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INTRODUCTION

* Knee osteoarthritis (KOA) is one of the most prevalent degenerative joint diseases with an estimated
654.1 million individuals over 40 years of age suffering from this condition in 2020 [1].

*  Among patients with severe symptoms, most studies recommended intra-articular corticosteroid (IA-CS) and
intra-articular hyaluronic acid (IA-HAs) when other non-operative options are ineffective [2].

«  Commonly used IA-HAs include Hyalgan® (Fidia); Supartz FX™ (Bioventus); Orthovisc® (Anika); Euflexxa®
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CONCLUSION

A Comparison of All-Cause And Knee Osteoarthritis (KOA)-Related Costs Of Newly-Diagnosed KOA
Patients Treated With Multi-Injection IA-HAs: A Retrospective Database Analysis

Patients treated with Euflexxa (1% sodium hyaluronate) are associated with statistically significant lower KOA-related and all-cause costs compared to that of Orthovisc (hyaluronan) or

Hyalgan/Supartz FX (sodium hyaluronate).

RESULTS (Statistically significant if p < 0.05)
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Table 2. Adjusted KOA related costs of eligible patients treated with Euflexxa vs Orthovisc

Table 4. Adjusted KOA related costs of eligible patients treated with Euflexxa vs Hyalgan/Supartz

(Ferring) among others [3], and are characterized by different formulations and HA source, molecular weight, )
molecular structure, concentration, as well as different number of injections during one complete course [4]. Euflexxa vs Orthovisc Euflexxa vs Hyalgan/Supartz
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medical claim of multi-injection Euflexxa (1% sodium hyaluronate), Orthovisc (hyaluronan), Hyalgan (sodium
hyaluronate) and Supartz FX (sodium hyaluronate) after a 12-month wash-out period.

Table 3. Adjusted all-cause related costs of eligible patients treated with Euflexxa vs Orthovisc

Table 5. Adjusted all-cause related costs of eligible patients treated with Euflexxa vs Hyalgan/Supartz

«  Continuous enroliment for at least 12 months after the first IA-HA claim was required for this analysis (Table 1). _
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