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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: California
Certification(s)/Specialty: Preventive Medicine, Occupational Medicine

CLINICAL CASE SUMMARY

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

This female sustained an industrial injury to the neck on shoulder on 10/1/13. Previous treatment
included magnetic resonance imaging, electromyography, physical therapy, chiropractic therapy
and medications. The injured worker underwent cervical fusion in March 2015. In a PR-2 dated
5/13/15, the injured worker reported that her neck pain had decreased. The injured worker
complained of slight shoulder pain that interfered with her sleep. Physical exam was remarkable
for mildly restricted cervical spine range of motion and trace weakness of the right triceps
muscle. Current diagnoses included cervical disc herniation and cervical spine radiculitis. The
treatment plan included physical therapy three times a week for six weeks and medications
(Terocin patches, Genocin and Flurbi cream).

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

Flurbi (NAP) cream 180 grams: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.




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

Decision rationale: According to the MTUS, there is little to no research to support the use of
many of these Compounded Topical Analgesics. Any compounded product that contains at least
one drug (or drug class) that is not recommended is not recommended. Flurbiprofen topical is not
supported by the MTUS. Flurbi (NAP) cream 180 grams is not medically necessary.

Genicin 500 mg #90: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines
Glucosamine Page(s): 50.

Decision rationale: According to the MTUS, glucosamine is recommended as an option given
its low risk, in patients with moderate arthritis pain, especially for knee osteoarthritis. Studies
have demonstrated a highly significant efficacy for crystalline glucosamine sulphate (GS) on all
outcomes, including joint space narrowing, pain, mobility, safety, and response to treatment, but
similar studies are lacking for glucosamine hydrochloride (GH). Genicin 500 mg #90 is not
medically necessary.

Terocin patches #30: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

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

Decision rationale: According to the MTUS, compounds containing lidocaine are not
recommended for non-neuropathic pain. There is only one trial that tested 4% lidocaine for
treatment of chronic muscle pain. The results showed there was no superiority over placebo. The
patient's physical exam shows no evidence of radiculopathy or neuropathic pain. In addition,
there is little to no research to support the use of many of these Compounded Topical Analgesics.
Any compounded product that contains at least one drug (or drug class) that is not recommended
is not recommended. Terocin patches #30 is not medically necessary.



