The Journal of Arthroplasty xxx (2022) 1-8

journal homepage: www.arthroplastyjournal.org

Contents lists available at ScienceDirect

THE JOURNAL OF
ARTHROPLASTY

The Journal of Arthroplasty

2022 Knee Society Award

John N. Insall Award: MARCQI's Pain-Control Optimization
Pathway (POP): Impact of Registry Data and Education on Opioid

Utilization

James T. Layson, DO ?, David C. Markel, MD °, Richard E. Hughes, PhD ©,
Heather D. Chubb, MS €, Nicholas B. Frisch, MD, MBA ¢~

@ Department of Orthopaedic Surgery, Ascension Macomb-Oakland Hospital, Madison Heights, MI
b Department of Orthopaedic Surgery, Ascension Providence Hospital and The Core Institute, Novi, MI

€ Department of Orthopaedic Surgery and Biomedical Engineering, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI
d Department of Orthopaedic Surgery, Ascension Providence Rochester Hospital, Rochester, MI

ARTICLE INFO

ABSTRACT

Article history:

Received 18 November 2021
Received in revised form

25 February 2022

Accepted 26 February 2022
Available online xxx

Keywords:

total hip arthroplasty
THA

total knee arthroplasty
TKA

pain control

opioids

https://www.kneesociety.org/

Background: In 2019, the Michigan Arthroplasty Registry Collaborative Quality Initiative (MARCQI) rec-
ommended an evidence-based opioid pain pathway to participating physicians and hospitals for patients
undergoing total joint arthroplasty (TJA). The purpose of this study was to determine if the education
could influence and have lasting effects on the prescribing patterns for TJA patients.
Methods: Using the MARCQI database, the number of oral morphine equivalents (OMEs) prescribed at
discharge were collected from January 2018 through December 2019 for all primary arthroplasty pro-
cedures. Periods compared included before and after July 2018 Michigan opioid laws as well as before
and after the March 2019 MARCQI recommendations. The data compared total hip arthroplasty
(THA) and total knee arthroplasty (TKA) patients, opioid-naive vs opioid-tolerant patients, individual
surgeons, and MARCQI sites.
Results: The data included 84,998 TJAs: 22,774 opioid-naive THAs, 9124 opioid-tolerant THAs, 40,882
opioid-naive TKAs, and 12,218 opioid-tolerant TKAs. In all the groups and at all time periods there were a
significant decrease in prescriptions (P < .001). Individual surgeons and participating sites also
demonstrated decreased OMEs on discharge after the recommendations. Between the first and last
months of collection, this represented an overall decrease of opioid OMEs for THA by 47.1% for opioid-
naive patients and 53.4% for opioid-tolerant patients. For TKA patients, the OME decrease was 48.3%
for opioid-naive patients, and 48.4% for opioid-tolerant patients.
Conclusion: The MARCQI pain control optimization pathway (POP) program has been successful in
drastically reducing opioid prescribing with lasting effects, which has substantially limited the overall
opioid prescription burden for patients undergoing arthroplasty.

© 2022 Published by Elsevier Inc.

Total joint arthroplasty (TJA), while extremely successful in
reducing joint pain and improving function, is an invasive procedure
which requires a period of appropriate pain management to ensure
optimal outcomes. In an effort to curb the excessive use of narcotics,
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orthopedic surgeons have begun exploring multimodal pain pro-
tocols that target multiple pain pathways as a comprehensive
approach to pain management. These pathways may incorporate
spinal analgesia, peripheral nerve blocks, periarticular injections,
cryotherapy, acetaminophen, non-steroidal anti-inflammatory
drugs, gabapentinoids, tramadol and opioids among other things.
Multimodal pain protocols have been shown in multiple studies to
be effective in providing adequate pain control after TJA [1—10].
The Michigan Arthroplasty Registry Collaborative Quality Ini-
tiative* (MARCQI) is the largest statewide database for arthroplasty
in the United States. Currently, there are 64 hospital participants
and 15 ambulatory surgery centers (ASCs) capturing over 96% of all
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cases done within the State. Approximately, 370,000 cases have
been fully abstracted to date. As a quality improvement initiative,
MARCQI is set forth to alter prescription patterns on discharge after
elective arthroplasty in March 2019 with the Pain Optimization
Pathway (POP). The registry organized multiple collaborative
meetings for an open dialogue and shared reports on prescription
variation and guidelines. This provided a forum for creating the
best practice patterns and sharing opinions for integration of this
new pathway to change prescription practice.

