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The Effects of Progressive Resistance Strength Training on Pain, Mobility and
Activities of Daily Living among Knee Osteoarthritis Patients. A randomized
controlled trial
ABSTRACT
Objective: The objective of this study was to investigate the effects of progressive
resistance strength training of lower limb rehabilitation protocol (LLRP) on pain, activities
of daily living (ADL) and mobility among knee OA patients who are overweight or obese.
Materials and Methods: Fifty-six overweight or obese knee OA patients were included
and randomly assigned to a Rehabilitation Protocol Group (RPG) or Control Group (CG).
The patients in the RPG performed the progressive resistance strength training of LLRP
and followed the instructions of daily care (IDC) for duration of twelve weeks at home. The
patients in the CG followed the IDC (conventional treatment) only. Outcome measures
were assessed at baseline and after the interventions in both groups by comparing the
Western Ontario and McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index (WOMAC) score for
pain, Timed Up and Go (TUG) test score for mobility and Katz Index of Independence
scores for ADL.
Results: The patients in the RPG reported significant improvements in WOMAC score for
pain (p = 0.001), Katz Index of Independence scores for ADL (p = 0.003) and TUG test
score for mobility (p = 0.004). The patients in the CG also reported significant
improvements in WOMAC score for pain (p = 0.002) and ADL (p = 0.052), but not in
mobility score (p = 0.065). The improvement in the pain and ADL scores was greater in the
patients of RPG than the CG with p-value of 0.001 and 0.000 respectively.
Conclusion: The progressive resistance strength training of LLRP is effective in terms of
reducing pain, improving mobility and ADL among knee OA patients who are overweight
or obese.
Keywords: Osteoarthritis, knee, overweight, rehabilitation.
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INTRODUCTION

In the United States, doctor-diagnosed arthritis is a common chronic condition [1].
A published article pointed out that osteoarthritis (OA) is associated with the joint wear and
tear as well as inflammation of the synovial membrane [2]. The most commonly effected
joint of lower limb is the knee joint and the exercise intervention is the non-surgical
treatment of knee OA joint [3]. Knee OA is a common joint disease, which causes pain and
loss of function in elderly persons [4]. A published study explained that the global age-
standardized prevalence of knee OA estimated to be 3.8% and it is going to double from the
year 2000 to 2020 due to increasing of age population and obesity [5]. Obesity is a
significant as well as rapidly increasing global health issue. More than 39% and 13% of
adults were considered overweight (body mass index > 25 kg/m2) and obese (body mass
index > 30 kg/m2) respectively in 2014, and the prevalence of overweight and obesity has
doubled globally since 1980 [6]. A recent published research study concluded that the
excess of weight and adiposity had a negative impact in increasing pain perception of
patients with OA [7]. .

In knee OA all tissues surrounding the knee joint are being affected with most
dominantly the cartilage and subchondral bone of the knee joint. Muscles weakness,
narrowing of joint space [8-10], inflammation, osteophyte formation, articular cartilage
destruction [8, 10], are the anatomical changes around the knee joint. The research articles
pointed out that knee OA patients have 20 to 40 % weaker relative strength of quadriceps
muscles compared with control subjects [11, 12]. The biomechanical mal-alignment and
weakness of muscles can put abnormal patterns of load stresses inside the knee joint.
During walking 70-80% of knee joint loading takes place in the medial compartment of the
knee compared to the lateral compartment and if there is mal-alignment and cartilage
destruction, then the knee joint loading can increase to 100% in the medial compartment of
the knee [13].

