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INTRODUCTION

Osteoarthritis (OA) is a prevalent debilitating joint 
disease affecting more than 300 million people 
globally1,2 that is frequently associated with joint pain 
and functional limitation and adversely affects physical 
and mental well- being, and compromises the quality 
of life. Additionally, OA imposes a substantial burden 
on social and healthcare resources.1 OA can affect any 

joint; however, knees are most commonly involved and it 
is estimated that knee osteoarthritis (KOA) accounts for 
83% of the total OA burden.3 In England, 18.2% of people 
aged over 45 years (4.11 million people) have KOA, and 
1.4 million of whom have severely symptomatic KOA.4

Management involves nonpharmacological ap-
proaches such as exercise and weight control, and phar-
macological approaches including prescribing analgesics 
such as paracetamol, nonsteroidal anti- inflammatory 
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Abstract
Purpose: Osteoarthritis (OA) is a chronic painful condition that often affects 
large joints such as the knee. Treatment guidelines recommend paracetamol, 
nonsteroidal anti- inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs), and opioids. Antidepressants 
and anti- epileptic drugs (AEDs) are commonly prescribed for chronic noncancer 
pain conditions including OA, as an off- label use. This study describes analgesic 
utilization in patients with knee OA at population level using standard pharmaco- 
epidemiological methods.
Method: This was a cross- sectional study between 2000 and 2014 using data from 
the U.K. Clinical Practice Research Datalink (CPRD). The use of antidepressants, 
AEDs, opioids, NSAIDs, and paracetamol was studied in adults with knee OA 
using the following measures: annual number of prescriptions, defined daily doses 
(DDD), oral morphine equivalent dose (OMEQ), and days' supply.
Results: In total, there were 8,944,381 prescriptions prescribed for 117,637 patients 
with knee OA during the 15- year period. There was a steady increase in the 
prescribing of all drug classes, except for NSAIDs, over the study period. Opioids 
were the most prevalent class prescribed in every study year. Tramadol was the 
most commonly prescribed opioid, with the number of DDD increasing from 
0.11 to 0.71 DDDs per 1000 registrants in 2000 and 2014, respectively. The largest 
increase in prescribing was for AEDs, where the number of prescriptions increased 
from 2 to 11 per 1000 CPRD registrants.
Conclusion: There was an overall increase in the prescribing of analgesics apart 
from NSAIDs. Opioids were the most frequently prescribed class; however, the 
greatest increase in prescribing between 2000 and 2014 was observed in AEDs.
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drugs (NSAID), and opioids5 or antidepressants.6 
Although not recommended by many international 
guidelines, anti- epileptic drugs (AEDs) are being in-
creasingly prescribed for chronic noncancer pain 
(CNCP) conditions including OA, as an off- label use.7 
Antidepressants and AEDs are centrally acting drug 
classes that are prescribed for neuropathic pain condi-
tions such as diabetic nephropathy.8 Research confirmed 
the involvement of complex pain mechanisms including 
central sensitization and neuropathic pain mechanisms 
in OA- related pain9 and suggested a role of antidepres-
sants and AEDs.

Other studies have showed that at any time, patients 
with OA commonly use several analgesics and for var-
ious periods of time, in their search for pain relief as 
currently no disease- modifying treatments are avail-
able.10,11 However, data on prescribing prevalence and 
temporal changes in utilization trends of analgesics 
including antidepressants and AEDs in patients with 
KOA are sparse.

Previous drug utilization studies in patients with 
OA/KOA differ in the number and types of drugs in-
cluded, ranging from single- class drugs, for example, 
opioids,12 or prescription and OTC drugs,13 or included 
drugs and nutraceuticals.10 Additionally, data sources 
used to describe their utilization also varied, including 
national and regional surveys,14 primary care medical 
records10 or hospital records.15 Few studies measured 
the annual prescription prevalence and the propor-
tion of patients using analgesics over differing peri-
ods of time, ranging from one16 to 22 years.17 However, 
population- level data on drug utilization using stan-
dard pharmaco- epidemiological measures (eg, de-
fined daily dose (DDD) and annual days of supply) 
in patients with KOA have not been comprehensively 
described.

In the U.K., the health care is provided through 
publicly funded systems in which a comprehensive 
range of health services is provided free at the point 
of use for people ordinary resident in the country. 
Primary care services are provided mainly by gen-
eral practitioners (GPs), who also act as “gatekeep-
ers” in providing access to secondary care.18 People 
can register with the general practice near them for 
free and GPs are the usual first point of contact for 
people with symptomatic (painful) OA. Although a 
rise in prescribing opioids,19 antidepressants,20 and 
AEDs21 has been shown in the U.K., data from people 
with specific painful conditions (eg, OA) are limited. 
Condition- specific drug utilization data would enable 
comparisons with other painful chronic conditions 
and inform future actions. The present study sought to 
describe the temporal changes in analgesic prescribing 
in primary care patients with KOA in the U.K. Such 
description of prescribing trends is most meaningful 
when trends are described and compared over time, 
particularly when knowing that in the U.K., no change 

in trends of incidence of physician- diagnosed OA be-
tween 1992 and 2013 was reported.17 Several regula-
tory measures were introduced in the U.K. to control 
the use of opioids and gabapentinoids. In June 2014, 
tramadol was reclassified as a schedule 3 controlled 
drug, and in April 2019, gabapentinoids were also re-
classified as schedule 3 drugs.22 Controlled drugs are 
drugs that are subject to high levels of regulation based 
on government decisions aiming to strengthen gover-
nance arrangements for their management and use to 
minimize patient harm, misuse, and criminality. There 
are five schedules for these drugs in the U.K.; sched-
ule 1 contains drugs that are considered to have little 
or no therapeutic value and are subjective to most re-
strictive control. Schedule 2 and 3 contain drugs that 
can be prescribed and therefore legally possessed and 
supplied by pharmacists and doctors. In schedule 4, 
drugs can only be lawfully possessed under a prescrip-
tion otherwise, possession is an offense. Schedule 5 
contains drugs that are considered to have therapeutic 
value and are commonly available as over- the- counter 
medicines. Findings from the present study would pro-
vide baseline information to inform future research on 
the impact of such regulations.