Included in this, MARCQI made specific recommendations to its
members in March of 2019 to change opioid prescribing patterns
for TJA patients. These included preoperative opioid education,
Michigan Automated Prescription System (MAPS) screening of
high-risk patients, encouraging limitations on the number and
duration of opioid prescriptions, provision of weaning programes,
and encouraging integration with the patient’s primary care pro-
vider to transition off-of opioids. MARCQI also encouraged the
formation of institutional specific perioperative pain protocols.

As part of these recommendations, MARCQI set specific guide-
lines for opioid prescription after arthroplasty. For total hip
arthroplasty (THA), it was recommended that, prescription on
discharge be less than 240 oral morphine equivalents (OMEs), and
for total knee arthroplasty (TKA) 320 OMEs. These discharge OME
goals were set as the pay-for-performance (P4P) incentive cutoff.
The purpose of this study was to determine if MARCQI physician
education could influence and have lasting effects on the pre-
scribing patterns for patients undergoing THA or TKA.

*Support for MARCQI is provided by Blue Cross and Blue Shield
of Michigan (BCBSM) and Blue Care Network as part of the BCBSM
Value Partnerships program. Although BCBSM and MARCQI work
collaboratively, the opinions, beliefs and viewpoints expressed by
the author do not necessarily reflect the opinions, beliefs and
viewpoints of BCBSM or any of its employees.

Material and Methods

Using the MARCQI total joint database [11], the quantity of
opioid medications was evaluated from January 2018 through
December 2019. The collected demographics included age, sex, and
body mass index (BMI) for all cases. Patient characteristics were
descriptively summarized by procedure type, time period and
opioid patient history group. ANOVA tests were used to compare
OME prescriptions by time interval in the opioid-naive and opioid-
tolerant patient populations for primary TJA.

For this period, the number of OMEs prescribed upon discharge
were collected to compare average opioid prescription before and
after MARCQI recommendations in March 2019. Cases with
incomplete prescription data such that a total OME could not be
calculated were excluded. Prescription trends were summarized
with standard descriptive statistics using surgical date and date

Table 1
Background Demographics.

partitions surrounding significant events in opioid prescription
patterns such as Michigan’s July opioid laws and the MARCQI's POP
release.

TKA procedures included in the data are as follows: primary
TKA, primary unicompartmental knee arthroplasty (UKA), bicom-
partmental knee arthroplasty, and patellofemoral arthroplasty. THA
procedures included, primary THA, primary hip resurfacing
arthroplasty, and conversion THA. Exclusion criteria consisted of
cases performed outside of the date range collected and revision
arthroplasties.

The average OMEs upon discharge were differentiated between
patients undergoing THAs and TKAs, since each respectively had
their own OME recommendations. These were collected monthly
and averaged during collection. The data differentiated between
opioid-naive and opioid-tolerant patients to note any potential
discrepancies. MARCQI defines opioid-naive as a patient that has
not taken opioids in the thirty- days leading up to the surgery. Cases
with unknown preoperative patient history were excluded.

In addition, data was obtained on the surgeon level using
random Surgeon IDs in the MARCQI database. Two time periods
were compared for average OME prescriptions; January 2018
through March 2019 (pre-recommendation) was compared with
April 2019 through December 2019 (post-recommendation). This
data was differentiated for both THA and TKA. Only surgeons with
30 or more cases during each time period were included, and only
opioid-naive patients were included in this analysis. Statistics were
performed to measure the number of physicians who were able to
meet OME goals set forth by MARCQI’s last recommendations.

The data was further analyzed to compare variations based on
the registry site before and after the MARCQI POP recommenda-
tions. This analysis involved only opioid-naive patients and for both
THA and TKA. This was analyzed to determine if sites were able to
meet goals, and to determine the overall opioid prescription
decrease in each region.

An overall alpha-level of 0.05 was used to determine statistical
significance and statistical tests were two-sided. All statistical an-
alyses were performed in the SAS software version 9.4 (SAS Insti-
tute Inc, Cary, NC).

