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Abstract 18 

 19 

Lower limb apophysitis cause long-term pain, decrease in function, and can reduce or 20 

completely hinder participation in sports and physical activity, yet there is little knowledge 21 

on the long-term consequences for health. Our objective with this investigation is to 22 

capture self-reported health-status for all adults having been diagnosed with lower limb 23 

apophysitis in the period of 1980 to 2020 and compared these data with normative values 24 

for the background population. We are therefore conducting a national cross-sectional 25 

study based on data from the Danish National Patient Registry (NPR). In this protocol we 26 

describe, as detailed as possible, the planned methods.  27 

  28 
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Background, rationale, and review of the literature 29 

 30 

Physical activity during the adult life is crucial for health and prevention of disease but has 31 

additional benefits during adolescence (fig. 1). During adolescence the levels of physical 32 

activity declines with only 1 in 6 meeting the recommendations for moderate to vigorous 33 

physical activity or sports participation (fig. 1).  34 

 35 

 36 

 37 

 38 

Given that adolescence is a period of increasing autonomy, positive behaviors established 39 

during this period could potentially last into later adulthood.1,2 There are several barriers to 40 

participation in physical activity and sports during adolescence, one such is the risk of 41 

injury and pain during these activities. During adolescence, lower limb pain is the most 42 

frequent cause for seeking primary MSK care3 and up to 50% of sports active adolescents 43 

regularly consume painkillers for injury-related pain.4 44 

 45 

Adolescents are specifically susceptible to growth-related overuse injuries in the knee and 46 
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heel.5–9 For early adolescence, when growth velocity peaks (ages 10-16),10 the most 47 

common growth related injuries is apophysitis in the lower limb; Severs in the heel, and 48 

Sinding Larsen Johansson and Osgood Schlatter in the knee.11 All three entities cause 49 

long-term pain, decrease in function, and can reduce or completely hinder participation in 50 

sports and physical activity.12–17 The most common, Osgood Schlatter, affects 1 in 5 51 

active adolescents.7 Yet there is little knowledge on the long-term consequences for 52 

health, with only a small case-series on younger participants16 and one in college-aged 53 

students.18   54 

 55 

Objective 56 

To review the long-term consequences of having had a lower limb apophysitis in a large 57 

sample, we aim to capture self-reported health-status for all adults having been diagnosed 58 

with such in the period of 1980 to 2020. 59 

 60 

Research question 61 

What is the health status of adults with a history of lower limb apophysitis? 62 

 63 

 64 

Methods 65 

 66 

Design 67 

We wish to conduct a national cross-sectional study based on data from the Danish 68 

National Patient Registry (NPR). The study is reported to the regional research ethics 69 

committee (Region Hovedstaden) but has not yet received approval (identifier pending, 70 

submitted February 29th, 2020). In addition, it’s been reported to the local data authority 71 

(Region Hovedstadens Videnscenter for Dataanmeldelser), but has not yet received 72 

approval (identifier pending, submitted February 29th, 2020). The study is being registered 73 

at ClinicalTrials.gov (identifier pending, submitted February 29th, 2020), and the protocol is 74 

published here at medRxiv (submitted March 1st, 2020). Participants will be thoroughly 75 

informed about possible risks, study-participant rights, and aspects of data-sharing and 76 

data-protection, and asked to consent in the first page of the survey. If patients wish to 77 

redraw their answers to the survey, they can do so. A contact email for the project 78 
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coordinator (KK) is provided in the invitation message. The study protocol is based on 79 

relevant items from the STROBE checklist19 for reporting of cross-sectional studies and 80 

the SPIRIT checklist for trial protocols.20 The study is descriptive and exploratory, and no 81 

pre-determined hypothesis are being tested, rather it aims to generate future hypothesis to 82 

be tested in longitudinal designs.  83 

 84 

Recruitment and eligibility 85 

All patients aged 18-50 having received diagnostics codes pertaining to lower limb 86 

apophysitis (Severs, Sinding-Larsen Johansson, Osgood Schlatter) in the years 1980-87 

