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Background: Chronic knee pain from conditions such as osteoarthritis (OA) is a significant
problem in a growing and aging population. Cooled radiofrequency ablation (CRFA) is an
emerging technique to treat chronic knee pain. There is significant literature noting the clinical
outcomes of CRFA in anatomic locations including the peripheral joints and the lumbar spine.
This retrospective study found significant improvements in Pain Disability Index (PDI) scores
and Numerical Pain Rating Scale (NPRS) scores for patients with chronic knee pain who

underwent cooled radiofrequency ablation (CRFA) therapy of the genicular nerves.

Objectives: This retrospective study evaluated the effectiveness of CRFA in the general

chronic knee pain population.

Study Design: Retrospective electronic chart review.

Setting: Outpatient non-profit practice.

Methods: After institutional review board approval, we reviewed the data of 205

patients who had undergone cooled radiofrequency ablation therapy of the genicular nerves at a
multiple-site pain practice between December 5, 2017 and September 4, 2019. This study's
primary outcome was improvement in Pain Disability Index (PDI) scores. The secondary
outcomes were pain scores, assessed by the Numerical Pain Rating Scale (NPRS), and opioid
consumption, assessed by daily Morphine Equivalent Dose (MED). From the 205 patients who
met inclusion criteria, there were 104 patients who had PDI scores both before and after the

CRFA procedure that were collected in the appropriate time frame. For these 104 patients, the

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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pain scores and opioid consumption before and after the CRFA procedure were also collected.

The age of the 104 patients ranged from 21 to 89 years. There were 38 males and 66 females.

Results: The mean PDI score before genicular nerve block and CRFA was 38.7, and the mean
PDI score after CRFA was 26.5. After CRFA treatment, 67.38% of patients had a decrease in
their PDI scores, 27.9% had no change, and 4.81% had an increase in their PDI scores. P-value
<0.001 with 95% CI Median (-11, -7). The mean NPRS score before genicular nerve block and
CRFA was 6.98, and the mean NPRS score after CRFA was 4.18. P-value <0.001 with 95% CI
Median (-3, -2). The largest group of patients, 49% of patients, had a pain score reduction of
2.25 points, while the next largest group, 17.3% of patients, had a reduction of 0.75 points,
followed by 12.5% of patients with a reduction of 3.75 points. When comparing Morphine
Equivalent Dose (MED) before and after the CRFA procedure, 37.5% of patients were not on
opioid medication at any time during the study; additionally, the MED did not change for the
majority of patients (80.77%), while the MED decreased for 13.46% of patients and increased
for 5.77% of patients. Mean MED before GNB and CRFA was 17.13 and 15.91 after CRFA.

P=0.025 with 95% CI Median (0,0). No serious adverse events were reported.

Limitations: Retrospective nature of the study.

Conclusions: This study demonstrates the clinical effectiveness of CRFA for the treatment of
chronic knee pain by improvements in PDI scores and NPRS scores for the majority of patients.
Results from this study indicate that CRFA treatment provides significant pain relief and reduces

the disability caused by chronic knee pain in a patient’s daily life.

BACKGROUND

Chronic knee pain from conditions such as osteoarthritis (OA) is a significant problem in a
growing and aging population. Mild and moderate OA can be treated with acetaminophen and
non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs). These medications, along with physical therapy
and/or an exercise regimen, may help to maintain the patent’s mobility. Patients may also
benefit from intra-articular knee injections. Corticosteroid injection provides significant short-term
pain relief; however, multiple treatments put patients at risk for exacerbated cartilage destruction

along with other side effects of steroid overuse (2). The injection of protein-based gel/fluids into
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the joint space to improve synovial fluid viscosity has shown moderate effectiveness; although
this treatment hasn't proven significant clinical utility (3). For patients with severe or late stage
OA, a well-established terminal treatment is total knee joint replacement. Many patients may
not be well-suited for this surgery due to issues of age, weight, smoking history, health, or a
myriad of other factors. In addition, total knee replacement, while generally considered effective,
has been associated in at least one study showing ongoing moderate to significant pain in up to
53% of patients (1).