Results

Data was collected from 63 hospitals and 2 ASCs (all sites that
were enrolled at the timepoints of the study) and included a 84,998
TJAs. This included 22,774 opioid-naive THAs, 9124 opioid-tolerant
THAs, 40,882 opioid-naive TKAs, and 12,218 opioid-tolerant TKAs.
For THA, there was a monthly average of 949 opioid-naive and 380
opioid-tolerant patients. For TKA, there was a monthly average of
1703 opioid-naive and 509 opioid-tolerant patients.

For THA patients, there were 18,278 females and 15,321 males.
At the time of surgery, the mean age at time of case performed was

Description All Patients Opioid Naive Opioid Tolerant
THA Procedures n = 33,599 n = 23,739 n = 9860
Female 54.4 52.8 58.8
Age at case, mean (std dev) 65.3 (10.9) 65.7 (10.7) 64.3 (11.2)
vBMI, mean (std dev) 30.7 (6.3) 304 (6.1) 31.5(6.9)
TKA Procedures n = 56,845 n = 43,472 n=13373
Female 61.4 60.0 65.9
Age at case, mean (std dev) 66.5 (9.5) 67.1(9.3) 64.7 (9.7)
BMI, mean (std dev) 33.2 (6.6) 329 (6.5) 34.1(7.1)

This table presents the background demographic data collected for all patients during the study period, by type of arthroplasty and opioid-naive versus opioid-tolerant.
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Table 2
Total Hip Arthroplasty Analysis for Average Opioid Morphine Equivalents.

Date Number Average OME for Number Average OME for
Opioid Naive Patients Opioid Tolerant Patients
Jan 18 830 530.2 419 684.6
Feb 18 749 5134 417 688.7
Mar 18 721 508.2 438 647.1
Apr 18 746 467.2 393 594.7
May 18 867 439.1 430 545.6
Jun 18 863 390.5 398 469.2
Jul 18 864 382.5 381 4438
Aug 18 900 366.7 403 465.1
Sep 18 825 358.2 333 459.2
Oct 18 1101 346.1 436 430.0
Nov 18 1022 3534 392 4435
Dec 18 930 344.5 354 430.7
Jan 19 1032 345.5 397 414.5
Feb 19 932 3349 365 428.7
Mar 19 887 338.9 343 396.7
Apr 19 1033 323.7 349 408.6
May 19 959 327.9 366 412.6
Jun 19 991 313.1 347 398.7
Jul 19 1018 295.0 362 372.0
Aug 19 999 286.1 335 353.0
Sep 19 1013 286.4 319 386.9
Oct 19 1208 276.5 434 333.8
Nov 19 1151 281.0 320 323.2
Dec 19 1133 280.3 393 319.1

Oral morphine equivalents (OME) on discharge to total hip arthroplasty patients, separated by opioid-naive versus opioid-tolerant patients from January 1, 2018 through

December 31, 2019.

65.3 year old (standard deviation (SD) = 10.9) and the mean BMI
was 30.7 (SD = 6.3). For TKA patients, there were 34,903 females
and 21,942 males. At the time of surgery, the mean age was 66.5
(SD = 9.5) and the mean BMI was 33.2 (SD = 6.6). Further break-
down of demographic data was performed and divided between
opioid-naive and opioid-tolerant patients for THA and TKA,
respectively (Table 1).

In January 2018, the mean OMEs for THA opioid-naive patients
were 530.2 compared to 280.3 in December 2019. For THA opioid-
tolerant patients, the mean OMEs began at 684.6 in January 2018,
and decreased to 319.1 by December 2019 (Table 2). During this

Table 3
Total Knee Arthroplasty Analysis for Average Opioid Morphine Equivalents.

same period, TKA opioid-naive patients went from an average of
608.5 OMEs per prescription and decreased to 315.4. TKA opioid-
tolerant patients went from 756.2 OMEs to an average of 390.5
(Table 3). Between the first and last months of collection, this
represented an overall decrease of opioid OMEs for THA by 47.1% for
opioid-naive patients and 53.4% for opioid-tolerant patients (Fig. 1).
For TKA patients, the OME decrease was 48.3% for opioid-naive
patients, and 48.4% for opioid-tolerant patients (Fig. 2).

