The authors of this study are attributing this to a po-
tential gender effect. The hypermobile group included more 
women and the non-hypermobile group included more 
men. The current results compare favorably to Lee et al.7 

after inducing muscle soreness through intense squatting, 
women reported significantly greater VAS scores compared 
to men. The study also found that women have greater elas-
ticity in their knee joint and should have more time for 
musculoskeletal recovery. Although they reported differ-
ences between the men and the women, they did not take 
into account of possibility of increased hypermobility prior 
to exercise in the knee joint in the women as compared to 
the men which can be inferred by their reporting greater 
elasticity of the women’s anterior cruciate ligament of the 
knee joint after exercise. 

To et al.9 reported that subjects with JHS experienced 
more centralized fatigue when compared to subjects with-
out JHS after inducing muscle fatigue to their biceps. How-
ever, they did not experience more peripheral fatigue. This 
central fatigue may contribute or be related to the in-
creased perceived pain that the subjects with hypermobility 
experienced in this study. Terry et al.6 concluded that peo-
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Table 3. Results of Mixed design ANOVA      

Variable Factor F p value 

VAS Time F3, 66 = 33.87 .001 

Group F1, 22 = 6.89 .015 

Interaction F3, 66 = 1.84 .148 

McGill Time F3, 66 = 8.58 .001 

Group F1, 22 = .047 .830 

Interaction F3, 66 = .200 .659 

PPT Time F4, 88 = 29.77 .001 

Group F1, 22 = .649 .429 

Interaction F4, 88 = .452 .771 

RANG Time F4, 88 = 13.812 .001 

Group F1, 22 = 1.44 .243 

Interaction F4, 88 = 9.78 .424 

Girth Time F3, 66 = 33.87 .001 

Group F1, 22 = 4.91 .037 

Interaction F3, 66 = 1.84 .148 

Bold font denotes a significant difference (p<0.05) 

ple living with JHS report higher levels of pain, fatigue, 
and repeated episodes of injury. Their study also indicated 
that people with JHS report and experience greater anxiety 
about getting injured or trying to “fit in” and that accep-
tance by medical professionals help with their long term re-
covery.6 Thus, there may be a psychological component to 
the higher perceived pain levels in the JHS population as 
well. 

There were several limitations of the current study. As 
mentioned previously, a gender effect was at play, as the 
non-hypermobile group in the current study mostly con-
sisted of men and the hypermobile group consisted primar-
ily of women. This was especially evident with girth mea-
surements, as the men, on average, had larger arm girths 
than the women. As previously discussed, there are phys-
iological differences between females and males that af-
fect recovery and pain perception as well.7 Future studies 
may attempt to study men or women separately to control 
for the confounding effect of gender. Some participants re-
ported they were not fully recovered by the end of the five 
days, and therefore the time limit of five days for assess-
ment in the current study served may be a limitation. Ad-
ditionally, the authors of this study believe the SF-MPQ 2 
may not have been the best outcome measure to include as 
it incorporates many different pain types that may have not 
been the most appropriate for this particular study. This 
study was heavily reliant on many subjective outcome mea-
sures as is true of most studies on DOMS. More expensive 

and objective outcome measures such as ultrasound imag-
ing and blood markers of muscle damage may be warranted. 

CONCLUSION 

The results of this study indicate that individuals with JHS 
may experience greater DOMS and require more time to re-
cover between treatment sessions. Therapists need to be 
aware that hypermobile patients may experience higher 
pain levels, and so may need to adjust treatment parame-
ters appropriately. This also means that therapists need to 
listen to their hypermobile patients’ feedback carefully re-
garding their pain levels when prescribing interventions. 
Resistance exercise has been proven to be an effective in-
tervention for reducing pain and joint instability in hyper-
mobility, but therapists need to monitor and progress it in-
dividually for hypermobile patients. 

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

The authors report no conflicts of interest. 

© The Author(s) 

Submitted: July 24, 2023 CST, Accepted: December 04, 2023 
CST 

This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License 

(CCBY-NC-4.0). View this license’s legal deed at https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0 and legal code at https://cre-

ativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/legalcode for more information. 