M ETHODS

Study design and data source

This was a retrospective, cross- sectional study using 
data from the Clinical Practice Research Datalink- 
Gold (CPRD). CPRD is a large primary care 
longitudinal electronic medical records database 
that contains anonymous records of patients from 
general practices across the U.K. (including England, 
Scotland, Wales, and Northern Ireland) who have 
agreed at a practice level to provide data on a monthly 
basis.23 As of July 2013, 674 practices contributed data 
to CPRD GOLD and records of more than 4.4 million 
active patients (alive and contribute data to CPRD) 

Key points

1. There have been steady increases in the 
prescribing of all analgesic classes, except 
NSAIDs, for knee osteoarthritis between 2000 
and 2014.

2. Opioids were the most frequently prescribed 
class; tramadol was the most frequently 
prescribed opioid.

3. The largest increase in prescribing was for 
AEDs, where prescriptions increased from 2 
to 11/1000 registrants between 2000 and 2014.
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were included. Recording of diagnosis is mandatory 
for every consultation, and there is no limit on the 
number of diagnoses entered. The database contains 
information on symptoms, diagnoses, prescriptions, 
referrals, tests, immunization, lifestyle factors, and 
information on medical staff.24

Substantial research has been undertaken to inves-
tigate the validity and completeness of CPRD data and 
has provided satisfactory results.24,25 The comprehen-
sive records of prescribing would enable reliable anal-
yses of analgesic utilization. Further information on 
CPRD can be obtained from https://cprd.com/prima 
ry- care.

Study population and prescriptions

Patients with at least one medical code for KOA 
diagnosis recorded between January 1, 2000, and 
December 31, 2014, and aged 18 years or over, were 
included. This time period would enable the capture any 
changes in prescribing all five study drug classes before 
the introduction of new regulatory controls in 201426 and 
2019.22 Patients with records containing medical codes 
for cancer- related diagnoses recorded prior to or during 
the study period were not included. The total number 
of patients prescribed each analgesic class, and their 
demographic data were recorded.

Prescriptions of antidepressants, AEDs, opioids, 
NSAIDs, and paracetamol (Table  S1) prescribed for 
the selected patients, were extracted from CPRD using 
specific drug- related product codes (which are CPRD 
unique codes for the drug product selected by the GP). 
Injections and suppository product codes were not in-
cluded as these dosage forms are less likely to be pre-
scribed in primary care for the long- term management of 
KOA- related pain. Buprenorphine 2 mg and 8 mg tablets 
were excluded too, as these are almost exclusively pre-
scribed for the treatment of opioid dependence. Each 
prescription record contains information of item name 
and strength, prescription date, quantity, and numerical 
daily dose (NDD). Prescriptions were included after the 
latest of the two dates; the practices' up- to- standard (uts) 
date (date at which the practice data is deemed to be of 
research quality) or the patients' practice registration 
date.

Study measures

The following study measures were calculated in repeat 
cross- sectional estimates for each year. These measures 
were adopted from the previous published work on the 
utilization of analgesics in cancer and noncancer pain 
in the U.K.19

Number of analgesic prescriptions

The total number of analgesic prescriptions prescribed 
for patients with KOA during the 15- year study period 
and the number of analgesic prescriptions per 1000 
CPRD registrants per year for each analgesic class was 
calculated. This is calculated by dividing the number of 
analgesic prescriptions prescribed for patients with KOA 
by the total number of people in the database that year 
(referred to as registrants hereinafter).

Defined daily dose

The quantity of each prescribed drug was multiplied 
by the strength (in milligrams) to calculate the amount 
of each prescription. For transdermal buprenorphine 
and fentanyl formulations, the patch strength and 
the duration of delivery rate of the formulations were 
included in the dose calculation. The annual total 
prescribed dose in milligrams for each drug was 
calculated and divided by the defined daily dose (DDD) 
(the daily average maintenance for a 70- kg male patient 
as defined by the WHO Collaborating Centre for Drug 
Statistics Methodology27) (Table  S1). The result was 
then divided by the total number of people registered 
in CPRD for the year and then multiplied by 1000 and 
further divided by 365 to yield the mean annual number 
of DDDs per 1000 registrants per day.19

To quantify their utilization, antidepressant drugs 
were grouped into four subclasses as described in the 
British National Formulary28; tricyclic and related 
antidepressants (TCAs), monoamine oxidase inhibi-
tors (MAOIs), selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors 
(SSRIs), and other antidepressants. AEDs were grouped 
into two main groups: older AEDs and newer AEDs.29,30 
The main differences between them are that the newer 
AEDs exhibit fewer pharmacokinetic drug– drug inter-
actions, due to the absence of hepatic enzyme induction/
inhibition properties, and have fewer adverse drug events 
compared with older AEDs.31

Oral morphine equivalent (OMEQ) doses

The dose for each opioid prescription was multiplied 
by the equianalgesic ratio (Table  S2) of the opioid32,33 
to derive the oral morphine equivalent (OMEQ) dose. 
Annual OMEQ dose per day was calculated by dividing 
the total OMEQ dose by the total days of supply (detailed 
below) for each patient in a calendar year.

Opioid dose was further classified according into four 
OMEQ dose ranks, ≤ 50, 51– ≤ 100, 101– 200, and > 200 mg/
day. Such dose ranking would identify the proportion 
of patients prescribed lower or higher doses. Previous 
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research showed that patients receiving higher opioid 
doses (OMEQ ≥ 100 mg/day) are more likely to deviate 
from the prescribed dose, using illicit opioids or other 
substances that increase risk of overdose.34

Days' supply

The number of “days of supply” for each prescription was 
calculated by dividing the quantity by the NDD. The total 
days of supply of prescriptions for each patient per calen-
dar year were calculated, and any overlapping days of sup-
ply between prescriptions within a year were subtracted.

Data management

Data cleaning involved data inspection for missing 
information or outliers. Patient records with missing 
information on year of birth were excluded. Less than 
0.3% of prescriptions with missing quantity or extreme 
values (ie, greater than two times of the 99th percentile 
value) were excluded from the analysis. Between 8.3% 
and 27.5% of the prescriptions had missing NDD (for 
AEDs and opioids, respectively) and were imputed using 
the recommended dosing information from the British 
National Formulary.28 Patients were stratified into five 
groups according to the drug classes prescribed.

Data analysis

Descriptive statistics were used to report the study 
measures for each year and the percentage change 
between 2000 and 2014 data for each study measure was 
reported. Sensitivity analyses were conducted to assess 
the impact of NDD missing data management on the 
dose calculation. All analyses were carried out using 
Stata 15.1 (Stata Corp LLC. 2017). This research was 
approved by the CPRD Independent Scientific Advisory 
Committee (protocol number 18_170R).