The Ottawa Panel found the evidence to support the use of therapeutic exercises,
especially strengthening exercises and general physical activity, combined with manual
therapy or separately for the improvement of pain for the OA patients [14]. The above
study provides the strong evidence for the use of strengthening exercises for the OA

patients. In the current study the researcher with the help of expertise prepared a lower limb
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rehabilitation protocol (LLRP) to strengthen the muscles of lower limbs among knee OA
patients who are overweight or obese. A published study provided a strong suggestion of
moderate strengthening type exercise for the overweight knee OA patients and they may be
able to receive another moderate strengthening type exercise stimulus after only forty-eight
hours [15]. A study explained that the progressive resistance strength training increases
load gradually over the training course to strengthen the major muscle groups and has been
recommended to prevent or reduce late-life disability for older adults [16]. Therefore, in the
current study the researcher progressed from low intensity to high intensity exercise
gradually by explaining the intensity, frequency and duration of the LLRP in order to
reduce pain, improve mobility and activities of daily living (ADLs). Home-based exercise
intervention may be effective for relieving Knee OA symptoms [17]. The patients in the
current study were instructed to follow their interventions at home. In the current study the
researcher applied the implementation of training sessions of progressive resistance
strength training of LLRP that are non-weight bearing strengthening exercises in sitting or
lying positions and there is minimal mechanic pressure at the knee. Therefore, it is the
greatest contribution to the body of knowledge internationally. The purpose of this study
was to investigate the effects of progressive resistance strength training of LLRP on pain,
mobility and ADLs among knee OA patients who are overweight or obese.
MATERIALSAND METHODS

Design and setting

The study was a single blinded randomized controlled trial. The study was
conducted in the Teaching Bay of Rehmatul-Lil-Alameen Postgraduate Institute of
Cardiology (RAIC), Punjab Employees Social Security Institution (PESSI), Lahore,
Pakistan. The study was approved by the reginal Ethical Committee with approval No:
RAIC PESSI/Estt/2020/22 and the trial was registered in the Chinese Clinical Trial
Registry with registration number: ChiCTR2000034570 on date 10-07-2020. Pre-defined
questionnaire of inclusion and exclusion criteria was used for screening of the patients.
Patients were recruited from the urban area of Punjab Lahore Pakistan. The experimental
procedures, risks and benefits associated with the study were explained to all patients prior
to providing written informed consent. Written informed consent was obtained prior to
inclusion.

Study patients
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Forty-six overweight or obese knee OA patients completed the study. The inclusion
criteria were as follows: overweight (BMI > 25kg/m?) or obese (BMI > 30kg/m?) [18] knee
OA patients; aged between 45-60 years; residing in Urban community of Lahore; history of
knee pain for more than 3-months and diagnosed with knee OA of grade 2 or 3 according to
Kellgren and Lawrence grading scale [19]. The exclusion criteria were as follows:
diagnosed with rheumatoid arthritis, system lupus erythematosus, flat feet or spinal
deformities; history of metabolic, hormonal, orthopaedic or cardiovascular disease;
previous surgery of knee/s; injections of knee/s for the last six months or unwilling to
participate.

Sample size

Sample size estimation was performed using the G* Power 3.1.3 software. By
assuming the medium effect size f = 0.70, setting o = 0.05, power (1-B) = 0.80, number of
groups = 2, number of measurements = 2, the total sample size estimated was 33 patients.
After considering the apprehensions of drop out or research mortality, the sample size of 56
patients for two groups was decided.

Patient’srecruitment and randomization

The researcher recruited the patients by active recruitment strategies such as Urban
political and welfare organizations via word of mouth by the convenience sampling
technique. The list of patients with knee OA in the studied area was obtained from the
welfare organizations by explaining the benefits of study participation. Two study
coordinators prepared the list of potential patients of knee OA in the recruitment area. After
obtaining the list of potential patients of knee OA, the researcher arranged a meeting with
the knee OA patients by calling them on the phone. The meeting was held at the Teaching
Bay of RAIC, PESSI, Lahore, Pakistan, in the presence of a medical specialist. Patients
were screened for eligibility to participate in the study. Only patients fulfilling the inclusion
and exclusion criteria of study were invited to participate in this study. After completing the
screening of Knee OA patients, the researcher allocated the 56 selected patients into two
groups, namely, Rehabilitation Protocol Group (RPG) and Control Group (CG) by a
computer-generated random number. Each group consisted of 28 patients.

Blinding and Allocation

The principle investigator was not blinded in the study. The participants receiving

the intervention were kept blinded by simply not informing them of their treatment
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allocation. The coordinators collecting data were independent individuals from trials and
were unaware of the group allocation. There were different coordinators at baseline and
after the interventions evaluations. Individuals performing the statistical analysis were kept
blinded by labelling the groups with non-identifying terms (such as X and Y).

