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HOW THE IMR FINAL DETERMINATION WAS MADE

MAXIMUS Federal Services sent the complete case file to an expert reviewer. He/she has no
affiliation with the employer, employee, providers or the claims administrator. The expert
reviewer is Board Certified in Family Practice, has a subspecialty in ENTER SUBSPECIALTY
and is licensed to practice in California. He/she has been in active clinical practice for more than
five years and is currently working at least 24 hours a week in active practice. The expert
reviewer was selected based on his/her clinical experience, education, background, and expertise
in the same or similar specialties that evaluate and/or treat the medical condition and disputed
items/services. He/she is familiar with governing laws and regulations, including the strength of
evidence hierarchy that applies to Independent Medical Review determinations.

CLINICAL CASE SUMMARY

The expert reviewer developed the following clinical case summary based on a review of the
case file, including all medical records:

Patient had a date of injury on 3/16/2006. The patient injured his low back and bilateral lower
extremities. Diagnosis includes: lumbar disc degeneration, lower leg joint pain, and back pain.
Patient has had left knee arthroscopy in 11/10/06. Patient has also had physical therapy,
functional restoration programs and multiple facet joint injections.

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES
The Final Determination was based on decisions for the disputed items/services set forth below:

Ketamine 5% Cream x 2: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines
Topical Analgesics.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines Topical
Analgesics Page(s): 111-112.

Decision rationale: According to guidelines topical analgesic are largely experimental in use
with few randomized controlled trials to determine efficacy or safety. Primarily recommended
for neuropathic pain when trials of antidepressants and anticonvulsants have failed. There is little
to no research to support the use of many of these agents. Any compounded product that contains
at least one drug (or drug class) that is not recommended is not recommended. Ketamine is under
study: Only recommended for treatment of neuropathic pain in refractory cases in which all




primary and secondary treatment has been exhausted. According to medical records not all
options have been tried and thus are not medically necessary.

Nabumetone-relafen 500mg #90, QTY: 270: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines
NSAIDs.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines NSAIDs
Page(s): 67.

Decision rationale: According to guidelines NSAIDs are used for Osteoarthritis (including knee
and hip): Recommended at the lowest dose for the shortest period in patients with moderate to
severe pain. Acetaminophen may be considered for initial therapy for patients with mild to
moderate pain, and in particular, for those with gastrointestinal, cardiovascular or renovascular
risk factors. NSAIDs appear to be superior to acetaminophen, particularly for patients with
moderate to severe pain. Back Pain - Acute exacerbations of chronic pain: Recommended as a
second-line treatment after acetaminophen. In general, there is conflicting evidence that NSAIDs
are more effective that acetaminophen for acute LBP. There should be functional improvement.
According to the medical records there is no improvement with prolonged used of NSAIDs and
thus is not medically necessary.

Gabapentin 600mg #60, QTY: 180: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines
Antiepilepsy Drugs.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines
antiepilepsy drugs, Gabapentin Page(s): 16-17.

Decision rationale: Based on guidelines Gabapentin is recommended for neuropathic pain.
There is a lack of expert consensus on the treatment of neuropathic pain in general due to
heterogeneous etiologies, symptoms, physical signs and mechanisms. Most randomized
controlled trials (RCTSs) for the use of this class of medication for neuropathic pain have been
directed at postherpetic neuralgia and painful polyneuropathy (with diabetic polyneuropathy
being the most common example). There are few RCTSs directed at central pain and none for
painful radiculopathy. There should be functional improvement. According to medical records
there is no documentation of functional improvement and thus is not medically necessary.