RESU LTS

There were 137,457 patients with a recorded diagnosis 
of KOA between 2000 and 2014 in CPRD. This study 
included 117,637 patients (85.6% of total after exclusion 
of those diagnosed with KOA outside uts date and those 
with cancer diagnoses as illustrated in Figure S1) with a 
mean age of 66.3 (SD 12.7) years and 58.7% (n = 69,053) 
were female (Table 1 and Table S3). There was a higher 
proportion of patients aged between 40 and 64 years old 
(43.9%), followed by those aged 56– 80 (38.7%).

In total, there were 8,944,381 prescriptions of the five 
study drug classes issued for patients with KOA over the 
study period. The number varied according to the drug 

class (n  =  491,881 AED and 3,120,074 opioid prescrip-
tions) representing 5.5% and 34.9% of total analgesic 
prescriptions, respectively. Paracetamol prescriptions 
constituted 23.0% and antidepressants 22.0% of total 
prescriptions (Table 2).

The mean number of prescriptions per patient per year 
increased from 5.8 (±4.0) to 9.6 (±7.0), 8.7 (±6.2) to 9.6 (±3.4), 
and from 5.1(±4.4) to 7.2 (±6.7) for antidepressants, AED, 
and opioid prescriptions, respectively, in 2000 and 2014, rep-
resenting 65.5%, 10.3%, and 41.1% increases, respectively.

The annual number of prescriptions per 1000 CPRD 
registrants showed an overall increase over the study 
period for all classes except for NSAIDs (Figure 1). Of 
the five studied drug classes, opioids were the most fre-
quently prescribed class in every study year; however, 
the most prominent change was in AED use, with 450% 
increase in 2014 compared with 2000 (from two to 11 
prescriptions per 1000 registrants), followed by antide-
pressants (from 14 to 35) and opioids (from 27 to 46) pre-
scriptions per 1000 registrants. The number of NSAID 
prescriptions per 1000 CPRD registrants dropped from 

TA B L E  1  Characteristics of the study population (N = 117,637).

Characteristics
Number of patients 
(% from total)

Gender

Males 48,584 (41.3%)

Females 69,053 (58.7%)

Age at OA diagnosis (years)

Mean (±SD) 66.3 (±12.7)

Range 18– 106

Age ranks (years)

<40 2143 (2.1%)

40– 64 45,678 (43.9%)

65– 80 40,305 (38.7%)

>80 15,956 (15.3%)

IMD scorea

1 (least deprived) 14,176 (21.6%)

2 15,456 (23.5%)

3 13,842 (21.2%)

4 12,610 (19.2%)

5 (most deprived) 9696 (14.8%)

Number of patients prescribed specific analgesics over the study 
yearsb

Antidepressants 53,467 (45.5%)

AEDs 15,814 (13.4%)

Opioids 93,007 (79.1%)

NSAIDs 84,750 (72.0%)

Paracetamol 82,497 (70.1%)

Abbreviations: IMD, index of multiple deprivation; SD, standard deviation.
aData were available for 104,082 patients.
bTotal exceeds 100% as some patients prescribed more than one class.
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17 to 7 (58.8% drop) between 2000 to 2014 (Figure 1 and 
Table 2).

Defined daily doses (DDD) of study drug classes

Of all five analgesic classes, paracetamol had the highest 
mean annual DDD (between 0.79 to 1.40 per 1000 
registrants per day) followed by opioids, which ranged 
from 0.16 to 0.22 per 1000 registrants per day in 2000 and 
2014 respectively (Figure 2).

Within antidepressants, the number of DDDs per 
1000 registrants for SSRIs and other antidepressant sub-
classes increased throughout the study period, from 0.09 
to 0.32 and from 0.02 to 0.07 DDDs per patient per day 
in 2000 and 2014, respectively (Figure 3). In contrast to 
the older AEDs, the mean annual DDD per 1000 CPRD 
registrants for newer AEDs showed a sharp rise over the 
study period (from 0.0009 in 2000 to 0.02435 DDD per 
1000 registrants in 2014) (Figure  4). Among the newer 
AEDs, gabapentinoids (gabapentin and pregabalin) 
demonstrated a progressive increase (from 0.005 to 0.247 
DDD/1000 CPRD registrants) between 2000 and 2014, 
particularly from 2004 (Figure S2).

Considering individual opioids, the most prominent 
change was the increase in the number of DDDs of trama-
dol (0.11 DDDs in 2000 to 0.71 in 2014) (545.4% increase) 
(Figure  5). There were also substantial increases in pre-
scribing prevalence of morphine and oxycodone was also 
prominent, with an increase from 0.01 to 0.1 and from 0.006 
to 0.06 DDDs per 1000 registrants per day, respectively.

Annual OMEQ doses

The mean OMEQ over the study period was 
63.26 ± 21.96 mg/day, and there was an increasing trend 
throughout, from 32.6 mg in 2000 to 71.7 mg in 2014 
(119.9% increase) (Figure  6). Patients with KOA were 
predominantly prescribed low doses of opioids (≤ 50 mg/
day); however, there was a continuous rise in the pro-
portion of patients who were prescribed higher OMEQ 
doses (≥ 50 mg/day), including those who used 51– 100 mg 
and 101 to 200 mg per day from 0.38% to 1.75% (361% 
increase) and from 0.38% to 0.79% (108% increase), re-
spectively, which was associated with a small decrease 
in the proportion of patients who used low dose ranks 
(Figure S3).

TA B L E  2  Analgesic prescriptions between 2000 and 2014 prescribed for patients with KOA included in the study.

Study drug class
Total no. of prescriptions per analgesic class 
over study years

Analgesic prescriptions per 1000 CPRD registrants (people 
registered in CPRD for the year)

2000 2014 % change

Antidepressants 1,967,660 14.0 35.4 152.8

AEDs 491,881 2.6 11.6 450

Opioids 3,120,074 27.5 46.5 69.5

NSAIDs 1,302,060 17.5 7.4 −57.7

Paracetamol 2,062,706 20.5 31.2 52.2

Abbreviation: KOA, knee osteoarthritis.

F I G U R E  1  Number of prescriptions per 1000 CPRD registrants over the study period.
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Annual days' supply

The mean annual days' supply per patient during the 
study period was longer for antidepressants compared 
with the remaining classes (167.2 and 186.9 days in 
2000 and 2014) (Table  S4). The mean number of an-
nual days' supply per patient for opioids and paracet-
amol increased by 29.7% and 29.0%, more than the 
other classes (antidepressants 11.8%, NSAIDs 16.2%). 
However, there was a decrease in AEDs days' supply 

from 91.1 (SD 10.1) to 73.4 (SD 8.91) days, representing 
a 19.4% decrease.