Sensory innervation of the knee joint is accomplished by the articular branches of several
nerves, known collectively as genicular nerves. The process of radiofrequency-generated
lesions of the genicular nerves is referred to as genicular neurotomy. The standard for genicular
neurotomy is thermal radiofrequency ablation, and there is literature to attest to its effectiveness
for reducing knee pain. A prospective, randomized, double-blind controlled trial of genicular
neurotomy in a series of 38 elderly patients who had severe knee pain due to OA and failed
conservative therapy, showed statistically significant improvements in pain when treated with
non-cooled radiofrequency ablation (4). Another prospective randomized study comparing
radiofrequency neurotomy to diagnostic block alone showed 44% of the radiofrequency ablation
treatment group rated "good or excellent" compared to only 12% of the block group (5). Both

these publications address non-cooled radiofrequency ablation techniques.

Cooled radiofrequency ablation is a well-established method for delivering lesions into nervous
tissue to reduce pain. There is literature noting the positive clinical outcomes of CRFA in
anatomic locations including the sacroiliac joint and the lumbar facet joint (6, 7). Recently, there
have been promising results from studies investigating the effects of CRFA when used for
genicular neurotomy procedures to reduce knee pain from OA (8). There is room for further
research exploring the effects and clinical outcomes of cooled radiofrequency ablation of the

genicular nerves for treating chronic knee pain.

Previous studies using conventional, non-cooled radiofrequency ablation (RFA) demonstrated
lasting and significant pain relief. However, the degree of pain relief from conventional RFA may
be less than in those who received cooled RFA (9). The recent review by Kapural et al
demonstrated significant improvement in pain score with no significant decrease of opioid use

(10). Further investigation is indicated to show the long-term effects of cooled RFA and the
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potential superiority of cooled RFA therapy to conventional RFA therapy for treatment of chronic

knee pain.

This retrospective review will follow the outcomes of cooled RFA over a long-term period to
evaluate its effectiveness when used in patients with chronic knee pain by assessing patients’
pain disability index (PDI) scores before and after the CRFA procedure as a primary outcome.
The PDI score is designed to measure the degree to which aspects of a patient’s life are
disrupted by chronic pain and the overall impact of pain in a patient’s life. The PDl is a valid and

reliable instrument to measure pain-related disability (11,12).

A secondary outcome was assessment of pain scores, as measured by the Numerical Pain
Rating Scale (NPRS), which is a valid and verified measure of pain (13). Our next secondary

outcome was opioid consumption, which was assessed by Morphine Equivalent Dose (MED).

METHODS

After Ochsner Health System Institutional Review Board approval, we reviewed the charts of
205 patients who met inclusion criteria. Patients had to report at least a 50% improvement in
pain after diagnostic genicular nerve block before proceeding with CRFA. Other inclusion
criteria included age = 18 years, chronic knee pain for longer than 3 months that interferes with
functional activities, continued pain in the target knee despite at least 3 months of conservative
treatments, PDI scores recorded 3 months before treatment with CRFA and at least 3 months
after treatment with CRFA, radiologic confirmation of osteoarthritis for the index knee, and, for
patients who had it, total knee arthroplasty completed without significant complications. Some of
these patients were missing PDI scores either before or after the CRFA procedure, and they
were excluded. Patients were excluded if they had evidence of inflammatory arthritis or other
systemic inflammatory condition that could cause knee pain, previous or pending lower limb
amputation, uncontrolled immunosuppression, chronic pain associated with significant
psychosocial dysfunction, a clinically depressed state with Beck's Depression Index score of >
22, history of substance addiction and abuse, and any patients who were pregnant during the
study period. From the 205 patients we reviewed, we gathered 104 patients who had PDI
scores both before and after CRFA treatment. The initial PDI scores, pain scores, and MED
were taken before patients received genicular nerve blocks. The after PDI scores, pain scores,

and daily MED were taken at least 3 months or later after the CRFA procedure. Data collected
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included patient identifiers, age, gender, diagnosis related to CRFA procedure, procedure dates,

and dates when various scores were recorded.