2020 in Denmark will be eligible to participate. Diseased participants will be censored. All 88 

eligible patients will be contacted and invited to participate by filling out the electronical 89 

survey online. Sample size will be of convenience with no pre-determined cut-off for 90 

smallest or largest sample of interest, rather, the final sample of respondents will be based 91 

on however many have been designated the diagnostic codes and responds to the survey. 92 

 93 

Outcomes 94 

 95 

Primary outcome: Physical and mental health  96 

Measured on the SF-12 (Short-form 12 item) health survey.21 97 

 98 

Other diagnostic codes 99 

To describe this population and their rate of other diseases, all other designated diagnostic 100 

codes from the NPR will be captured and reported. 101 

 102 

Sleep problems, mental health, BMI and self-efficacy 103 

These factors are related to prognosis or severity for many other well-researched 104 

musculoskeletal conditions. We will utilize validated questions22 and questionnaires 105 

(PSEQ-2).23(p2)  106 

 107 

Knee-related pain and symptoms, and physical activity 108 

We will ask to current extent, satisfaction, and level of physical activity and sport (Tegner 109 

scale).24 In addition, we will ask to knee-related pain and symptoms (KOOS)25 and other 110 

types of pain.  111 
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  112 

Apophysitis-related history  113 

We will ask questions related to duration, severity and treatment of their apophysitis. 114 

 115 

Data collection and sharing 116 

All data will be directly entered into REDCap (Research Electronic Data Capture),26 a 117 

logged secure system designed for capturing sensitive non-commercial research data that 118 

is hosted at Hvidovre Hospital. REDCap contains options for valid values, range checks, 119 

data validation, branching, scheduling, and stop-rules to increase data quality.  120 

 121 

Invitations to the questionnaire will be posted to participants digital government-issued 122 

inbox (e-boks) used for confidential correspondence (e.g. doctors’ appointments), using 123 

their social security number (CPR number) obtained from the NPR. We expect the mean 124 

duration of a reply will be in the range of 8-10 minutes. If participants have questions or 125 

comments, there will be a contact-email posted in the survey-invitation. 126 

 127 

The full dataset, excluding all personal identifiers, will be posted alongside the pre-print 128 

when the results have been disseminated.  129 

 130 

Analyses 131 

The flow of participants from the potential total pool, to invitations, final respondents, and 132 

missing data, will be described in detail. As this is a single-group study with no pre-133 

determined hypothesis, no blinding will be performed. Analyses will be descriptive and 134 

reported in means and 95% confidence intervals, and if non-normally distributed, reported 135 

as medians and inter-quartile ranges. We will compare sub-groups of interest observing 136 

overlaps of confidence intervals. The a priori subgroups of interest are: 137 

1. Patients reporting short (<6 months) vs. long (>1 year) apophysitis symptom duration. 138 

2. Patients reporting significant limitation to sport and physical activity during their 139 

apophysitis vs. those that was not significantly affected. 140 

3. Patients that currently have knee pain or symptoms from the same general area vs. 141 

those that currently does not.  142 
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4. Patients who continued moderate or high levels of physical activity after cessation of 143 

apophysitis symptoms vs. does that have been less than moderate physically active 144 

since cessation of their apophysitis symptoms. 145 

5. Patients that report currently having a large bony prominence thought to originate 146 

from their apophysite (Only Osgood Schlatter patients) vs. those that does not 147 

6. Patients that report severe symptoms during their apophysitis vs. does that only 148 

report have experienced light or moderate symptoms (based on pain intensity and 149 

frequency of pain-flares, and restriction in physical activity and sport). 150 

7. Patients that report having undergone a period of rapid growth during their 151 

apophysitis vs. does that does not 152 

 153 

If relevant sub-groups should emerge post hoc, they will be denoted as such. We will also 154 

compare data from this sample with normative values for the background population. 155 

 156 

 157 
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