Resear ch procedures

Resear ch procedur e of rehabilitation protocol group (RPG)

The researcher taught the progressive resistance strength training of LLRP and IDC
to the patients of RPG for duration of twelve-weeks. Patients were advised to continue
performing the progressive resistance strength training of LLRP 3-times a week for twelve-
weeks at home. These trainings included the strengthening exercises for the lower limbs in
non-weight bearing sitting or lying positions. Each training session started with ten minutes
warm up, forty-five to sixty minutes of lower limbs progressive resistance training, and a
ten minutes cool down at the end of training protocol.

A cool-down period was essential after a training session and should last
approximately 5 to ten minutes [20, 21]. When the static stretching was used as part of a
warm-up immediately prior to exercise, then it causes harm to muscle strength [22]. The
patients in the RPG performed the progressive resistance strength training of LLRP and
followed the IDC at home for duration of twelve-weeks. The IDC are explained elsewhere
[23].

The sequence of the training programme started with a ten minutes’ warm-up with
whole body range of motion (ROM) and dynamic stretching exercises (Table 1). The
patients performed ten repetitions of ROM of each muscle group and 5 repetitions of
dynamic stretching of each muscle group as a part of warm-up. After the warm-up the
participants performed the strengthening exercises of LLRP for stipulated weeks as stated
in Table 2. The patients followed the IDC, which are explained earlier [23]. After
completing the strengthening exercises, the patients performed the ten minutes cool-down
with whole body ROM and static stretching exercises (Table 1). The patients performed ten
repetitions of ROM of each muscle group and 3 repetitions of static stretching of each
muscle group as a part of cool-down.

Resear ch procedure of control group (CG)
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The patients in the CG were not involved in the rehabilitation protocols, but these
patients only followed the IDC for duration of twelve-weeks. Two language experts also
translated the IDC into Urdu language as the patients’ preference of the Urdu translation for
better understanding based on a recent pilot study [23]. All patients were also given a diary
and asked to record the attendance of completion their interventions based on leaflets.

Outcome measur es

Patients’ socio-demographics, pain, mobility and ADL were taken at baseline before
randomization. At the end of twelve-weeks, the identical measurements of socio-
demographics, pain, mobility and ADL were repeated. The socio-demographic
questionnaire covered age, gender, educational status, marital status and socioeconomic
status. Outcome measures were categorized into the primary and secondary outcome
measures.

Primary Outcome M easur es

These were pain and ADL. The pain was assessed using the Western Ontario and
McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index (WOMAC) score for pain. The WOMAC score
ranges from O to 4 on a Likert-type scale, the higher the score, the worse the pain. The
questions asked to evaluate the level of pain scores in the pain part of WOMAC score
comprised; walking on a flat surface, going up or down stairs, at night while in bed, sitting
or lying and standing upright as well as level of pain in the past 48 hours in the right and
left knee [24].

The Katz Index of Independence in ADL was used for the measurement of ADL. In
Katz ADL 6 functions were assessed such as bathing, dressing, toileting, transferring,
continence, feeding. One point was used as independence with subheadings no supervision,
direction or personal assistance. Zero point was used as dependence with subheadings
supervision, direction, personal assistant or total care. In Katz index of independence in
ADL a score of 2 or less indicates severe functional impairment, 4 indicates moderate
impairment and score of 6 indicates full functional independence in ADL [25].

Secondary outcome measur es

The secondary outcome measure was the mobility. Time Up and Go (TUG) test was
applied for the measurement of mobility. The patients were observed to note their mobility
time while they rose from an arm chair, walked 3 meters, turned, walked back, and sat
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down again. During the process standardized instructions for testing as described in the
literature were followed [26].

Statistical procedures

Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS), version 22, Chicago, IL, was used to
analyze the data. Descriptive statistics were expressed as the percentage (%), mean,
standard deviation (SD), median and interquartile range (IQR). Inferential statistics was
used for all the quantitative measures. Prior to data analysis, Shapiro-Wilk test was used for
all variables to check the normality of data. The scores were not normally distributed;
therefore, the Wilcoxon Signed Ranked Test was used to analyze the data within groups.
The Mann Whitney U - test was used to evaluate the differences between the groups. Value
of P < 0.05 was considered to be statistically significant.

