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Associations between multimorbidity and
additional burden for working-age adults
with specific forms of musculoskeletal
conditions: a cross-sectional study
Dianne B. Lowe1,3*, Michael J. Taylor2,3 and Sophie J. Hill1,3

Abstract

Background: Multiple health conditions are increasingly a problem for adults with musculoskeletal conditions.
However, multimorbidity research has focused primarily on the elderly and those with a limited subset of
musculoskeletal disorders. We sought to determine whether associations between multimorbidity and additional
burden differ with specific forms of musculoskeletal conditions among working-age adults.

Methods: Data were sourced from a nationally representative Australian survey. Specific musculoskeletal conditions
examined were osteoarthritis; inflammatory arthritis; other forms of arthritis or arthropathies; musculoskeletal
conditions not elsewhere specified; gout; back pain; soft tissue disorders; or osteoporosis. Multimorbidity was
defined as the additional presence of one or more of the Australian National Health Priority Area conditions. Burden
was assessed by self-reported measures of: (i) self-rated health (ii) musculoskeletal-related healthcare and medicines
utilisation and, (iii) general healthcare utilisation. Associations between multimorbidity and additional health or
healthcare utilisation burden among working-age adults (aged 18 – 64 years of age) with specific musculoskeletal
conditions were estimated using logistic regression, adjusting for confounders. Interaction terms were fitted to
identify whether there were specific musculoskeletal conditions where multimorbidity was more strongly associated
with poorer health or greater healthcare utilisation than in the remaining musculoskeletal group.

Results: Among working-age adults, for each of the specified musculoskeletal conditions, multimorbidity was
associated with similar, increased likelihood of additional self-rated health burden and certain types of healthcare
utilisation. While there were differences in the relationships between multimorbidity and burden for each of the
specific musculoskeletal conditions, no one specific musculoskeletal condition appeared to be consistently
associated with greater additional health burden in the presence of multimorbidity across the majority of self-rated
health burden and healthcare use measures.
(Continued on next page)
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Conclusions: For working-age people with any musculoskeletal conditions examined here, multimorbidity increases
self-reported health and healthcare utilisation burden. As no one musculoskeletal condition appears consistently
worse off in the presence of multimorbidity, there is a need to better understand and identify strategies that
acknowledge and address the additional burden of concomitant conditions for working-age adults with a range of
musculoskeletal conditions.
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Background
Musculoskeletal conditions are a grouping of clinically
distinct but characteristically painful conditions af-
fecting joints, bones and muscles. Collectively, mus-
culoskeletal conditions have one of the highest
population prevalence of any chronic conditions [1].
Although musculoskeletal conditions are relatively
heterogeneous and differ in aetiology and prognosis,
these conditions are generally progressive or fluctuat-
ing in nature, and often involve complex treatments
or procedures [2]. As a result, musculoskeletal condi-
tions place a heavy health burden on individuals,
health systems and society [1, 3–11]. Globally muscu-
loskeletal conditions are the second most common
cause of healthy years lost to morbidity [4, 5] with
adverse impacts on quality of life [12].
Musculoskeletal conditions affect all age groups, but

are more common with increasing age. Nonetheless,
nearly one in five working-age adults are diagnosed with
a musculoskeletal condition [13–15]. For working-age
adults, musculoskeletal conditions pose additional em-
ployment, reproductive health, social and financial
challenges [3, 16–19].
People with musculoskeletal conditions are often living

with additional chronic conditions alongside [13, 14, 17,
20–30]. Chronic co-occurring conditions are termed
multimorbidity [20, 23], or in the context of a primary
condition, comorbidity [14, 20, 31]. Like with musculo-
skeletal conditions, multimorbidity also increases health
expenditure [32], usage of healthcare services, polyphar-
macy, premature mortality, and negatively impacts
physical functioning and quality of life [28, 33–37].
These factors suggest the need for clinical and policy
efforts to adapt to challenges faced by working-age
people with musculoskeletal conditions by considering
the possible impacts of other conditions [2, 22, 24, 26–
28, 32]. With ageing populations in many developed
countries, delayed retirement has been advocated as a
possible strategy for sustaining economic growth [38].
Both longevity and delayed retirement could have implica-
tions on workforce participation for the increasing num-
bers of adults experiencing magnified physical disability
and reduced quality of life from accumulating conditions
alongside musculoskeletal conditions [30, 38, 39].