DISCUSSION

Main findings

There were steady increases in the prescribing of all 
studied drug classes, except NSAIDs. Opioids were the 

F I G U R E  2  Mean annual DDD per 1000 registrants, all study drug classes.
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most frequently prescribed analgesic class and tramadol 
was the most frequently prescribed opioid, for which the 
DDD per 1000 CPRD registrants increased from 0.11 to 
0.71 in 2000 and 2014, respectively. The most prominent 

increase was found in AED prescribing, where the num-
ber of prescriptions increased from 2 to 11 per 1000 
CPRD registrants. However, there was a decrease in the 
number of NSAID prescriptions between 2004 and 2014, 

F I G U R E  4  Mean annual DDD per 1000 registrants for antiepileptic drugs (AEDs).
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F I G U R E  5  Mean annual DDD per 1000 registrants for individual opioids.
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F I G U R E  6  Mean daily oral morphine equivalent (OMEQ) dose in each study year.
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with the numbers dropping from 17.5 to 7.4 and 0.2 to 
0.03 for prescriptions and DDDs per 1000 CPRD regis-
trants, respectively.

Comparison with analgesic prescribing studies

Findings from the present study were consistent with those 
from prior research. An overall increase in antidepressant 
prescriptions was reported in five European countries 
(Spain, Germany, Denmark, Netherlands, and the U.K.) 
using seven different electronic health record (EHR) 
databases (including CPRD) between 2001 and 2009.35 
Antidepressant prescribing in the U.K. showed a slightly 
increasing trend from 836 to 1000 users per 10,000 
person- years during the study period.35 In a different 
study including 1,280,995 prescriptions for 350,398 
CPRD registrants, antidepressant prescribing increased 
from 61.9 per 1000 person- years (PY) in 1995 to 129.9 per 
1000 PY in 2011.36

The rate of patients newly treated with gabapentin has 
tripled between 2007 and 2017 from 230 to 679 per 100,000 
persons per year, and for pregabalin from 128 to 379 for 
patients without epilepsy in the U.K.7 Similarly, a 55- fold 
rise in gabapentin among patients without a seizure dis-
order (from 0.2 to 11.1 per 1000 persons) was observed, 
compared with only a twofold increase from 21.6 to 41.3 
per 1000 persons for patients with epilepsy in Canada.37 
A dramatic increase in the incidence of new AED users 
was observed from 2005 to 2006 in a population- based 
study in Italy, where the cumulative incidence increased 
from 9.4 (95% CI 8.9, 9.9) to 15.5 (95% CI 14.8, 16.1) from 
2003 to 2006.29

In patients with OA, an increase in the number of 
gabapentinoids prescriptions was reported in a recent 
population- based study using data from the CPRD.38 
The study found a substantial rise in the incidence of ga-
bapentinoid prescribing from 9.5 (95% CI: 9.0, 10.1) to 
28.0 (27.2, 28.8) people first prescribed gabapentinoids 
per 1000 person- years from 2005 to 2014. Gabapentin 
and pregabalin were classified as controlled drugs in 
the U.K. in April 2019 meaning that there are greater 
controls on the prescribing and dispensing of gabapen-
tinoids, pharmacists must dispense the drugs within 
28 days of the prescription being written.22

The increase in opioid prescribing found in the pres-
ent study reflects an overall increase in the utilization 
of opioids in the U.K. generally, as reported in several 
studies in the U.K.19,39,40 and other countries.12,41,42 In pa-
tients with newly diagnosed OA, opioid prescriptions in-
crease from 0.1% to 1.9% between 1993 and 2013 has been 
reported.17 Similarly, a significant increase in opioid pre-
scribing between 2003 and 2009 was found in the United 
States in a sample of 1387 Medicare Current Beneficiary 
Survey participants.12 A total of 31% of patients with 
KOA received opioids in 2003 compared with 40% in 
2009 (OR 1.5, 95% CI 1.1, 2.0 for 2009 compared with 

2003).12 Additionally, the proportion of opioid users in a 
cohort of Australian patients with KOA during the year 
prior to total knee replacement (TKR) increased from 
37.4% to 48.6% (p < 0.0001) from 2001 to 2012 (n = 1205 
and 1087).42

The rise in opioid prescribing in the present study 
was particularly noticeable from 2005 onward. This 
could be explained by the availability of several new 
strong opioid formulations in the U.K. around that 
time, including the buprenorphine 7- day patch and the 
fentanyl 12 mcg/h patch that were both licensed in 2005. 
Additionally, the global withdrawal of the COX- 2 in-
hibitor rofecoxib in 2004 was associated with increased 
opioid prescribing.43 Consistent with findings from 
the present study, increased tramadol utilization has 
been reported with the number of daily defined doses 
in England increasing from approximately 5.9 million 
in 2005 to 11.1 million in 2012.26 Subsequently, in 2014 
tramadol was classified as a schedule 3 controlled drug 
based on advice from the U.K.'s Advisory Council on 
the Misuse of Drugs, due to concerns about safety and 
the potential risk of misuse. It is worth mentioning that 
the subtle decline in prescribing certain opioids (eg, bu-
perinorphine) observed in 2012 was in line with data re-
ported internationally.44

The present study found a gradual increase in the 
proportion of patients using higher OMEQ dose ranks, 
which may be interpreted as an increased proportion of 
strong opioid users within the cohort. The proportion of 
patients using strong opioids (oxycodone) increased from 
0.1 to 1.2 per 100 patients with OA, and the proportion 
of strong opioid users doubled from 0.1 to 0.2 per 100 pa-
tients with OA in the U.K. from 1993 to 2013.17 Similarly, 
Bedson, in 2013, reported the doubling of strong opioid 
prescriptions from 545 to 1035 users per 10,000 registered 
population.43 Additionally, a decrease in weak opioid 
users in Scotland was reported between 1995 and 2010, 
with a large increase in the proportion of strong opioid 
users from 0.2% in 1995 to 3.6% in 2010.39