RESULTS

Figure 1 shows a flow chart of patients’ participation in this study. A total of
seventy-five overweight and obese knee OA patients were initially inducted after assessing
for eligibility by a pre-defined inclusion and exclusion criteria. Among them, nineteen
patients (5 due to normal weight, 2 with a past history of cardiovascular disease, 3 due to
injections of knee, 1 due to spinal deformities, 4 due to Kellgren and Lawrence grades, 2
due to knee surgery and 2 being unwilling to participate) were excluded; the remaining
fifty-six patients were randomized equally into 2 groups. Of the twenty-eight patients
allocated to the RPG, 5 did not continue their intervention because they were unable to
continue: 3 were sick and remaining 2 were at outstation. Likewise, 5 of the twenty-eight
patients allocated to the CG did not continue IDC because 3 got the urine problem and
remaining 2 were unwilling to continue due to domestic problems. We could not obtain the
post-intervention outcomes for these ten withdrew patients. A resultant total of forty-six
patients (twenty-three in the RPG and twenty-three in the CG) completed the study.

Baseline socio-demographic characteristics and clinical outcome measures are
presented in Table 2. No significant differences were observed in baseline socio-
demographic characteristics. Similarly, baseline clinical outcome measures of pain,
mobility and ADL between the two groups showed no significant differences (Table 2).

After 12 weeks of training sessions of strengthening exercises of LLRP, the patients
in the RPG reported significant improvements in the WOMAC pain score (p =0.001), TUG
test score (p = 0.004) and Kats index of independence in ADL scores (p = 0.003) (Table 3).
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Similarly, a significant improvement was also reported in the WOMAC pain score (p =
0.002) and Kats index of ADL scores (p = 0.052) by the CG. By contrast, no significant
improvement was reported by TUG test score (p = 0.065) in the CG (Table 3).

Comparison of outputs between the 2 groups, RPG group revealed significant
improvement in the pain and ADL scores than the CG, the ample cause of which was the p
values for the pain (p = 0.001) and ADL (p = 0.000) scores. However, the RPG did not
report significant in the mobility score than the CG because the P value was 0.155 (Table
4).

DISCUSSION

A study reported that home exercise programs with or without clinical-based
exercises are commonly used in clinical physiotherapy practice among individuals with
knee OA [27]. Adequate number of studies to substantiate the importance of home exercise
programs may not support this fact. The study under discussion expressed the effectiveness
of home rehabilitation protocol that pertained to progressive resistance strength training of
lower limbs conducted by a physiotherapist. The results of current study divulged reduction
in pain and improvement in ADL in the patients of RPG and CG groups, on the other hand
the improvement in mobility could be seen only in the patients of RPG, but not in the CG.
The Study under discussion indicate that, inclusive of the progressive resistance strength
training of LLRP in non-weight bearing sitting or lying positions could reduce pain,
improve mobility and ADL more efficiently than could usual care.

Another reputed study points to the fact that the greater the intensity of exercise, the
greater would be the output effects on knee OA in rats [28]. In the current study, the
intensity of training sessions of lower limb rehabilitation protocol progressed from low to
high intensity gradually as shown in table 1, to study the progressive resultant change due
to successive intensity of exercise. A published experimental study recommended the easier
exercises in order to perform and continue with low-intensity exercises for knee OA
patients [29].

In a systematic review and meta-regression analysis of randomized controlled trial,
it was reported that optimal exercise program should focus on improving lower extremity

performance or quadriceps muscle strength among knee OA patients [30]. Therefore, the
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training sessions of progressive resistance strength training of LLRP were used in the
current study.