We previously examined the prevalence of and associ-
ations between multimorbidity and self-rated health or
healthcare burden measures among working-age adults
with any musculoskeletal condition when using three
different ways of defining multimorbidity [40, 41].
Regardless of the definition used, multimorbidity was
highly associated with the majority of the health burden
measures within the combined musculoskeletal popula-
tion [41]. These findings highlight the level of additional
self-rated health and healthcare utilisation burden asso-
ciated with multimorbidity within the broad working-
age population with any musculoskeletal condition.
There are a number of gaps in the existing evidence

base for the relationships between multimorbidity and
additional burden in those with musculoskeletal condi-
tions. Both multimorbidity and musculoskeletal condi-
tion research usually examines older populations (i.e.,
aged 65 years and over), and these populations are
predominately sampled within clinical settings, rather
than being population representative. Additionally, when
multimorbidity research includes musculoskeletal condi-
tions it sometimes focuses exclusively on a singular
musculoskeletal condition (e.g. osteoarthritis [42]) or a
limited subset (e.g. arthritis conditions [29], and rheum-
atic conditions [30]), rather than including the breadth
of musculoskeletal conditions. Particularly overlooked
musculoskeletal conditions in the context of multimor-
bidity research include chronic back pain, gout, and
osteoporosis. Furthermore, when determining the
self-rated health burden of multimorbidity, research
tends to combine musculoskeletal conditions into
broad umbrella categories [13–15, 21, 23, 43], and it
is unclear if there are some people with specific
forms of musculoskeletal conditions who are more
impacted by multimorbidity than others. For these
reasons, there is a lack of understanding of whether
health burden associated with multimorbidity varies
for specific musculoskeletal conditions.
Therefore, we sought to determine whether working-

age adults with specific forms of musculoskeletal condi-
tions are worse off in the presence of multimorbidity
compared to the rest of the musculoskeletal sample.
Identifying the musculoskeletal sub-population(s) most
affected by the additional burden of multimorbidity
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could aid priority setting, and could help determine
the musculoskeletal populations in which to develop,
evaluate and apply targeted interventions.

Methods
Australia’s National Health Survey 2007–2008 (NHS 07-08)
data used in this analysis were provided by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics through their Microdata program [44].
The NHS 07-08 survey is completed by an adult and, where
applicable, child, from each household sampled. House-
holds are sampled by the Australian Bureau of Statistics
from all Australian States and Territories and across all age
groups, ensuring it is nationally representative. The ques-
tions asked, response rate, survey design and sampling
strategy are reported elsewhere [44]. None of the authors
were involved in the development of the questionnaire or
data collection. Permission was obtained from the ABS to
conduct this secondary cross-sectional analysis. La Trobe
University Human Ethics Committee granted an exemption
for this study as there was negligible risk involved in an
analysis of previously collected, de-identified data.
For this study, the sample is NHS 07-08 respondents

aged between 18 and 64 years with chronic musculos-
keletal conditions. ‘Musculoskeletal conditions’, as cate-
gorised by the Australian Bureau of Statistics, included:
osteoarthritis; inflammatory arthritis; other forms of
arthritis or arthropathies; musculoskeletal conditions not
elsewhere specified; gout; back pain; soft tissue disorders;
and osteoporosis. The exposure is multimorbidity opera-
tionalised as presence of one or more of the following
Australian National Health Priority Area condition cat-
egories (in addition to a musculoskeletal condition): dia-
betes; cancer; cardiovascular disease; asthma; chronic
obstructive pulmonary disease; and mental health disor-
ders [45]. Both the musculoskeletal conditions and the
condition categories included in the multimorbidity vari-
able were “chronic”, i.e. current and present for at least
6 months. Conditions were identified through self-
reports of doctor diagnoses in response to open ended
questions in combination with a series of prompts for
some specific conditions, designed to provide respon-
dents with the opportunity to report detailed infor-
mation on all chronic conditions they experience. All
chronic conditions reported were then coded by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics to a categorisation system
based on the Tenth Revision of the International Clas-
sification of Diseases and Health Related Problems
(ICD-10-AM). Further details on the specific diagnoses
included in each condition category that contributed to
multimorbidity are published elsewhere [40, 41].
For each specific musculoskeletal condition, we exam-

ined the associations between the exposure (multimorbid-
ity) and a range of burden measures. See Table 1 for the
description of these burden measures.

