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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. 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/Service. He/she is familiar with governing laws and 

regulations, including the strength of evidence hierarchy that applies to Independent Medical 

Review determinations. 

 

The Expert Reviewer has the following credentials: 

State(s) of Licensure: North Carolina 

Certification(s)/Specialty: Family Practice 

 

CLINICAL CASE SUMMARY 

The expert reviewer developed the following clinical case summary based on a review of the 

case file, including all medical records: 

 

The injured worker is a 41 year old male who sustained an industrial injury on 03-02-15. Initial 

complaints include sharp pain in the right thumb. Initial diagnoses are not available. Treatments 

to date include medications. Diagnostic studies includes a MRI of the right thumb. Current 

complaints include right wrist, hand, and thumb pain. Current diagnoses include tenosynovitis of 

the right thumb, and de Quervain's tenosynovitis of the right wrist. In a progress note dated 07- 

10-15 the treating provider reports the plan of care as Celebrex, and transdermal cream of 

diclofenac-indomethacin-lidocaine, as well as electrodiagnostic studies of the right upper 

extremity and a cortisone injection and trigger kit for the right hand. The requested treatments 

include Celebrex, and transdermal cream of diclofenac-indomethacin-lidocaine, as well as 

electrodiagnostic studies of the right upper extremity. 

 

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES 

The Final Determination was based on decisions for the disputed items/services set forth below: 

 

Celebrex 200mg #60: Upheld 

 

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

Anti-inflammatory medications Page(s): 22. 



MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines celebrex 

Page(s): 68-72. 

 

Decision rationale: The California chronic pain medical treatment guidelines section on 

NSAID use and proton pump inhibitors (PPI) states: Clinicians should weight the indications 

for NSAIDs against both GI and cardiovascular risk factors. Determine if the patient is at risk 

for gastrointestinal events: (1) age > 65 years; (2) history of peptic ulcer, GI bleeding or 

perforation; (3) concurrent use of ASA, corticosteroids, and/or an anticoagulant; or (4) high 

dose/multiple NSAID (e.g., NSAID + low-dose ASA). Recent studies tend to show that H. 

Pylori does not act synergistically with NSAIDS to develop gastroduodenal lesions. 

Recommendations: Patients with no risk factor and no cardiovascular disease: Non-selective 

NSAIDs OK (e.g, ibuprofen, naproxen, etc.). Patients at intermediate risk for gastrointestinal 

events and no cardiovascular disease: (1) A non-selective NSAID with either a PPI (Proton 

Pump Inhibitor, for example, 20 mg omeprazole daily) or misoprostol (200g four times daily) or 

(2) a Cox-2 selective agent. Long-term PPI use (> 1 year) has been shown to increase the risk of 

hip fracture (adjusted odds ratio 1.44). Patients at high risk for gastrointestinal events with no 

cardiovascular disease: A Cox-2 selective agent plus a PPI if absolutely necessary. 

Cardiovascular disease: A non- pharmacological choice should be the first option in patients 

with cardiac risk factors. It is then suggested that acetaminophen or aspirin be used for short-

term needs. An opioid also remains a short-term alternative for analgesia. Major risk factors 

(recent MI, or coronary artery surgery, including recent stent placement): If NSAID therapy is 

necessary, the suggested treatment is naproxyn plus low-dose aspirin plus a PPI. Mild to 

moderate risk factors: If long-term or high- dose therapy is required, full-dose naproxen (500 

mg twice a day) appears to be the preferred choice of NSAID. If naproxyn is ineffective, the 

suggested treatment is: (1) the addition of aspirin to naproxyn plus a PPI, or (2) a low-dose Cox-

2 plus ASA. Cardiovascular risk does appear to extend to all non-aspirin NSAIDs, with the 

highest risk found for the Cox-2 agents. (Johnsen, 2005) (Lanas, 2006) (Antman, 2007) (Laine, 

2007) Use with Aspirin for cardio-protective effect: In terms of GI protective effect: The GI 

protective effect of Cox-2 agents is diminished in patients taking low-dose aspirin and a PPI 

may be required for those patients with GI risk factors. (Laine, 2007) In terms of the actual 

cardio-protective effect of aspirin: Traditional NSAIDs (both ibuprofen and naproxen) appear to 

attenuate the anti-platelet effect of enteric- coated aspirin and should be taken 30 minutes after 

ASA or 8 hours before. (Antman, 2007) Cox-2 NSAIDs and diclofenac (a traditional NSAID) 

do not decrease anti-platelet effect. (Laine, 2007) Per the California MTUS guidelines, Cox-2 

agents like Celebrex are indicated for patients at intermediate or high gastrointestinal risk. 