In the U.K., there was a drop in COX- 2 users from 
12.1% to 0.6%, and NSAID users from 27% to 12.5%, 
from 2004 and 2013,17 and from 41% to 31% from 2003 
to 2009 in another study in the United States12 and from 
76% to 50.3% from 2001 to 2012 in Australia.42 In 2004, 
the U.K. Medicine and Healthcare product Regulatory 
Agency (MHRA) issued a safety directive advising the 
avoidance of COX- 2 inhibitors, due to increased risk of 
cardiovascular side effects such as myocardial infarc-
tion and stroke.45 The directive was further extended to 
include cautionary use of nonselective NSAIDs, due to 
increased risk of thrombotic events, and all prescribers 
were advised to keep doses to the minimum effective 
level and to tailor doses according to patients' risk pro-
files.46,47 There was a rapid decrease in the proportion 
of patients being newly prescribed COX- 2 and NSAIDs 
following the issuance of this MHRA guidance,43 also 
replicated in the present study.
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The present study reported an increase in the prescrip-
tions of paracetamol, which was consistent with findings 
on analgesic use 1 year prior to TKR. The study found 
that the overall prevalence of paracetamol prescriptions 
in Australia increased by 9.3% between 2001 and 2012.42

Among all drug classes, antidepressants had the lon-
gest days' supply per year, followed by NSAIDs, with a 
gradual increase trend over the study period. Long- term 
prescribing of antidepressants was found to be the main 
reason behind the increase in antidepressant prescribing 
in the U.K.,36,48 probably indicating better adherence to 
depression management guidelines.49

AEDs and paracetamol had the lowest mean annual 
days' supply per year (roughly decreased to 2.5 months 
for AEDs in 2014), which indicates a poor retention de-
spite the observed increased prescribing. In fact, the in-
creased prescribing of AEDs was probably for off- label 
indications as an adoption of a multimodal approach as 
seen for other classes of analgesics (eg, antidepressants) 
in an effort to mitigate opioid over prescribing. However, 
the poor retention of AEDs could be a reflection of 
treatment discontinuation due to lack of efficacy and/
or undesirable side effect profiles.50 The risk of adverse 
drug effects appears to be particularly prevalent when 
combined with other CNS system depressants including 
opioids. Patients with prolonged use of concomitant gab-
apentin and opioids were significantly more likely to ex-
perience an all- cause or drug- related hospital inpatient 
stay particularly for altered mental status or respiratory 
depression.51

In 2014, those who used opioids, had used them for 
almost 3 months, and that represented around 30% in-
crease from 2000 (from 66.9 ± 92.6 to 86.8 ± 112.6 in 2000 
and 2014). This finding may be of particular importance 
since long- term opioid use has been associated with se-
rious adverse events including major trauma and over-
dose52 .

Strengths and limitations

The use of the CPRD, a primary care database with 
data on patients broadly representative of the U.K. 
population, enabled a detailed description of trends of 
drug utilization at a population level and maximized 
the external validity of this research.24 Conclusions 
on utilization trends are generalizable across the U.K. 
and other countries (with health systems similar to 
those of the U.K., where, eg, management of KOA 
takes place in primary care). Prevalence was estimated 
using the whole population of patients with KOA, and 
measured annually over a prolonged period (15 years). 
This minimized the possibility of obtaining differing 
results if another timeframe had been chosen (eg, if only 
selected years were studied). A 15- year study period 
allowed a large observation window, where changes in 
prescribing for patients with KOA could be tracked. 

Unlike previous drug utilization studies,10 the present 
study quantified the use of several drug classes which 
are either recommended by clinical guidelines or are 
being used in clinical practice for KOA- related pain. 
Typically, drug utilization studies in patients with OA 
focus on opioids, nonopioids, or both.10,12,53 However, 
the present study included a wider range of drugs for 
OA pain and, hence, enabled assessing the changes over 
time in prescribing the first-  and second- line analgesics 
(paracetamol, NSAIDs, and opioids, respectively), in 
addition to other centrally acting KOA pain treatments 
(antidepressants and AEDs).

However, there are some limitations which must be 
considered. Firstly, the analysis was made using pre-
scriptions generated in primary care, and it is assumed 
that the prescribed drugs were dispensed and actually 
taken by patients, which may overestimate overall drug 
utilization as research has shown that up to 50% of pa-
tients do not comply with their long- term therapies.54 
Nevertheless, prescribing data are one of the main data 
sources for drug utilization and pharmacoepidemiology 
studies. Drugs prescribed and dispensed in hospitals 
are not recorded in the CPRD; however, this is also not 
likely to form a major proportion of analgesic use, be-
cause KOA is primarily managed in general practice in 
the U.K.

Secondly, there is the potential for underestimation 
of NSAID and paracetamol utilization, as these agents 
are widely accessed through over- the- counter (OTC) 
purchases, hence are not completely recorded in CPRD. 
However, most of the patients with KOA who were iden-
tified in this research were aged over 60 years old, thus 
qualifying for free prescriptions in the U.K.,55 hence they 
are likely only to have a very small proportion of their 
analgesics not prescribed by GPs.

Findings of this study describe the use of AEDs and 
other analgesics in people with a diagnosis of KOA. The 
recording of KOA diagnosis depends on the presence of 
what are considered more important morbidities, for ex-
ample, MI or stroke.

That is, OA is likely to be recorded if it is the primary 
complaint and in the absence of more acute diagnoses.56 
Given that, it is less likely that other more pressing pain 
conditions (eg, spine- related stenosis/radiculopathy) 
were present in these patients.

Findings suggest an overall increased prevalence of 
analgesic prescribing in patients with KOA and indi-
cate a need for regular monitoring. The raise in opi-
oids use is of particular concern as problematic use 
of opioids by older adults (including those with KOA) 
is associated with a number of pertinent adverse ef-
fects, including sedation, cognitive impairment, falls, 
fractures, and constipation.57 The successful man-
agement of KOA involves the integration of both 
nonpharmacological management (such as advice on 
exercise and weight loss support, and education on self- 
management) and medicines.5 Hence, it is important 
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to ensure that core educational and lifestyle measures 
recommended by clinical guidelines,5 are optimized 
when such an increase in analgesic prescribing has 
been observed. Previous research showed that while 
GPs' attitudes and beliefs on the importance of exercise 
for chronic knee pain (CKP) attributable to KOA were 
positive overall, only 11% of the GPs recommended 
exercise in accordance with recommendations.58 The 
most reported barriers in using exercise for CKP were 
a lack of sufficient consultation time, reported by 51% 
of the 835 GPs; lack of expertise (training), reported 
by 41%; and the perception that patients prefer other 
management modalities, reported by 36%.59 These bar-
riers and the subsequent limited uptake of core treat-
ment (exercise and weight loss) and self- management 
measures may in part explain the increasing prevalence 
of analgesic prescribing in primary care. Additionally, 
the overall increase in prescribing could have stemmed 
from the inclusion of patients with diagnostic Read 
codes for KOA as a study population, who are likely 
to be prescribed analgesics within 2 weeks after diag-
nosis compared with those with symptoms- based Read 
codes (eg, knee pain- related Read codes). With the in-
crease in the prescribing prevalence of newer AEDs, 
particularly gabapentinoids, in this study, great em-
phasis must be placed on education to raise awareness 
through information campaigns, and training of prac-
titioners and patients on the risks associated with their 
use, especially when used concomitantly with opioids. 
The insufficiency of evidence of opioid effectiveness 
for long- term use or in high doses needs to be high-
lighted to patients during reviews.