The Effect of Joint Hypermobility Syndrome on DOMS and Recovery Time

International Journal of Sports Physical Therapy



REFERENCES 

1. Tinkle BT, Levy HP. Symptomatic joint 
hypermobility. Med Clin North Am. 
2019;103(6):1021-1033. doi:10.1016/j.mcna.2019.08.0
02 

2. Armstrong R, Greig DM. The Beighton score as a 
predictor of Brighton criteria in sport and dance. Phys 
Ther Sport. 2018;32:145-154. doi:10.1016/j.ptsp.201
8.04.016 

3. Chiarelli N, Ritelli M, Zoppi N, Colombi M. Cellular 
and molecular mechanisms in the pathogenesis of 
classical, vascular, and hypermobile Ehlers‒Danlos 
syndromes. Genes. 2019;10(8):609. doi:10.3390/genes
10080609 

4. Castori M, Morlino S, Celletti C, et al. Management 
of pain and fatigue in the joint hypermobility 
syndrome (a.k.a. Ehlers–Danlos syndrome, 
hypermobility type): principles and proposal for a 
multidisciplinary approach. Am J Med Genet A. 
2012;158A(8):2055-2070. doi:10.1002/ajmg.a.35483 

5. Voermans NC, Knoop H, Bleijenberg G, van 
Engelen BG. Fatigue is associated with muscle 
weakness in Ehlers-Danlos syndrome: an explorative 
study. Physiotherapy. 2011;97(2):170-174. doi:10.101
6/j.physio.2010.06.001 

6. Terry RH, Palmer ST, Rimes KA, Clark CJ, 
Simmonds JV, Horwood JP. Living with joint 
hypermobility syndrome: patient experiences of 
diagnosis, referral and self-care. Fam Pract. 
2015;32(3):354-358. doi:10.1093/fampra/cmv026 

7. Lee H, Petrofsky JS, Laymon M, Yim J. A greater 
reduction of anterior cruciate ligament elasticity in 
women compared to men as a result of delayed onset 
muscle soreness. Tohoku J Exp Med. 
2013;231(2):111-115. doi:10.1620/tjem.231.111 

8. Reuter PR, Fichthorn KR. Prevalence of generalized 
joint hypermobility, musculoskeletal injuries, and 
chronic musculoskeletal pain among American 
university students. PeerJ. 2019;11(7):e7625. doi:10.7
717/peerj.7625 

9. To M, Strutton PH, Alexander CM. Central fatigue 
is greater than peripheral fatigue in people with joint 
hypermobility syndrome. J Electromyogr Kinesiol. 
2019;48:197-204. doi:10.1016/j.jelekin.2019.07.011 

10. Mitchell UH, Owen PJ, Rantalainen T, Belavý DL. 
Increased joint mobility is associated with impaired 
transversus abdominis contraction. J Strength Cond 
Res. 2022;36(9):2472-2478. doi:10.1519/jsc.00000000
00003752 

11. Di Stefano G, Celletti C, Baron R, et al. Central 
sensitization as the mechanism underlying pain in 
joint hypermobility syndrome/Ehlers–Danlos 
syndrome, hypermobility type. Eur J Pain. 
2016;20(8):1319-1325. doi:10.1002/ejp.856 

12. Igharo D, Thiel JC, Rolke R, et al. Skin biopsy 
reveals generalized small fibre neuropathy in 
hypermobile Ehlers–Danlos syndromes. Eur J Neurol. 
2022;30(3):719-728. doi:10.1111/ene.15649 

13. Pearcey GEP, Bradbury-Squires DJ, Kawamoto JE, 
Drinkwater EJ, Behm DG, Button DC. Foam rolling for 
delayed-onset muscle soreness and recovery of 
dynamic performance measures. J Athl Train. 
2015;50(1):5-13. doi:10.4085/1062-6050-50.1.01 

14. Liaghat B, Skou ST, Søndergaard J, Boyle E, 
Søgaard K, Juul-Kristensen B. Short-term 
effectiveness of high-load compared with low-load 
strengthening exercise on self-reported function in 
patients with hypermobile shoulders: a randomised 
controlled trial. Br J Sports Med. 
2022;56(22):1269-1276. doi:10.1136/bjsports-2021-1
05223 