Analyses
To determine whether working-age adults with some
specific forms of musculoskeletal conditions are worse
off in the presence of multimorbidity, compared to the
rest of the musculoskeletal sample, we conducted three
types of analyses.

1) Prevalence of conditions comprising multimorbidity
in working-age Australians with specific
musculoskeletal conditions was estimated.
To account for the survey design, the replicant
weights generated by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics were applied using the jack-knife
method [46], allowing the prevalence estimates
to be representative of the Australian population.

2) Associations between multimorbidity and additional
health or healthcare utilisation burden among
working-age adults with specific musculoskeletal
conditions were estimated. Although we considered
an ordinal logistic regression model for the variables
“fair to poor health status” and “pain limiting work”,
because the proportional odds assumption did not
hold, it was not possible to treat these variables as
ordered categories. It was also not possible to analyse
the Kessler Psychological Distress Scale score as a
continuous outcome as the data were not normally
distributed, and it was not possible to transform the
data to approximate normality. Therefore, the
associations between multimorbidity and each burden
measure among people with the specific nominated
musculoskeletal condition were estimated using
logistic regression. In each case, the dependent
variable was the burden measure (see Table 1), and
multimorbidity was the independent variable. These
associations were estimated in the total working-age
sample with musculoskeletal conditions, and then
stratified by each specific musculoskeletal condition
grouping (regardless of the presence of other
musculoskeletal conditions).

3) Interaction terms were fitted to identify if the
associations between multimorbidity and the various
burden measures differed between the specific
musculoskeletal conditions. To do this, the analysis
was restricted to the working-age sample with any
form of musculoskeletal condition, and the interaction
term was fitted between multimorbidity and the
presence of the specific musculoskeletal condition
grouping. Significant (p < 0.05) interaction terms
would indicate a greater (or lesser) burden of multi-
morbidity for a specific musculoskeletal condition
compared to the rest of the musculoskeletal sample.

Logistic regression and interaction analyses were ad-
justed for age, gender, household income quintiles as a
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marker of socioeconomic status (SES), education, smok-
ing status (current, past, never), and moderate to high
risky alcohol consumption as potential confounders. All
statistical analyses were performed using Stata (release
10.1, College Station, TX).

Results
Of the 20,788 people interviewed from the 15,792
households sampled (a response rate of 91%), 12,604
people were working-aged (18 to 64 years). Of the
working-age adults, 50.1% were female and 37.0% were
aged between 18 and 34 years, 34.6% were aged between
35 and 59 years, and 28.3% were 60 to 64 years old.
Chronic musculoskeletal conditions were reported by
36.1% of the working-age adults. Back pain was the most

common (19.8%), followed by osteoarthritis (7.9%); other
arthritis or arthropathies (8.1%); gout (4.7%); soft tissue
disorders (3.2%); inflammatory arthritis (2.5%); osteo-
porosis (2.3%) or other musculoskeletal conditions not
elsewhere specified (0.9%). The prevalence of multimor-
bidity among working-age adults was 15.3% (Table 2).
Among the working-age adults, the prevalence of the
chronic conditions included in the multimorbidity defin-
ition were as follows: mental health disorders 13.4%;
asthma 9.7%; cardiovascular diseases (CVD) 5.2%; dia-
betes 3.4%; chronic obstructive pulmonary dis-
ease (COPD) 2.1%; and cancer 1.4% (Table 2).
Depending on the specific musculoskeletal condition

grouping, the prevalence of multimorbidity varied from
37.8% (among those with gout) to 53.1% (among those

Table 1 Description of burden measures

Burden Measure Description Timeframe

Self-rated health

Fair to poor health status A response of either “fair” or “poor” [59] to the question
“In general would you say that [your/(proxy name)] health
is excellent, very good, good, fair or poor” [59].

In the four weeks prior to
interview

High distress A Kessler Psychological Distress Scale-10 (K10) score
indicating high (>22 points) to very high severity
of distress (30-50 points) [60].

In the four weeks prior to
interview

Pain interference with activities A response of “moderately” to “extremely” to the extent
bodily pain interfered with normal work. Response options:
not at all; a little bit; moderately; quite a bit; extremely and
did not experience bodily pain.

In the four weeks prior to
interview

Moderate to severe pain rating A response of “moderate”, “severe” or “very severe” to
the extent of bodily pain felt. Response options: none;
very mild; mild; moderate; severe; or very severe.