CONCLUSION

This study described changes in the prescribing of a 
range of analgesics commonly prescribed for patients 
with KOA over a 15- year period. There was an overall 
increase in the number of prescriptions and the mean 
number of DDDs of antidepressants, AEDs, opioids, and 
paracetamol throughout the study period. In contrast, the 
prevalence of NSAID prescribing showed a decreasing 
trend from 2005 onward. The increased prescribing for 
most of the studied drug classes, particularly opioids and 
AEDs, warrants further investigation into drug exposure 
and outcomes for individual patients to optimize safety 
of analgesic use in this patient population.

AU T HOR CON TR I BU T IONS
AT initiated and developed the research questions, ac-
cessed the research data, conducted data management, 
data analysis, and led on drafting the manuscript. RDK 
and SG advised on the study design and data analysis. 
All of the authors contributed to the interpretation 
of the data, critically revised the manuscript, and ap-
proved the final version submitted for publication.

ACK NOW LEDGM EN TS
We would like to acknowledge Dr. Li- Chia Chen for her 
advice on data extraction and data management.

F U N DI NG I N FOR M AT ION
AT was funded by a PhD scholarship from the Ministry 
of Higher Education, Oman. Funders had no role in the 
design and execution of the study.

CON F LICT OF I N T ER E ST STAT EM EN T
The authors declare no competing interest.

DATA AVA I LA BI LI T Y STAT EM EN T
The data that support the findings of this study are 
owned by the CPRD and may be available subject to 
data sharing regulations of the CPRD.

ORCI D
Aqila Taqi   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0933-9003 

R E F ER E NC E S
 1. James SL, Abate D, Abate KH, Abay SM, Abbafati C, Abbasi 

N, et al. Global, regional, and national incidence, preva-
lence, and years lived with disability for 354 diseases and inju-
ries for 195 countries and territories, 1990– 2017: a systematic 
analysis for the global burden of disease study 2017. Lancet. 
2018;392(10159):1789– 858.

 2. Kloppenburg M, Berenbaum F. Osteoarthritis year in re-
view 2019: epidemiology and therapy. Osteoarthr Cartil. 
2020;28(3):242– 8.

 3. Spitaels D, Mamouris P, Vaes B, Smeets M, Luyten F, Hermens 
R, et al. Epidemiology of knee osteoarthritis in general practice: 
a registry- based study. BMJ Open. 2020;10(1):e031734.

 4. VersusArthritis. The state of musculoskeletal health 2019: versus 
arthritis. 2019 [updated 2019]. Available from: https://www.versu 
sarth ritis.org/about - arthr itis/data- and- stati stics/ state - of- muscu 
loske letal - healt h- 2019/

 5. (NICE) NIfCaCE. Osteoarthritis: care and management. 2014 
Available from: https://www.nice.org.uk/guida nce/CG177

 6. Bannuru RR, Osani MC, Vaysbrot EE, Arden NK, Bennell K, 
Bierma- Zeinstra SMA, et al. OARSI guidelines for the non- 
surgical management of knee, hip, and polyarticular osteoar-
thritis. Osteoarthr Cartil. 2019;27(11):1578– 89.

 7. Montastruc F, Loo SY, Renoux C. Trends in first gabapentin 
and pregabalin prescriptions in primary Care in the United 
Kingdom, 1993– 2017. JAMA. 2018;320(20):2149– 51.

 8. Excellence NIfHaC. Neuropathic pain in adults: pharmacologi-
cal management in non- specialist settings. 2020 Available from: 
https://www.nice.org.uk/guida nce/cg173

 9. Dimitroulas T, Duarte RV, Behura A, Kitas GD, Raphael JH. 
Neuropathic pain in osteoarthritis: a review of pathophysiologi-
cal mechanisms and implications for treatment. Semin Arthritis 
Rheum. 2014;44(2):145– 54.

 10. Wilson N, Sanchez- Riera L, Morros R, Diez- Perez A, Javaid 
MK, Cooper C, et al. Drug utilization in patients with OA: a 
population- based study. Rheumatology. 2015;54(5):860– 7.

 11. Lo- Ciganic WH, Floden L, Lee JK, Ashbeck EL, Zhou L, 
Chinthammit C, et al. Analgesic use and risk of recurrent 
falls in participants with or at risk of knee osteoarthritis: 
data from the osteoarthritis initiative. Osteoarthr Cartil. 
2017;25(9):1390– 8.

 12. Wright EA, Katz JN, Abrams S, Solomon DH, Losina E. Trends 
in prescription of opioids from 2003– 2009 in persons with knee 
osteoarthritis. Arthritis Care Res. 2014;66(10):1489– 95.

 15332500, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/papr.13212 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [03/03/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0933-9003
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0933-9003
https://www.versusarthritis.org/about-arthritis/data-and-statistics/state-of-musculoskeletal-health-2019/
https://www.versusarthritis.org/about-arthritis/data-and-statistics/state-of-musculoskeletal-health-2019/
https://www.versusarthritis.org/about-arthritis/data-and-statistics/state-of-musculoskeletal-health-2019/
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/CG177
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg173


   | 11TAQI et al.

 13. Kingsbury SR, Hensor EMA, Walsh CAE, Hochberg MC, 
Conaghan PG. How do people with knee osteoarthritis use os-
teoarthritis pain medications and does this change over time? 
Data from the osteoarthritis initiative. Arthritis Res Ther. 
2013;15(5):R106- R.

 14. Kingsbury SR, Gross HJ, Isherwood G, Conaghan PG. 
Osteoarthritis in Europe: impact on health status, work produc-
tivity and use of pharmacotherapies in five European countries. 
Rheumatology (Oxford). 2014;53(5):937– 47.