Time periods were then compared: January 2018 to the intro-
duction of the July 2018 opioid laws, July 2018 until MARCQI POP
recommendations in March 2019, and after recommendations from

Date Number Average OME for Number Average OME for
Opioid Naive Patients Opioid Tolerant Patients
Jan 18 1570 608.5 582 756.2
Feb 18 1285 602.6 538 716.3
Mar 18 1324 577.2 552 717.6
Apr 18 1493 544.4 555 680.1
May 18 1523 527.4 594 627.4
Jun 18 1657 451.6 545 536.5
Jul 18 1466 424.3 508 528.4
Aug 18 1498 4224 553 497.6
Sep 18 1579 420.1 471 509.7
Oct 18 2201 407.7 634 479.4
Nov 18 1938 397.0 540 473.1
Dec 18 1621 421.5 492 492.8
Jan 19 1866 398.3 540 473.9
Feb 19 1679 387.5 405 470.8
Mar 19 1689 388.7 416 489.8
Apr 19 1814 3711 475 471.9
May 19 1635 3744 465 442.0
Jun 19 1696 363.4 467 4194
Jul 19 1677 3404 436 411.8
Aug 19 1591 334.1 448 391.2
Sep 19 1961 335.1 467 389.7
Oct 19 2302 3189 589 368.1
Nov 19 1885 320.0 476 372.4
Dec 19 1932 3154 470 390.5

Oral morphine equivalents (OME) on discharge to total hip arthroplasty patients, separated by opioid-naive versus opioid-tolerant from January 1, 2018 through December

31, 2019.
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Average Monthly Prescription in Primary THA Procedures
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Fig. 1. Oral morphine equivalents (OME) prescribed to total hip arthroplasty patients on discharge for both opioid-naive and opioid-tolerant patients. This demonstrates a

downward trend of opioid prescription over the study period.

March 2019 through December 2019. For these periods, this was
further differentiated into groups between THA and TKA, and into
opioid-tolerant and opioid-naive patients for both categories. In all
groups across all time periods, there was a statistically significant
decrease in OMEs on discharge over time (P = <.001) (Table 4).
Data was then differentiated for individual surgeons. After the
MARCQI recommendations, there was a decrease in average OMEs

prescribed upon discharge for THA and TKA opioid-naive patients.
Data was placed in a scatter-plot graph with a mean trend line
(Figs. 3 and 4) demonstrating the difference pre- and post-
recommendations. MARCQI sites were compared to themselves
before and after the recommendations for both THA and TKA
opioid-naive patients. Again, this demonstrated a decrease in
overall OME prescription on discharge (Figs. 5 and 6).

Average Monthly Prescription in Primary TKA Procedures
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Fig. 2. Oral morphine equivalents (OME) to total knee arthroplasty patients over time comparing for both opioid-naive and opioid-tolerant patients demonstrating a downward

trend of opioid prescription.
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Table 4
Statistical Comparisons by Time Period.

Description Primary THA

Primary TKA

Average OME

Average OME

Opioid Naive

Opioid Tolerant

Opioid Naive Opioid Tolerant

Before 7/2018 472.64 606.24
7/2018 - 3/2019 351.80 434,88
After 3/2019 295.67 366.53
P-value <.0001 <.0001

548.84 672.66

406.67 490.45

340.02 405.28
<.0001 <.0001

Statistical comparisons of oral morphine equivalents (OME) comparing the time periods: 1) prior to July 2018 opioid laws, 2) between opioid laws and MARCQI recom-
mendations, and 3) after MARCQI recommendations. This is further stratified between opioid-naive and opioid-tolerant patients.

THA, total hip arthroplasty; TKA, total knee arthroplasty.

Though the MARCQI POP led to a significant decrease in opioid
prescribing overall, the average OMEs on discharge remained above
the stated goal for THA patients. For opioid-naive THA patients,
OMEs on discharge were 16.7% above goal. In contrast, for TKA
opioid-naive patients, OME prescriptions were 1.6% below the
respective goal.

There was an increase in number of surgeons and sites that were
able to meet the POP OME goal for opioid-naive patients. For THA
patients, 34.7% of surgeons met OME goals after POP recommen-
dations compared to 15.2% before. This was similarly seen for TKA
with 58.3% meeting goal compared to 25.3% before. For individual
sites, an increase in compliance to OME goals were seen. For THA
patients, 37.7% of sites met goal compared to 9.8% of sites before the
POP recommendations. This was also seen at sites for TKA patients,
58.5% of sites compared to 25.3% of sites before.