Participants were aged 18 to 89 years old with a medical history of moderate to severe chronic
knee pain for at least 3 months refractory to conservative therapy. Participants were patients
treated at Ochsner Health System, Pain Management Clinic for knee osteoarthritis and chronic

knee pain. Among the 104 patients, there were 38 males and 66 females.

During the CRFA procedure, skin anesthesia was achieved using lidocaine 1% over the
respective injection sites. A 17 gauge 50 mm (4mm active tip) tip RF needle was slowly inserted
and advanced to the junction of the lateral femoral and the epicondyle while contacting
periosteum to block the superior lateral genicular nerve using the AP and lateral fluoroscopic
imaging. The same process was repeated at the junction of the medial femoral shaft and the
epicondyle to block the superior medial genicular nerve. The same process was repeated again
using a 3rd needle, which was advanced at the junction of the medial tibial plateau and the
epicondyle to block the inferior medial genicular nerve. The position of all needles was
confirmed using AP fluoroscopy. Afterwards, lateral fluoroscopic images were obtained, and the
needles were adjusted to 50% across the diaphysis. Motor stimulation at 2Hz up to 1.5V did not
cause any radicular symptoms at any level. Each level was anesthetized with 1.5 cc of lidocaine
1%. Radiofrequency lesioning was performed for 150 seconds at 60 degrees. A combination of
3 cc of bupivacaine 0.25% with steroid was injected at all needle locations to block all targeted

nerves.

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

Time between visits and PDI scores at each visit were characterized by minimum, median,
maximum, mean and standard deviation. Change in PDI scores were subjected to tests for
normality (Shapiro-Wilk, Anderson-Darling); which failed (p<0.03 for both). Thus, change in PDI
score required non-parametric analyses: Wilcoxon signed rank test and distribution-free
estimation of confidence intervals for median change in PDI scores. Goodness-of-fit tests aimed
for an alpha>0.2, the Wilcoxon signed rank test alpha was set at 0.05, and the distribution-free

confidence interval at 95%. Analyses were carried out in SAS 9.4.
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Time between visits, Pain Scores (PS), and Morphine Equivalent Doses (MED) at each visit
were characterized by minimum, median, maximum, mean and standard deviation. Change in
PS and MED were subjected to tests for normality (Shapiro-Wilk, Anderson-Darling); which
failed (p<0.01 for both). Thus, change in PS and MED required nonparametric analyses:
Wilcoxon signed rank test and distribution-free estimation of confidence intervals for median
change in PS and MED. Goodness-of-fit tests aimed for an alpha>0.2, the Wilcoxon signed rank
test alpha was set at 0.05, and the distribution-free confidence interval at 95%. Analyses were
carried out in SAS 9.4.

RESULTS

The mean pain disability index (PDI) score before genicular nerve block and CRFA was 38.7,
and the mean PDI after CRFA was 26.5. After CRFA treatment, 67.38% of patients had a
decrease in their PDI scores, 27.9% had no change, and 4.81% had an increase in their PDI
scores. P-value <0.001 with 95% CI Median (-11, -7). Figure 1 shows PDI scores for N=104

patients.

Fig.1. Comparison of PDI scores at visit 1, before CRFA procedure, and visit 2, after CRFA

procedure.
Days PDI score PDI score Change in PDI
between visit 1 visit 2 scores
visits (v2-v1)
Min 34 4 0 -44.0
Q1 116 28 16 -20.5
Median 169 40 26.5 -9.0
Q3 227 50 36.5 -4.0
Max 584 70 67 21.0

Mean 185.9 38.7 26.5 -12.25
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Std Dev 105.42 16.61 15.98 12.81
P-value Wilcoxon test <.001
95% CI Median (-11,-7)

Fig.2. Percentage of patients whose PDI score changed by certain amounts between visit 1,
before CRFA, and visit 2, after CRFA.