In the four weeks prior to
interview

Musculoskeletal-relateda healthcare and medicines utilisation

Visit general practitioner (GP) for
arthritis or osteoporosis

Self-reports of arthritis or osteoporosis-related
GP consultations.

In the two weeks prior to the
interview

Visit arthritis or osteoporosis
specialist(s)

Self-reports of arthritis or osteoporosis-related
specialist consultations.

In the two weeks prior to the
interview

Pain medicines use Self-reports of pain medicines use including analgesics. In the two weeks prior to the
interview

Musculoskeletal (MSK) medicines use Self-reports of up to three MSK-related, main pharmaceutical
medicines used. This included vitamins and mineral
supplements such as vitamin D, calcium, glucosamine
and various marine-based products, natural or
herbal treatments.

In the two weeks prior to the
interview

General healthcare utilisation

Visit other specialist(s) Self-reports of consulting a specialist for condition other than arthritis or
osteoporosis.

In the 12 months prior to the
interview

Visit physiotherapist(s) Self-reports of consulting a physiotherapist. In the 12 months prior to the
interview

Did not visit health professional (HP). Self-reports of not consulting a health professional. In the 12 months prior to the
interview

Visit chemist(s) for advice only Self-reports of consulting a chemist for advice only
(i.e., not to fill scripts).

In the 12 months prior to the
interview

Visit chiropractor(s) Self-reports of consulting a chiropractor. In the 12 months prior to the
interview

aAll musculoskeletal-related healthcare, pain and medicines use data were collected only for NHS respondents with current arthritis or osteoporosis (osteoporosis,
osteopenia or gout, rheumatism or arthritis, osteoarthritis, rheumatoid arthritis, or other type (specified))
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with inflammatory arthritis) (Table 2). The three most
common comorbidities alongside any musculoskeletal
condition were typically a mental health disorder, followed
by asthma or CVD. There were minimal differences in the
frequency pattern of co-occurring conditions for
working-age adults with specific musculoskeletal condi-
tions (Table 2), excepting for those with gout, where dia-
betes was more common than asthma. Furthermore,
although cancer was typically the least common co-
occurring condition alongside the specific musculoskeletal
conditions, for those with gout, COPD was least common,
and for those with for those with “other musculoskeletal
conditions” diabetes was the least common co-morbidity.
Among working-age adults with specific musculoskeletal
conditions, 35.7 to 69.1% also reported the presence of an
additional musculoskeletal condition (Table 3) (lowest
among those with back pain and highest among those
with osteoporosis).

Musculoskeletal condition, multimorbidity and self-rated
health burden
Among working-age adults, multimorbidity was con-
sistently associated with greater additional self-rated
health burden, with minimal differences across these
specific musculoskeletal conditions (Table 4). There
were insufficient numbers in the “other musculoskel-
etal” condition group to calculate valid estimates; there-
fore results are not presented in Tables 4, 5 and 6.
Across the specific musculoskeletal conditions, while
there were some differences in association between
multimorbidity and self-rated health burden measures,
these differences were mostly inconsistent and estimates
were imprecise, due to small sample sizes for some
specific musculoskeletal conditions.
However, interaction analyses between each specific

musculoskeletal condition and multimorbidity for each
of the self-rated health burden measures identified two
instances of significant between group differences.
Firstly, the relationship between multimorbidity and the
measure “high distress” was significantly greater in those
with back pain compared to the remainder of the mus-
culoskeletal group (Table 4). Specifically, of working-age
adults with chronic back pain (n = 2493), a lower
proportion (8.0% n = 117/1467) without multimorbidity
reported high distress compared to 38.8% (n = 398/1025)
who had multimorbidity (OR = 8.0, 95%CI: 6.0, 10.8). In
those with another form of musculoskeletal condition
(other than back pain, n = 2061) those with multimor-
bidity also reported greater rates of high distress (30.7%,
247/806) compared to those without multimorbidity
(8.2%, n = 103/1255, OR = 4.1, 95%CI: 3.0, 5.5). There-
fore, although multimorbidity is a risk factor for high
distress in all forms of musculoskeletal condition, it is a
stronger risk factor in those with back pain (interaction

p-value = 0.001). Secondly, the observed association for
multimorbidity on pain interfering with work was
significantly greater for those with soft-tissue disorders
than the rest of the musculoskeletal group. Specifically,
of working-age adults with soft-tissue disorders (n = 404),
37.2% (74/199) without multimorbidity reported pain
interfering with work, compared to 62.4% (128/205)
who had multimorbidity (OR = 3.3 95%CI: 2.0, 5.6). In
those with another form of musculoskeletal condition
(other than soft-tissue disorder, n = 4151), those with
multimorbidity also reported higher rates of pain
interfering with work (45.9%, 747/1627) compared to
those without multimorbidity (27.1%, 684/2524, OR =
1.8 95%CI: 1.4, 2.3), but this association was weaker
than that seen in those with a soft tissue disorders
(interaction p-value = 0.03).