Discussion

Medical providers in the United States have been battling the
growing opioid epidemic. According to CDC data of individuals 12
years and older, 18% of people reported drug use, and of those, 4.3%
were of prescription pain relievers. In 2016, prescription opioids

were responsible for 17,087 deaths, or 28% of all drug overdoses. In
2017, 17.4% of the United States population filled at least one opioid
prescription, with a trend toward patients of older age [12]. The
National Survey on Drug Use and Health (NSDUH) demonstrated
that, of people, who abused prescription opioids, 50.5% were ob-
tained from family or friends and 22.1% were obtained from a
physician prescription [13].

Evidence has shown that it is often not the orthopedic provider
prescribing the majority of opioids consumed by patients. Namba
et al. reviewed 35,565 TKA and 17,430 THA patients to identify
who prescribed opioids preoperatively and postoperatively. They
found that primary care and internal medicine providers were the
highest prescribers both before and after the surgery. Specifically,
in the year before TKA, orthopedic surgeons prescribed only 9% of
the opioids, 47% in the 90 days after surgery and only 14% in the
year that followed. Similarly, in the year before THA, orthopedic
surgeons prescribed 14% of the opioids, 40% in the 90 days after
surgery and only 14% in the year to follow [14]. Markel et al.
demonstrated similar findings in a review of 367 patients under-
going TJA. Using the Michigan Automated Prescription System
(MAPS), only 23% of the opiate prescriptions were written by or-
thopedic surgeons. In patients identified as chronic opiate users,

Average OME Prescription by Surgeon for Primary THA Procedures in Opioid Naive Patients
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Fig. 3. Oral morphine equivalents prescribed to total hip arthroplasty patients that were opioid-naive, comparing surgeon specific prescription before and after MARCQI POP.
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Average OME Prescription by Surgeon for Primary TKA Procedures in Opioid Naive Patients
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Fig. 4. Oral morphine equivalents prescribed to total knee arthroplasty patients that were opioid-naive, comparing surgeon specific prescription before and after MARCQI POP.

after TJA [21]. Pivec et al. reported that chronic preoperative opioid

only 15% of prescriptions were written by orthopedic surgeons
use resulted in higher total opioid use after THA, longer length of

[15].

Preoperative opioid use has been associated with worse pain
control and function postoperatively in TJA [16—20]. Preoperative
use has demonstrated more inpatient complications requiring
longer length of stay, and a higher risk for opioid use over 3 months

stay and lower Harris hip scores [16]. Smith et al demonstrated that
preoperative opioid use in TKA was associated with less pain relief
and lower WOMAC pain scores postoperatively [17,22]. Ben-Ari
et al. reported a higher rate of revision after TKA in veterans with

Average OME Prescription by Site for Primary THA Procedures in Opioid Naive

MARCQI Site

mPre-POP Mean

mPost-POP Mean

0 100 200 300

400 500 600 700 800

OME Average Prescription July 2018 through December 2019

Fig. 5. Oral morphine equivalents (OME) prescribed to total hip arthroplasty opioid-naive patients as compared by site prior to initiation of POP and after the recommendations.
Overall there is a reduction in OME prescribing for most sites and of note, some of the sites did not have data prior to the initiation of this program.
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Average OME Prescription by Site for Primary TKA Procedures in Opioid Naive Patients
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Fig. 6. Oral morphine equivalents (OME) prescribed to total knee arthroplasty opioid-naive patients as compared by site prior to initiation of POP and after the recommendation.
Overall there is a reduction in OME prescribing for most sites and of note, some of the sites did not have data prior to the initiation of this program.

a history of long term opioid use compared to those without [18].
Similarly, Bedard et al. found preoperative opioid use was associ-
ated with increased risk of early revision TKA [23]. Weick et al.
reported an increased risk of early revision and 30-day readmission
in TJA patients who were taking preoperative opioids [24]. Zywiel
et al. showed lower knee society scores, higher complication rate
and increased revision rate for patients on chronic opioids before
TKA [19]. Nguyen et al. showed that even with chronic opioid use,
successful weaning before TJA can significantly improve clinical
outcomes postoperatively [20]. In our study, there were 9124
opioid-tolerant THA patients and 12,218 opioid-tolerant TKA pa-
tients, comprising 28.6% and 23.0% of patients, respectively.