While the patient has had non-specific GI complaints, there are no documented risk factors that 

place the patient at intermediate or high risk as set forth above. Therefore, the medication does 

not meet criteria and is not medically necessary. 

 

Compound analgesic cream Diclofenac 6%, Indomethacin 6%, Lidocaine 5% 240gm: 

Upheld 
 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment 

Guidelines Topical Analgesics Page(s): 111. 



MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines opioids 

Page(s): 76-84. 

 

Decision rationale: The California chronic pain medical treatment guidelines section on topical 

analgesics states: Recommended as an option as indicated below. 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. (Namaka, 

2004) These agents are applied locally to painful areas with advantages that include lack of 

systemic side effects, absence of drug interactions, and no need to titrate. (Colombo, 2006) Many 

agents are compounded as monotherapy or in combination for pain control (including NSAIDs, 

opioids, capsaicin, local anesthetics, antidepressants, glutamate receptor antagonists, adrenergic 

receptor agonist, adenosine, cannabinoids, cholinergic receptor agonists, agonists, prostanoids, 

bradykinin, adenosine triphosphate, biogenic amines, and nerve growth factor). (Argoff, 2006) 

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. The requested medication contains ingredients, which are not indicated per the 

California MTUS for topical analgesic use. Therefore, the request is not medically necessary. 

 

Electromyograph (EMG) and nerve conduction velocity (NCV) of right upper extremity to 

rule out carpal tunnel syndrome: Upheld 
 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Chapter 11 Forearm, 

Wrist, and Hand Complaints Page(s): 268-269. 

 

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Chapter 8 Neck and Upper Back 

Complaints Page(s): 173-174. 

 

Decision rationale: The ACOEM chapter on neck and upper back complaints and special 

diagnostic studies states: Criteria for ordering imaging studies are: Emergence of a red flag; 

Physiologic evidence of tissue insult or neurologic dysfunction; Failure to progress in a 

strengthening program intended to avoid surgery; Clarification of the anatomy prior to an 

invasive procedure. Physiologic evidence may be in the form of definitive neurologic findings 

on physical examination, electrodiagnostic studies, laboratory tests, or bone scans. Unequivocal 

findings that identify specific nerve compromise on the neurologic examination are sufficient 

evidence to warrant imaging studies if symptoms persist. When the neurologic examination is 

less clear, however, further physiologic evidence of nerve dysfunction can be obtained before 

ordering an imaging study. Electromyography (EMG), and nerve conduction velocities (NCV), 

including H-reflex tests, may help identify subtle focal neurologic dysfunction in patients with 

neck or arm symptoms, or both, lasting more than three or four weeks. The assessment may 

include sensory-evoked potentials (SEPs) if spinal stenosis or spinal cord myelopathy is 

suspected. If physiologic evidence indicates tissue insult or nerve impairment, consider a 

discussion with a consultant regarding next steps, including the selection of an imaging test to 

define a potential cause (magnetic resonance imaging [MRI] for neural or other soft tissue, 

computed tomography [CT] for bony structures). Additional studies may be considered to 

further define problem areas. The recent evidence indicates cervical disk annular tears may be 

missed on MRIs. The clinical significance of such a finding is unclear, as it may not correlate  



temporally or anatomically with symptoms. The provided documentation does not show any 

signs of emergence of red flags. There is evidence of neurologic dysfunction on exam. There 

is no mention of planned invasive procedures. There are no subtle neurologic findings listed 

on the physical exam. Conservative treatment has not been exhausted. For these reasons 

criteria for special diagnostic testing has not been met per the ACOEM. Therefore, the 

request is not medically necessary. 