 15. Akazawa M, Mimura W, Togo K, Ebata N, Harada N, Murano 
H, et al. Patterns of drug treatment in patients with osteoarthri-
tis and chronic low back pain in Japan: a retrospective database 
study. J Pain Res. 2019;12:1631– 48.

 16. Gore M, Tai K- S, Sadosky A, Leslie D, Stacey BR. Clinical co-
morbidities, treatment patterns, and direct medical costs of pa-
tients with osteoarthritis in usual care: a retrospective claims 
database analysis. J Med Econ. 2011;14(4):497– 507.

 17. Yu D, Jordan KP, Bedson J, Englund M, Blyth F, Turkiewicz 
A, et al. Population trends in the incidence and initial man-
agement of osteoarthritis: age- period- cohort analysis of the 
Clinical Practice Research Datalink, 1992– 2013. Rheumatology 
(Oxford). 2017;56(11):1902– 17.

 18. Sripa P, Hayhoe B, Garg P, Majeed A, Greenfield G. Impact 
of GP gatekeeping on quality of care, and health outcomes, 
use, and expenditure: a systematic review. Br J Gen Pract. 
2019;69(682):e294– 303.

 19. Zin CS, Chen LC, Knaggs RD. Changes in trends and pat-
tern of strong opioid prescribing in primary care. Eur J Pain. 
2014;18(9):1343– 51.

 20. Lockhart P, Guthrie B. Trends in primary care antidepressant 
prescribing 1995- 2007: a longitudinal population database anal-
ysis. Br J Gen Pract. 2011;61(590):e565– e72.

 21. Nicholas JM, Ridsdale L, Richardson MP, Ashworth M, 
Gulliford MC. Trends in antiepileptic drug utilisation in UK 
primary care 1993– 2008: cohort study using the general practice 
research database. Seizure. 2012;21(6):466– 70.

 22. NHSEngland. Rescheduling of Gabapentin and Pregabalin 
as Schedule 3 Controlled Drugs, Guidance: for urgent action. 
2019. Available from: https://www.engla nd.nhs.uk/wp- conte nt/
uploa ds/2019/03/prega balin - and- gabap entin - guida nce- v1.pdf

 23. Ghosh RE, Crellin E, Beatty S, Donegan K, Myles P, 
Williams R. How clinical practice research datalink data 
are used to support pharmacovigilance. Ther Adv Drug Saf. 
2019;10:2042098619854010.

 24. Herrett E, Gallagher AM, Bhaskaran K, Forbes H, Mathur R, 
van Staa T, et al. Data resource profile: clinical practice research 
datalink (CPRD). Int J Epidemiol. 2015;44(3):827– 36.

 25. Herrett E, Thomas SL, Schoonen WM, Smeeth L, Hall AJ. 
Validation and validity of diagnoses in the general practice 
research database: a systematic review. Br J Clin Pharmacol. 
2010;69(1):4– 14.

 26. Drugs ACotMo. ACMD advice on tramadol London. 2013 
Available from: https://assets.publi shing.servi ce.gov.uk/gover 
nment/ uploa ds/syste m/uploa ds/attac hment_data/file/14411 6/
advic e- trama dol.pdf

 27. WHO. ATC/DDD index Oslo, Norway. 2017. Available from: 
https://www.whocc.no/atc_ddd_index/

 28. BNF. British National Formulary (69) London British Medical 
Association and the Royal Pharmaceutical Society of Great 
Britain. 2014.

 29. Italiano D, Capuano A, Alibrandi A, Ferrara R, Cannata A, 
Trifirò G, et al. Indications of newer and older anti- epileptic 
drug use: findings from a southern Italian general practice set-
ting from 2005– 2011. Br J Clin Pharmacol. 2015;79(6):1010– 9.

 30. Lee SK. Old versus new: why do we need new antiepileptic drugs? 
J Epilepsy Res. 2014;4(2):39– 44.

 31. French JA, Gazzola DM. New generation antiepileptic drugs: 
what do they offer in terms of improved tolerability and safety? 
Ther Adv Drug Saf. 2011;2(4):141– 58.

 32. Svendsen K, Skurtveit S, Romundstad P, Borchgrevink PC, 
Fredheim OMS. Differential patterns of opioid use: defining 
persistent opioid use in a prescription database. Eur J Pain. 
2012;16(3):359– 69.

 33. FPM. Dose equivalent and changing opioids London- UK Royal 
College of Anaesthetists 2019. 2019. Available from: https://www.
rcoa.ac.uk/facul ty- of- pain- medic ine/opioi ds- aware/ struc tured 
- appro ach- to- presc ribin g/dose- equiv alent s- and- chang ing- opioids

 34. Dunn KM, Saunders KW, Rutter CM, Banta- Green CJ, Merrill 
JO, Sullivan MD, et al. Overdose and prescribed opioids: asso-
ciations among chronic non- cancer pain patients. Ann Intern 
Med. 2010;152(2):85– 92.

 35. Abbing- Karahagopian V, Huerta C, Souverein PC, de Abajo F, 
Leufkens HG, Slattery J, et al. Antidepressant prescribing in five 
European countries: application of common definitions to assess 
the prevalence, clinical observations, and methodological impli-
cations. Eur J Clin Pharmacol. 2014;70(7):849– 57.

 36. Mars B, Heron J, Kessler D, Davies NM, Martin RM, Thomas 
KH, et al. Influences on antidepressant prescribing trends 
in the UK: 1995- 2011. Soc Psychiatry Psychiatr Epidemiol. 
2017;52(2):193– 200.

 37. Leong C, Mamdani MM, Gomes T, Juurlink DN, Macdonald 
EM, Yogendran M. Antiepileptic use for epilepsy and none-
pilepsy disorders: A population- based study (1998- 2013). 
Neurology. 2016;86(10):939– 46.

 38. Appleyard T, Ashworth J, Bedson J, Yu D, Peat G. Trends in ga-
bapentinoid prescribing in patients with osteoarthritis: a United 
Kingdom national cohort study in primary care. Osteoarthr 
Cartil. 2019;27(10):1437– 44.

 39. Ruscitto A, Smith BH, Guthrie B. Changes in opioid and other 
analgesic use 1995- 2010: repeated cross- sectional analysis of 
dispensed prescribing for a large geographical population in 
Scotland. Eur J Pain. 2015;19(1):59– 66.