Despite traditional attempts to curb opioid utilization, over-
prescription remains common. In a study of outpatient elective
upper extremity surgeries, patients on an average had 66% of their
opioid prescriptions remaining [25]. Howard et al. performed a
population study in Michigan across health systems in 2392 pa-
tients with postoperative opioids. Patients on an average used 30%
of their opioid prescriptions. More importantly, the higher number
of opioids that were prescribed showed a statistically significant
increase in opioid consumption [26]. We found that in opioid-
tolerant patients undergoing TJA, 28.6% of THA and 23% of TKA
patients had higher levels of opioid consumption across all time
periods. At the end of the collection period, their requirement on
discharge was 13.8% and 23.8% higher than opioid-naive patients
for THA and TKA respectively. Though still higher than their opioid-
naive counterparts, the MARCQI initiative demonstrated decreased
opioid prescription in this population, potentially limiting the risk
of over-prescription.

Once prescribed opioids, there is a risk for patients to have a
sustained opioid use after arthroplasty. Sun et al. demonstrated
that the odds ratio of chronic opioid use after TKA patients was 5.10,
with chronic opioid use for nonsurgical patients of 0.136%
compared to 1.41% of TKA patients [27]. Another database study of
opioid-naive patients found that orthopedics was responsible for

8.8% of sustained opioid use [28]. Goesling et al. demonstrated that
after TJA, opioid-naive patients were using opioids at six months
postoperatively in 8.2% of TKAs and 4.3% of THAs [29]. In addition,
those who take opioids preoperatively are more likely to continue
to take them postoperatively [30,31]. Chronic opioid use after the
first year was higher in chronic users (THA 47% vs 10%) (TKA 62% vs
13%) [32]. Opioid-naive patients are at risk for sustained opioid use,
but they tend to fill fewer medications and be less likely for sus-
tained narcotic use. A database analysis of 69,368 patients after TJA
found that opioid-naive patients were less likely to fill prescriptions
and filled fewer pills (THA 73 vs 126 pills, TKA 86 vs 126 pills). This
was consistent in our findings. The mean OMEs on discharge being
280.3 vs 319.1 for THA patients and 315.4 versus 390.5 for TKA
patients at the end of the study period [32].

Some institutions have begun combatting this issue by limiting
prescriptions of opioids closer to the number required after
observation and feedback, therefore eliminating large excesses of
opioids, without increases in the number of refills needed [33,34]. A
randomized-control trial of 304 patients undergoing TJA were
divided into groups that would get either 30 or 90 tablets of oxy-
codone, and they demonstrated that prescription of lower number
of oxycodone was associated with decreased opioid consumption,
decreased unused tablets, and no differences in pain scores or re-
ported outcomes between the two groups [35]. However, this can
have its difficulties and breakthrough pain can occur. In one study
of 802 patients after TJA, 33% required additional narcotic rescue for
breakthrough pain, with patients at the highest risk having pre-
operative narcotic use [21].

In March 2019, the POP was released by MARCQI setting guide-
lines for opioid prescription after arthroplasty, including limitations
on quantities at discharge. Since these were introduced, there has
been a consistent downward trend in the quantity of opioid pre-
scriptions after arthroplasty. However, this recommendation alone
did not account for the change. MARCQI's quality initiative included
many facets. As previously discussed, distributed reports and
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collaborative meetings created a platform for open discussion to get
providers together to create a best-practice model. This demon-
strates the magnitude of influence a registry can have at integrating
providers and health-care systems toward a common goal.

There are several limitations to this study. The data was
collected using a large state-wide registry and although it was
specifically abstracted by MARCQI nurses there are inherent limi-
tations to registry-level data. While the POP recommendations
were given at a set time-point and tracked before and after being
released, there were additional factors that may have influenced
opioid prescribing patterns, including legislative changes at the
State level. We attempted to account for these changes by identi-
fying those time-points, but there may be unrecognized effects.
Furthermore, it is difficult to quantify the implact of general
awareness and education on opioid addiction as well as the impact
of the media and reporting on this issue. This paper does not
address short or long-term clinical outcomes as they relate to
changes in the opioid prescribing and further research is required
to better understand the impact of these recommendations.