PDl Score Change (2nd visit — 1st visit), N= 104
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Pain score refers to Numerical Pain Rating Scale (NPRS) score. The mean NPRS score before
genicular nerve block and CRFA was 6.98, and the mean NRPS score after CRFA was 4.18.
P-value <0.001 with 95% CI Median (-3, -2). The largest group of patients, 49% of patients, had
a pain score reduction of 2.25; while the next largest group, 17.3% of patients, had a reduction
of 0.75 points; and 12.5% of patients with a reduction of 3.75 points. Figure 3 shows pain scores
for N =104 patients.
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Fig.3. Comparison of pain scores at visit 1, before CRFA procedure, and visit 2, after CRFA

procedure.
T el e
visits 1 (v2-v1)

Min 34 0 0 -9
Q1 116 6 3 -4
Median 169 7 4 -2
Qa3 227 9 6 -2
Max 584 10 9 1
Mean 185.9 6.98 4.18 -2.8
Std Dev 105.42 1.97 2.03 1.94
P-value Wilcoxon test <.001
95% Cl Median (-3,-2)

Fig.4. Percentage of patients whose pain score changed by certain amounts between visit 1,
before CRFA, and visit 2, after CRFA.
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When comparing Morphine Equivalent Dose (MED) before and after the CRFA procedure,

37.5% of patients were not on opioid medication at any time during the study; and the MED did


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.27.20045674
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.27.20045674; this version posted March 30, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

not change significantly for the majority of patients (80.77%), while the MED decreased for
13.46% of patients and increased for 5.77% of patients. Mean MED before GNB and CRFA was
17.13 and 15.91 after CRFA. P=0.025 with 95% CI Median (0,0). Figure 5 shows MED scores
for N =104 patients.

Fig.5. Comparison of MED scores at visit 1, before CRFA procedure, and visit 2, after CRFA

procedure.
| mme | ] [
visits visit 1 visit 2 (v2-v1)

Min 34 0 0 =225
Q1 116 0 0 0
Median 169 15 125 0
(OF] 227 30 30 0
Max 584 60 60 15
Mean 185.9 1713 15.91 -1.23
Std Dev 105.42 17:17 16.74 552
P-value Wilcoxon test 0.025
95% Cl Median (0,0)

Fig.6. Percentage of patients whose MED score changed by certain amounts between visit 1,
before CRFA, and visit 2, after CRFA.
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MED Score Change (2nd visit — 1st visit), N= 104
Qa0 - Mean —-1.23
o Std Dev 552
80 7 Lowest —225
Median 0.00
707 Highest 15.00
m-
T
8 07
C?j
40
301
0 1
o 288 192 192 [—]4'81 192 192 192
O T T | I| T .I T ] b| 0.196 0.$ T ‘I
-21 -8 =B -1 -9 -6 =3 0 3 6 o 12 15
MED change

No serious adverse events were reported.

DISCUSSION

Cooled radiofrequency ablation is a safe treatment modality that can be performed to treat a
variety of conditions. This particular study reviews the clinical efficacy of CRFA in treating
chronic knee pain secondary to osteoarthritis. Functionality, reported pain scores, and change in
morphine equivalent dose were all evaluated. This study provides evidence for significant
improvements in pain disability index scores as well as reduction in patient reported pain

scores. There was no significant reduction in the patients’ morphine equivalent dose.