 40. Foy R, Leaman B, McCrorie C, Petty D, House A, Bennett M, 
et al. Prescribed opioids in primary care: cross- sectional and lon-
gitudinal analyses of influence of patient and practice character-
istics. BMJ Open. 2016;6(5):e010276.

 41. Hamunen K, Paakkari P, Kalso E. Trends in opioid consumption 
in the Nordic countries 2002– 2006. Eur J Pain. 2009;13(9):954– 62.

 42. Inacio MCS, Cashman K, Pratt NL, Gillam MH, Caughey G, 
Graves SE, et al. Prevalence and changes in analgesic medication 
utilisation 1 year prior to total joint replacement in an older co-
hort of patients. Osteoarthr Cartil. 2018;26(3):356– 62.

 43. Bedson J, Belcher J, Martino OI, Ndlovu M, Rathod T, Walters 
K, et al. The effectiveness of national guidance in changing anal-
gesic prescribing in primary care from 2002 to 2009: an observa-
tional database study. Eur J Pain. 2013;17(3):434– 43.

 44. Schuchat A, Houry D, Guy GP Jr. New data on opioid use and 
prescribing in the United States. Jama. 2017;318(5):425– 6.

 45. MHRA. Advice on the use of celecoxib and other selective cox- 2 
inhibitors in light of concerns about cardiovascular safety. 
London: MHRA; 2004.

 46. MHRA. MHRA issues updated advice on the safety of selective 
Cox- 2 inhibitors. London: Medicines and Healthcare Products 
Regulatory Agency; 2005.

 47. MHRA. Review of the cardiovascular safety of non- steroidal 
anti- inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs). London: Medicines and 
Healthcare products Regulatory Agency; 2005.

 48. Moore M, Yuen HM, Dunn N, Mullee MA, Maskell J, Kendrick 
T. Explaining the rise in antidepressant prescribing: a descrip-
tive study using the general practice research database. BMJ. 
2009;339:b3999.

 49. (NICE) NIfHaCE. Depression in adults with a chronic physical 
health problem: recognition and management. 2009 Available 
from: https://www.nice.org.uk/guida nce/cg91

 50. Derry S, Bell RF, Straube S, Wiffen PJ, Aldington D, Moore RA. 
Pregabalin for neuropathic pain in adults. Cochrane Database 
Syst Rev. 2019;1(1):Cd007076. https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.
CD007076

 15332500, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/papr.13212 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [03/03/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://www.england.nhs.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/pregabalin-and-gabapentin-guidance-v1.pdf
https://www.england.nhs.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/pregabalin-and-gabapentin-guidance-v1.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/144116/advice-tramadol.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/144116/advice-tramadol.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/144116/advice-tramadol.pdf
https://www.whocc.no/atc_ddd_index/
https://www.rcoa.ac.uk/faculty-of-pain-medicine/opioids-aware/structured-approach-to-prescribing/dose-equivalents-and-changing-opioids
https://www.rcoa.ac.uk/faculty-of-pain-medicine/opioids-aware/structured-approach-to-prescribing/dose-equivalents-and-changing-opioids
https://www.rcoa.ac.uk/faculty-of-pain-medicine/opioids-aware/structured-approach-to-prescribing/dose-equivalents-and-changing-opioids
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg91
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD007076
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD007076


12 |   ANALGESIC UTILIZATION IN KNEE OA

 51. Peckham AM, Evoy KE, Ochs L, Covvey JR. Gabapentin for 
off- label use: evidence- based or cause for concern? Subst Abuse. 
2018;12:1178221818801311.

 52. Bedson J, Chen Y, Ashworth J, Hayward RA, Dunn KM, Jordan 
KP. Risk of adverse events in patients prescribed long- term opi-
oids: A cohort study in the UK clinical practice research data-
link. Eur J Pain. 2019;23(5):908– 22.

 53. Gore M, Sadosky AB, Leslie DL, Tai K- S, Emery P. Therapy 
switching, augmentation, and discontinuation in patients 
with osteoarthritis and chronic low back pain. Pain Pract. 
2012;12(6):457– 68.

 54. Kisa A, Sabaté E, Nuño- Solinís R. Adherence to long- term ther-
apies: evidence for action. Geneva: WHO; 2003.

 55. NHS. Am I entitled to free prescriptions? 2017 [Updated April 
2017]. https://www.nhs.uk/using - the- nhs/help- with- healt h- costs/ 
get- help- with- presc ripti on- costs/ #

 56. Kadam UT, Blagojevic M, Belcher J. Statin use and clinical os-
teoarthritis in the general population: a longitudinal study. J 
Gen Intern Med. 2013;28(7):943– 9.

 57. Dufort A, Samaan Z. Problematic opioid use among older 
adults: epidemiology, adverse outcomes and treatment consider-
ations. Drugs Aging. 2021;38(12):1043– 53.

 58. (NICE) NIfHaCE. Osteoarthritis Quality standard [QS87]. 2015. 
https://www.nice.org.uk/guida nce/qs87

 59. Cottrell E, Foster NE, Porcheret M, Rathod T, Roddy E. GPs' 
attitudes, beliefs and behaviours regarding exercise for chronic 
knee pain: a questionnaire survey. BMJ Open. 2017;7(6):e014999.

SU PPORT I NG I N FOR M AT ION
Additional supporting information can be found online 
in the Supporting Information section at the end of this 
article.
Appendix S1

How to cite this article: Taqi A, Gran S, 
Knaggs RD. Analgesic utilization in people with 
knee osteoarthritis: A population- based study 
using primary care data. Pain Pract. 2023;00:1–12. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/papr.13212

 15332500, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/papr.13212 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [03/03/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://www.nhs.uk/using-the-nhs/help-with-health-costs/get-help-with-prescription-costs/
https://www.nhs.uk/using-the-nhs/help-with-health-costs/get-help-with-prescription-costs/
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/qs87
https://doi.org/10.1111/papr.13212

	Analgesic utilization in people with knee osteoarthritis: A population-based study using primary care data
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	METHODS
	Study design and data source
	Study population and prescriptions
	Study measures
	Number of analgesic prescriptions
	Defined daily dose
	Oral morphine equivalent (OMEQ) doses
	Days' supply
	Data management
	Data analysis

	RESULTS
	Defined daily doses (DDD) of study drug classes
	Annual OMEQ doses
	Annual days' supply

	DISCUSSION
	Main findings
	Comparison with analgesic prescribing studies
	Strengths and limitations

	CONCLUSION
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	FUNDING INFORMATION
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