Conclusion

The MARCQI POP program was successful in drastically reducing
opioid prescriptions by providing evidence-based pain protocols
with set OME limits. The MARCQI recommendations were not only
effective, but also have been sustainable, thus demonstrating the
importance of quality initiative feedback and analysis to positively
affect prescribing behavior. Simple education and quality reporting
can have a significant impact on physician behavior. Further studies
will need to be performed to correlate the decreased opioid pre-
scriptions and any potential adverse patient outcomes.

References

[1] Halawi M], Grant SA, Bolognesi MP. Multimodal analgesia for total joint

arthroplasty. Orthopedics 2015;38:e616—25.

Gaffney CJ, Pelt CE, Gililland JM, Peters CL. Perioperative pain management in

hip and knee arthroplasty. Orthop Clin North Am 2017;48:407—19.

Peters CL, Shirley B, Erickson ]. The effect of a new multimodal perioperative

anesthetic regimen on postoperative pain, side effects, rehabilitation, and

length of hospital stay after total joint arthroplasty. ] Arthroplasty 2006;21:

132-8.

Horlocker TT, Kopp SL, Pagnano MW, Hebl JR. Analgesia for total hip and knee

arthroplasty: a multimodal pathway featuring peripheral nerve block. ] Am

Acad Orthop Surg 2006;14:126—35.

Moucha CS, Weiser MC, Levin EJ. Current strategies in anesthesia and anal-

gesia for total knee arthroplasty. ] Am Acad Orthop Surg 2016;24:60—73.

Parvizi J, Miller AG, Gandhi K. Multimodal pain management after total joint

arthroplasty. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 2011;93:1075—84.

Berger RA, Jacobs JJ, Meneghini RM, Della Valle CD, Paprosky W,

Rosenberg AG. Rapid rehabilitation and recovery with minimally invasive

total hip arthroplasty. Clin Orthop 2004:239—47. https://doi.org/10.1097/

01.bl0.0000150127.80647.80.

Dorr LD, Raya ], Long WT, Boutary M, Sirianni LE. Multimodal analgesia

without parenteral narcotics for total knee arthroplasty. J Arthroplasty

2008;23:502—-8.

Maheshwari AV, Boutary M, Yun AG, Sirianni LE, Dorr LD. Multimodal anal-

gesia without routine parenteral narcotics for total hip arthroplasty. Clin

Orthop 2006;453:231—8.

[10] Trasolini NA, McKnight BM, Dorr LD. The opioid crisis and the orthopedic
surgeon. ] Arthroplasty 2018;33:3379—3382.e1.

[2

[3

[4

[5

[6

[7

[8

[9

[11] Hughes RE, Hallstrom B, Cowen M, Igrisan R, Singal B, Share D. Michigan
Arthroplasty Registry Collaborative Quality Initiative (MARCQI) as a model for
regional registries in the United States. Orthop Res Rev 2015;7:47—56.

[12] Drug Overdose|Injury Center|CDC. https://www.cdc.gov/drugoverdose/index.
html; 2021 [accessed 03.01.21].

[13] Lipari RN, Hughes A. How People Obtain the Prescription Pain Relievers They
Misuse. 2017. In: The CBHSQ Report. Rockville, MD: Substance Abuse and
Mental Health Services Administration (US); 2013.

[14] Namba RS, Paxton EW, Inacio MC. Opioid prescribers to total joint arthro-
plasty patients before and after surgery: the majority are not orthopedists.
] Arthroplasty 2018;33:3118—3124.e3.

[15] Zarling BJ, Yokhana SS, Herzog DT, Markel DC. Preoperative and postoperative
opiate use by the arthroplasty patient. ] Arthroplasty 2016;31:2081—4.

[16] Pivec R, Issa K, Naziri Q, Kapadia P, Bonutti P, Mont M. Opioid use prior to total
hip arthroplasty leads to worse clinical outcomes. Int Orthop 2014;38:
1159-65.

[17] Smith SR, Bido ], Collins JE, Yang H, Katz JN, Losina E. Impact of preoperative
opioid use on total knee arthroplasty outcomes. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 2017;99:
803-8.

[18] Ben-Ari A, Chansky H, Rozet I. Preoperative opioid use is associated with early
revision after total knee arthroplasty: a study of male patients treated in the
veterans affairs system. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 2017;99:1-9.