The PDI score is designed to measure the degree to which aspects of a patient’s life are
disrupted by chronic pain and the overall impact of pain in a patient’s life. Improvements in PDI
scores indicate an improvement in quality of life for the patients in our review. The majority of

patients in this study (67.38%) had a decrease in their PDI scores post CRFA treatment. The


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.27.20045674
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.27.20045674; this version posted March 30, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

mean PDI score was reduced by approximately 31.5%.However, 32.7% of patients had either
no change or an increase in PDI scores. It is worth noting that many of our patients had other
sources of chronic pain besides knee pain contributing to their PDI score. This may explain why

this group of patients did not have a reduction in PDI.

With respect to reported pain score, the majority of patients described a reduction in their overall
pain levels. The largest group, approximately 50% of patients, had a pain score reduction of
2.25 points on the NPRS and approximately 93% of patients had some sort of pain relief

following CRFA. This is an encouraging assessment of our measured secondary outcome.

Despite a majority of patients having a reduction in pain and an improvement in functionality,
opioid consumption did not change for most patients. Only 13.5% of patients had a decrease in
MED after CRFA. Approximately 81% of patients had no significant change in MED score and
5.8% actually had an increase in MED. Mean MED before genicular nerve block and CRFA was
17.13 and after CRFA mean MED was 15.91; however, this finding was not statistically
significant [P=0.025 with 95% CI Median (0,0)]. There are a variety of potential explanations for
the failure to reduce opioids. First, nearly 40% of patients were not on opioid medications before
or during the study altogether. Additionally, as previously stated, many patients had other
sources or comorbidities for which they may be taking opioids. Though it may be difficult, it
would certainly be beneficial to investigate CRFA as a treatment option for patients who are

taking opioids solely for chronic knee pain.

There were some limitations to this study. We were only able to gather PDI scores for 104 out of
the 205 patients demonstrating a lost opportunity to review more robust data. To verify results,
further research is warranted with a larger cohort comprising an even distribution of age groups
and genders. Additionally, the post-CRFA PDI scores, pain scores, and MED were taken
between 3 and 6 months after the CRFA procedure. We did not have a discrete point in time for
follow-up that was consistent amongst our patients. Despite having some data on patients 12
months post-procedure, we were unable to consistently track a majority of the patients
long-term through their post-procedure period. Being able to track more patients at least 12
months or more post-procedure would have enabled us to evaluate more closely the length of
time patients may expect to have pain relief after CRFA. It would have also allowed us to

assess whether pain and functional impairment returned suddenly or gradually over a period of
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time. Other limitations included the retrospective nature of the review and possible variability of

technique in a tertiary pain practice with multiple pain providers.

This retrospective analysis confirms the results of previous trials on effectiveness of genicular
cooled radiofrequency ablation to provide long term relief and improvement in quality of life for
patients with chronic knee pain. Our results are comparable with Kapural et al report in terms of
pain relief and opioid consumption. In addition, our review shows significant improvement in PDI
scores in patients who received genicular nerve cooled radiofrequency ablation. Our study was
able to demonstrate reproducibility of previous controlled trials in real-life practice patients, who
likely had more than one pain source, so ultimately the effectiveness of the CRFA procedure

relied on the care provided by multiple physicians.

Further research would be beneficial to compare CRFA therapy to conventional RFA therapy for
the treatment of chronic knee pain. Though we did not have any serious adverse effects, it is
also necessary to analyze the long-term effects of CRFA. It would be beneficial to further
examine the effects of repeat CRFA as a treatment option for arthritic knee pain that has
returned after previous CRFA. In previous studies regarding medial branch rhizotomy, repeat
neuroablative procedures have been shown to be successful in restoring pain relief. Therefore,
if knee pain does return, repeating the CRFA procedure seems to be a reasonable treatment

option.

CONCLUSIONS

The majority of patients in our study noted improvements in their pain disability index scores
and pain scores post cooled radiofrequency ablation treatment. Results from this study indicate
that cooled radiofrequency ablation treatment provides significant pain relief and reduces the

disability caused by chronic knee pain.
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