Musculoskeletal condition, multimorbidity and
musculoskeletal related healthcare utilisation and
medicines use
After adjusting for SES, education, smoking and medium to
high risk alcohol consumption (Table 5) among working-
age adults with specific musculoskeletal conditions there
were minimal differences in associations between the pres-
ence and absence of multimorbidity in the measures of
musculoskeletal healthcare utilisation (Table 5).
The interaction analyses identified two exceptions.

The association between multimorbidity and pain medi-
cine use was weaker among those with “other arthritis”
compared to those with the remaining musculoskeletal
conditions (Table 5). Specifically, of working-age adults
with “other arthritis” (n = 1022), in the absence of multi-
morbidity, 4.1% (n = 24/586) reported pain medicines
use, compared to 8.0% (n = 35/436) when multimorbidity
was present. In those with a musculoskeletal condition
other than “other arthritis” (n = 3533), those with multi-
morbidity also reported higher rates of pain medicines
use (8.7%, n = 122/1396) compared to those without
multimorbidity (2.7%, n = 57/2137, but this association
(OR = 4.0 95%CI: 2.4, 6.9) was stronger (interaction
p-value = 0.014) than that seen in those with “other
arthritis” (OR = 2.1, 95%CI: 1.2, 3.8).
The association between multimorbidity and muscu-

loskeletal medicines use was stronger in respondents
with gout than those with the other musculoskeletal
conditions (Table 5). Specifically, of working-age adults
with gout (n = 589), 15.9% (n = 55/345) without multimor-
bidity reported musculoskeletal medicines use, compared
to 29.1% (n = 71/244) who had multimorbidity (OR = 2.4
95%CI: 1.2, 5.1). In those with another form of musculo-
skeletal condition (other than gout, n = 3966), those with
multimorbidity reported higher rates of musculoskeletal
medicines use (30.3%, n = 481/1588) compared to those
without multimorbidity (24.1%, n = 572/2378, OR = 1.3,
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95%CI: 1.0, 1.6), but this association was weaker than that
seen in those with gout (interaction p-value = 0.040). It
should be noted that this apparent stronger association
in respondents with gout is due to musculoskeletal
medicines use being less common (15.9%) in respondents
with gout, than for the remainder of musculoskeletal
conditions (24.1%) in the absence of multimorbidity.
Yet, in the presence of multimorbidity there was lit-
tle difference in the prevalence of musculoskeletal
medicines use by respondents with gout (29.1%) and

all other musculoskeletal conditions (30.3%). This indi-
cates that, in the absence of multimorbidity, respondents
with gout are less likely to use musculoskeletal medicines
than those with another form of musculoskeletal
condition.

Musculoskeletal condition, multimorbidity and general
healthcare utilisation
Among the combined musculoskeletal working-age popula-
tion, multimorbidity was associated with consulting a

Table 5 Associationsa and interactionsb between multimorbidity and musculoskeletal-related healthcare or medicines use among
working-age adults with specific musculoskeletal conditions

Sample
(n = 4555)

Visit arthritis or
osteoporosis
specialist (n = 103)
OR (95%CI)

Interaction
p-valueb

Visit GP for arthritis
or osteoporosis
(n = 206)
OR (95%CI)

Interaction
p-value

Pain medicines use
(n = 238)
OR (95%CI)

Interaction
p-value

MSK
medicines use
(n = 1179)
OR (95%CI)

Interaction
p-value

Any MSK (4555) 1.4 (0.7, 2.8) - 1.4 (1.0, 2.2) - 3.2 (2.1, 5.1) - 1.3 (1.1, 1.7) -

Osteoarthritis (993) 1.7 (0.5, 5.6) 0.68 2.1 (1.0, 4.1) 0.30 3.5 (1.7, 7.5) 0.91 1.3 (1.0, 1.9) 0.98

Inflammatory
arthritis (317)