[19] Zywiel MG, Stroh DA, Lee SY, Bonutti PM, Mont MA. Chronic opioid use prior
to total knee arthroplasty. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 2011;93:1988—93.

[20] Nguyen L-CL, Sing DC, Bozic K]. Preoperative reduction of opioid use before
total joint arthroplasty. J Arthroplasty 2016;31:282—7.

[21] Rozell JC, Courtney PM, Dattilo JR, Wu CH, Lee G-C. Preoperative opiate use
independently predicts narcotic consumption and complications after total
joint arthroplasty. ] Arthroplasty 2017;32:2658—62.

[22] American Society of Anesthesiologists Task Force on Acute Pain Management.
Practice guidelines for acute pain management in the perioperative setting:
an updated report by the American Society of Anesthesiologists Task Force on
Acute Pain Management. Anesthesiology 2012;116:248—73.

[23] Bedard NA, DeMik DE, Dowdle SB, Owens JM, Liu SS, Callaghan JJ. Preoperative
opioid use and its association with early revision of total knee arthroplasty.
J Arthroplasty 2018;33:3520—-3.

[24] Weick J, Bawa H, Dirschl DR, Luu HH. Preoperative opioid use is associated
with higher readmission and revision rates in total knee and total hip
arthroplasty. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 2018;100:1171—6.

[25] Rodgers J, Cunningham K, Fitzgerald K, Finnerty E. Opioid consumption
following outpatient upper extremity surgery. ] Hand Surg 2012;37:645—50.

[26] Howard R, Waljee ], Brummett C, Englesbe M, Lee ]. Reduction in opioid
prescribing through evidence-based prescribing guidelines. JAMA Surg
2018;153:285—-7.

[27] Sun EC, Darnall BD, Baker LC, Mackey S. Incidence of and risk factors for
chronic opioid use among opioid-naive patients in the postoperative period.
JAMA Intern Med 2016;176:1286—93.

[28] Schoenfeld AJ, Jiang W, Chaudhary MA, Scully RE, Koehlmoos T, Haider AH.
Sustained prescription opioid use among previously opioid-naive patients
insured through TRICARE (2006-2014). JAMA Surg 2017;152:1175—6.

[29] Goesling J, Moser SE, Zaidi B, Hassett AL, Hilliard P, Hallstrom B, et al. Trends
and predictors of opioid use after total knee and total hip arthroplasty. Pain
2016;157:1259—65.

[30] Franklin PD, Karbassi JA, Li W, Yang W, Ayers DC. Reduction in narcotic use
after primary total knee arthroplasty and association with patient pain relief
and satisfaction. J Arthroplasty 2010;25:12—6.

[31] Bedard NA, Pugley AJ, Dowdle SB, Duchman KR, Glass NA, Callaghan JJ. Opioid
use following total hip arthroplasty: trends and risk factors for prolonged use.
] Arthroplasty 2017;32:3675—9.

[32] Cook DJ, Kaskovich SW, Pirkle SC, Conti Mica MA, Shi LL, Lee MJ. Benchmarks
of duration and magnitude of opioid consumption after total hip and knee
arthroplasty: a database analysis of 69,368 patients. ] Arthroplasty 2019;34:
638—644.e1.

[33] Howard R, Fry B, Gunaseelan V, Lee J, Waljee ], Brummett C, et al. Association
of opioid prescribing with opioid consumption after surgery in Michigan.
JAMA Surg 2019;154:e184234.

[34] Hill MV, Stucke RS, McMahon ML, Beeman JL, Barth R]. An educational
intervention decreases opioid prescribing after general surgical operations.
Ann Surg 2018;267:468—72.

[35] Hannon CP, Calkins TE, Li ], Culvern C, Darrith B, Nam D, et al. The James A.
Rand Young Investigator’s Award: large opioid prescriptions are unnecessary
after total joint arthroplasty: a randomized controlled trial. ] Arthroplasty
2019;34:54-10.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref6
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.blo.0000150127.80647.80
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.blo.0000150127.80647.80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref11
https://www.cdc.gov/drugoverdose/index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/drugoverdose/index.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-5403(22)00260-1/sref35

	John N. Insall Award: MARCQI’s Pain-Control Optimization Pathway (POP): Impact of Registry Data and Education on Opioid Uti ...
	Material and Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	References
	Appendix A. 