15. Douris P, Southard V, Ferrigi R, et al. Effect of 
phototherapy on delayed onset muscle soreness. 
Photomed Laser Surg. 2006;24(3):377-382. doi:10.108
9/pho.2006.24.377 

16. Hawker GA, Mian S, Kendzerska T, French M. 
Measures of adult pain: Visual Analog Scale for Pain 
(VAS Pain), Numeric Rating Scale for Pain (NRS 
Pain), McGill Pain Questionnaire (MPQ), Short-Form 
McGill Pain Questionnaire (SF-MPQ), Chronic Pain 
Grade Scale (CPGS), Short Form-36 Bodily Pain Scale 
(SF-36 BPS), and Measure of Intermittent and 
Constant Osteoarthritis Pain (ICOAP). Arthritis Care 
Res. 2011;63(Suppl 11):10100220543. doi:10.1002/ac
r.20543 

17. Adelmanesh F, Jalali A, Attarian H, et al. 
Reliability, validity, and sensitivity measures of 
expanded and revised version of the short-form 
McGill pain questionnaire (SF-MPQ-2) in Iranian 
patients with neuropathic and non-neuropathic pain. 
Pain Med. 2012;13(12):1631-1638. doi:10.1111/j.152
6-4637.2012.01517.x 

18. Kinser AM, Sands WA, Stone MH. Reliability and 
validity of a pressure algometer. J Strength Cond Res. 
2009;23(1):312-314. doi:10.1519/jsc.0b013e31818f05
1c 

The Effect of Joint Hypermobility Syndrome on DOMS and Recovery Time

International Journal of Sports Physical Therapy

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcna.2019.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcna.2019.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ptsp.2018.04.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ptsp.2018.04.016
https://doi.org/10.3390/genes10080609
https://doi.org/10.3390/genes10080609
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.a.35483
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physio.2010.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physio.2010.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1093/fampra/cmv026
https://doi.org/10.1620/tjem.231.111
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.7625
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.7625
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jelekin.2019.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1519/jsc.0000000000003752
https://doi.org/10.1519/jsc.0000000000003752
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejp.856
https://doi.org/10.1111/ene.15649
https://doi.org/10.4085/1062-6050-50.1.01
https://doi.org/10.1136/bjsports-2021-105223
https://doi.org/10.1136/bjsports-2021-105223
https://doi.org/10.1089/pho.2006.24.377
https://doi.org/10.1089/pho.2006.24.377
https://doi.org/10.1002/acr.20543
https://doi.org/10.1002/acr.20543
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-4637.2012.01517.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-4637.2012.01517.x
https://doi.org/10.1519/jsc.0b013e31818f051c
https://doi.org/10.1519/jsc.0b013e31818f051c


19. Park G, Kim CW, Park SB, Kim MJ, Jang SH. 
Reliability and usefulness of the pressure pain 
threshold measurement in patients with myofascial 
pain. Ann Rehabil Med. 2011;35(3):412-417. doi:10.55
35/arm.2011.35.3.412 

20. Pelfort X, Torres-Claramunt R, Sánchez-Soler JF, 
et al. Pressure algometry is a useful tool to quantify 
pain in the medial part of the knee: an intra- and 
inter-reliability study in healthy subjects. Orthop 
Traumatol Surg Res. 2015;101(5):559-563. doi:10.101
6/j.otsr.2015.03.016 

The Effect of Joint Hypermobility Syndrome on DOMS and Recovery Time

International Journal of Sports Physical Therapy

https://doi.org/10.5535/arm.2011.35.3.412
https://doi.org/10.5535/arm.2011.35.3.412
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.otsr.2015.03.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.otsr.2015.03.016

	Background
	Hypotheses/Purpose
	Study Design
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion
	Level of Evidence
	INTRODUCTION
	METHODS
	Participants
	Protocol
	Measurement
	Statistical Analysis

	RESULTS
	DISCUSSION
	CONCLUSION
	Conflicts of Interest

	References