0.8 (0.1, 4.9) 0.59 0.7 (0.1, 6.1) 0.43 2.9 (0.7, 12.2) 0.51 0.8 (0.3, 1.9) 0.08

Other arthritis (1022) 1.3 (0.5, 3.2) 0.79 2.3 (0.9, 6.1) 0.21 2.1 (1.2, 3.8) <0.05 1.0 (0.7, 1.6) 0.11

Gout (589) NE NE 20.8 (2.8, 157.9) 0.84 10.0 (1.4, 71.8) 0.40 2.4 (1.2, 5.1) <0.05

Back pain (2493) 3.0 (0.7 13.9) 0.23 2.6 (1.0, 7.2) 0.14 3.9 (2.0, 7.8) 0.40 1.7 (1.2, 2.3) 0.06

Soft tissue
disorder (404)

1.4 (0.0, 164.0) 0.93 2.6 (0.7, 10.2) 0.34 4.0 (1.0, 16.0) 0.96 2.2 (1.2, 4.0) 0.17

Osteoporosis (292) 1.0 (0.4 2.4) 0.92 1.0 (0.4, 2.1) 0.94 3.4 (0.9, 13.8) 0.68 1.6 (0.8, 3.4). 0.91

legend: aEach row header indicates the specific MSK in which the strata-specific association between multimorbidity and each burden measure has been
estimated. For each row, the reference group is those with the specific MSK but not multimorbidity. Associations (odds ratios) are adjusted for age, gender, SES,
education, smoking and medium to high risk alcohol consumption. All musculoskeletal-related healthcare and medicines use measures relate to the 2 weeks prior
to the interview. NE: not estimable due to small cell counts. bEach interaction p-value indicates whether the association between multimorbidity and the health
measure differs between the specific MSK group and the remaining MSK population. Significant (p < 0.05) interactions are bolded and further details are presented
textually in results section. GP: general practitioner

Table 4 Associationsa and interactionsb between multimorbidity and self-reported health measures among working-age adults with
specific musculoskeletal conditions

Sample (n = 4555) Fair to poor health
status (n = 1073)
OR (95%CI)

Interaction
p-valueb

High distress
(n = 865)
OR (95%CI)

Interaction
p-value

Pain interference
with activities
(n = 1633)
OR (95%CI)

Interaction
p-value

Moderate to
severe pain
(n = 2086)
OR (95%CI)

Interaction
p-value

Any MSK (4555) 3.5 (2.7, 4.4) - 6.0 (4.8, 7.3) - 2.0 (1.6, 2.4) - 1.9 (1.5, 2.3) -

Osteoarthritis (993) 3.9 (2.2, 7.0) 0.77 6.1 (3.6, 10.2) 0.53 1.8 (1.2, 2.8) 0.56 2.1 (1.3, 3.3) 0.94

Inflammatory
arthritis (317)

3.9 (1.4, 10.4) 0.27 5.4 (2.1, 14.0) 0.52 2.9 (1.3, 6.8) 0.43 2.3 (1.0, 5.3) 0.55

Other arthritis (1022) 3.4 (1.9, 5.8) 0.76 4.8 (2.8, 8.2) 0.16 1.9 (1.3, 3.0) 0.73 2.1 (1.4, 3.2) 0.82

Gout (589) 3.8 (1.8, 7.9) 0.41 7.2 (2.9, 17.9) 0.55 2.6 (1.4, 4.7) 0.54 1.7 (1.0, 2.9) 0.83

Back pain (2493) 3.8 (2.8, 5.2) 0.34 8.0 (6.0, 10.8) <0.01 2.1 (1.6, 2.7) 0.13 2.0 (1.5, 2.7) 0.18

Soft tissue
disorder (404)

4.0 (1.8, 9.0) 0.86 5.0 (2.0, 12.8) 0.36 3.3 (2.0, 5.6) <0.05 2.1 (1.1, 3.7) 0.99