A systematic review that investigated the impact of exercise type and dose in knee
OA divulged that exercise sessions were between 1 to 5 training sessions per week with the
duration of exercise lasting between 3 weeks to 9 months [30]. In the current study, the
training sessions of LLRP were conducted thrice a week continuing for 12 weeks. Two
systematic reviews of randomized controlled trials have reported that exercise therapy
reduces pain for OA of the knee [30, 31]. In the current study, the score of pain was
significantly reduced in both the patients of RPG and CG, but marked reduction in pain
score was reported by the patients in the RPG rather than the CG group.

A randomized controlled trial reported that the cumulative of diet plus exercise
group improvement in mobility was significantly greater than either the solo diet or solo
exercise group [32] as well as greater than that reported by the diet plus exercise group of
the arthritis, diet, and activity promotion trial [33]. The current study divulged that the
patients in the RPG did not report more significant improvement in the mobility scores than
the CG. The rating of Katz ADL is recommended by the observation of the health care
professionals [34]. In the current study, a trained health professional recorded the score of
Katz ADL. The patients in the RPG reported more significant improvement in ADL than
the CG.

This current randomized controlled trial provided further substantiation that the
training sessions of progressive resistance strength training of LLRP based on muscle
group exercises in non-weight bearing sitting or lying positions proved more effectiveness
in reducing pain and improving ADLs than typical rehabilitation.

This study had several limitations. First, the results may not be generalized to all
overweight or obese knee OA patients because inducted patients were with second and
third degree severity of knee OA according to Kellgren and Lawrence grading scale [19].
No long-term follow-up records were taken. Finally, the comparisons were made on a
relatively smaller number of patients in this study. Thus, further research on a larger sample
size and long-term follow-up is required to confirm the results of the progressive resistance
strength training of LLRP.
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Table 1. Lower Limb Rehabilitation Protocol (LLRP)

Frequency | Muscle group, Position, and Duration
Resistance 12-weeks
2-weeks | 2-weeks | 2-weeks | 2-weeks | 2-weeks | 2-weeks
Warm up: Only dynamic 10 10 10 10 10 10
stretching during warm up minutes | minutes | minutes | minutes | minutes | minutes

Hip Strengthening Exercises
1. Hip abductors, Side lying, 2setsof | 2satsof | 3satsof | 3satsof | 3satsof | 4 setsof

resistance band 7 reps 10reps 7reps | 10reps | 13reps | 12reps
2. Hip adductors, Side lying, 2setsof | 2satsof | 3satsof | 3satsof | 3satsof | 4 setsof
Ankle weight 7 reps 10 reps 7reps | 10reps | 13reps | 12reps
3. Hip flexors, Supine lying, 2setsof | 2satsof | 3setsof | 3setsof | 3setsof | 4 setsof
Resistance band 7 reps 10 reps 7reps | 10reps | 13reps | 12reps
4. Hip extensors, Prone lying, 2setsof | 2satsof | 3setsof | 3setsof | 3setsof | 4 setsof
'§ Resistance band 7 reps 10 reps 7reps | 10reps | 13reps | 12reps
% K nee Strengthening Exercises
= 1. Quadriceps, Sittingon high | 2setsof | 2setsof | 3setsof | 3satsof | 3setsof | 4 setsof
= chair, Ankle weight 7 reps 10reps 7reps | 10reps | 13reps | 12reps
2. Hamstrings, Prone lying, 2setsof | 2satsof | 3setsof | 3setsof | 3setsof | 4 setsof
Ankle weight 7 reps 10 reps 7reps | 10reps | 13reps | 12reps

Ankle strengthening exercise
1. Ankle dorsiflexors, Sitting 2setsof | 2satsof | 3satsof | 3satsof | 3satsof | 4 setsof
on high chair, Foot weight 7 reps 10reps 7reps | 10reps | 13reps | 12reps
2. Ankle plantar flexion, Prone | 2 setsof | 2satsof | 3setsof | 3setsof | 3setsof | 4 setsof
lying with knee 90 degree of 7reps 10 reps 7reps | 10reps | 13reps | 12reps
flexion, Foot weight
Cool down: Only static 10 10 10 10 10 10
stretching during cool down minutes | minutes | minutes | minutes | minutes | minutes
Note: 20-30 seconds rest interval between sets and 1-minute rest interval before next exercise; Warm Up:
Stretching and range of motion exercises of whole body; Cool Down: Stretching and range of motion exercises of
whole body; reps. Repetitions
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Table 2. Baseline socio-demographic characteristics and clinical outcome measures of patients: mean (SD), median
(IQR) or No (%)

Socio-demographic characteristics RPG CG P-value
(n=23) (n=23)

Age, mean (SD), y 53.78 (5.38) 54.56 (4.91) 0.609

Gender (M/F) 9/14 8/15 1.000

Educational Status, No. (%)

Matriculation 8(34.8) 1(4.3 0.293

Intermediate 9(39.1) 15 (65.2)

Bachelor 3(13.0) 4(17.4)

Master 3(13.0) 3(13.0)

Marital status, No. (%)

Single 3(13.0) 0 0.865

Married 18 (78.3) 22 (95.7)

Divorced 2(8.7) 1(4.3)

Socioeconomic status (Accor ding to Pakistan Rupees),

No. (%)

Lower 17 (73.9) 16 (69.6) 0.649

Middle 4(17.4) 4(17.4)

Upper 2(8.7) 3 (13.0)

WOMAC Pain scor e (0-20), median (IQR) 8.00 (3.00) 10.00 (3.00) 0.547

Moability (TUG test scorein seconds), median (IQR) 10.00 (5.00) 9.30 (4.00) 0.535

Katz index of independencein ADL score, median 4.00 (2.00) 4.00 (2.00) 0.945

(IQR)

Abbreviation: RPG = Rehabilitation Protocol Group; CG = Control Group; WOMAC = Western Ontario and
McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index; SD = Standard Deviation; IQR = Interquartile Range; TUG = Timed
Up and Go; ADL = Activities of Daily Living; N = Number
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Table 3. Comparison of the rehabilitation protocol group (RPG) and control group (CG)
variables at 12 weeks

Variables | RPG (n=23) | CG (n=23)
Median Median of the Z-test P- Median Median of the Z-test P-
(IQR) difference (95 % value (IQR) difference (95 % valu
Ch) Cl)
WOMAC Pain score
(0to 20)
Baseline 8.00 (3.00) -2.00(-3.00to- | -3.46 | 0.001 | 10.00 (3.00) -0.50 (-1.00to -3.06 | 0.00
After theintervention | 11.00 (4.00) 1.50) 10.00 (3.00) 0.00)

Mobility (TUG Test
in seconds) score

Baseline 10.00 (5.00) -1.15(-2.20to - -2.89 | 0.004 | 9.30(4.00) -0.05(-0.15to -1.84 | 0.06
After theintervention | 9.00 (5.00) 0.45) 9.05 (4.00) 0.00)

Katz index of

independence in

ADLs score

Baseline 4.00(2.00) | 1.00(0.50t01.50) | -2.96 | 0.003 | 4.00 (2.00) -0.50 (-0.00to -1.94 | 0.05
After theintervention | 5.00 (1.00) 4.00 (1.00) 1.00)

Abbreviation: RPG = Rehabilitation Protocol Group; CG = Control Group; WOMAC = Western Ontario and
McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index; Cl = Confidence Interval; IQR = Interquartile Range; TUG = Timed Up
and Go; ADL = Activities of Daily Living
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Table 4. Comparison between the RPG and CG

Outcomes RPG CG P-value

Basdine After the Basdine After the
intervention intervention

WOMAC Pain (0-20) score, | 8.00(3.00) | 11.00(4.00) | 10.00 (3.00) | 10.00 (3.00) | 0.001

median (IQR)

Mobility (TUG Test in 10.00 (5.00) | 9.00(5.00) | 9.30(4.00) | 9.05(4.00) | 0.155

seconds) score, median

(IQR)

Katz index of independence | 4.00 (2.00) 5.00(1.00) | 4.00(2.00) | 4.00(1.00) | 0.000

in ADL s score, median

(IQR)

Abbreviation: RPG = Rehabilitation Protocol Group; CG = Control Group; WOMAC = Western

Ontario and McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index; IQR = Interquartile Range; TUG =

Timed Up and Go; ADL = Activities of Daily Living



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.20.23298606
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