Osteoporosis (292) 5.1 (1.9, 14.0) 0.86 5.8 (2.1, 16.1) 0.37 3.4 (1.4, 8.3) 0.24 3.6 (1.5, 8.7) 0.17

legend: aEach row header indicates the specific MSK in which the strata-specific association between multimorbidity and each burden measure has been
estimated. For each row, the reference group is those with the specific MSK but without multimorbidity. Associations (odds ratios) are adjusted for age, gender,
SES, education, smoking and medium to high risk alcohol consumption. All ratings of self-reported health burden relate to the 4 weeks prior to the interview.
bEach interaction p-value indicates whether the association between multimorbidity and the health measure differs between the specific MSK group and the
remaining MSK population. Significant (p < 0.05) interactions are bolded and further details are presented textually in results section
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specialist for conditions other than arthritis/osteoporosis;
and chemist(s) for advice; but not visiting physiothera-
pist(s) or chiropractor(s); and was protective against not
consulting a health professional during the past year
(Table 6). Furthermore, there were minimal differences in
the associations between multimorbidity and these general
healthcare utilisation burden measures across working-
age adults with the specific musculoskeletal conditions
(Table 6).
Interaction analyses identified there was a greater

association between multimorbidity and consulting a
chemist for advice only (interaction p-value = 0.015)
among those with inflammatory arthritis compared to
those with the remaining musculoskeletal conditions
(Table 6). Specifically, of working-age adults with inflam-
matory arthritis (n = 317), 14.3% without multimorbidity
(n = 21/147) reported consulting a chemist for advice
only, compared to 30.2% (n = 52/170) who had multi-
morbidity (OR = 4.9, 95%CI: 2.1, 11.4). In those with
another form of musculoskeletal condition (other than
inflammatory arthritis, n = 4238), those with multimor-
bidity reported higher rates of consulting a chemist for
advice only (21.6%, n = 359/1662) than those without
multimorbidity (13.5%, n = 347/2576, OR = 1.8, 95%CI:
1.5, 2.3), but this association was weaker than that seen
in those with inflammatory arthritis (interaction p-value
= 0.015). Additionally, multimorbidity was associated
with an increased likelihood of consulting a specialist for
a non-arthritis condition across the majority of the
specific musculoskeletal conditions, but not in those
with inflammatory arthritis. Specifically, of working-age
adults with inflammatory arthritis (n = 317), 46.9%
(n = 69/147) without multimorbidity reported consulting
a specialist for a non-arthritis condition, compared to
56.5% (n = 96/170) who had multimorbidity (OR = 0.9,
95%CI: 0.4, 2.1). In contrast, in those with another form of
musculoskeletal condition (other than inflammatory arth-
ritis, n = 4238), those with multimorbidity reported higher
rates of consulting a specialist for a non-arthritis condition
(43.9%, n = 730/1662) than those without multimorbidity
(24.0%, n = 618/2576, OR = 2.5, 95%CI: 2.1, 3.0), and this
association was stronger than that seen in those with in-
flammatory arthritis (interaction p-value = 0.004).

Discussion
In this population representative sample of community
dwelling adults aged 18 to 64 years, for each of the
specified musculoskeletal conditions there were minimal
differences in associations between multimorbidity and
self-rated measures of health burden or certain types of
healthcare utilisation. Specifically, associations between
multimorbidity and additional self-rated health, distress
and pain burden measures were higher and relatively
consistent across each of these specific musculoskeletal

conditions. Also, for the majority of these specified
musculoskeletal conditions, multimorbidity was strongly
associated with the health utilisation measures of
visiting general practitioner (GP) for arthritis or
osteoporosis and visiting specialists for conditions
other than arthritis or osteoporosis, pain and musculo-
skeletal medicine use, and consulting chemist for advice,
but not visiting specialists for arthritis or osteoporosis, vis-
iting physiotherapist(s) or chiropractor(s).
Despite these overall findings, interaction analyses did

identify limited instances where associations between
multimorbidity and some burden measures were more
pronounced for some specific musculoskeletal condi-
tions. In particular, there was a much stronger associ-
ation between multimorbidity and consulting a chemist
(for advice only) among those with inflammatory arth-
ritis compared to those with the remaining musculoskel-
etal conditions. This may be due to inflammatory
conditions, such as rheumatoid arthritis, requiring com-
plex medication management that, in the presence of
additional conditions and their respective medications,
raises the possibility of drug interactions and increases
the need for advice seeking. Furthermore, the relation-
ship between multimorbidity and the measure “high dis-
tress” was significantly greater in those with back pain
compared to the remainder of the musculoskeletal popu-
lation. This was not simply due to pain or mental health
issues being more common, as multimorbidity was not
more strongly related to ratings of moderate to severe
pain in those with back pain when compared to those
with another form of musculoskeletal condition. Fur-
thermore, mental health conditions were not particularly
more common in those with back pain, when compared
to other forms of musculoskeletal conditions. These ob-
servations may indicate that a more holistic, person
centred, treatment approach for additional conditions
alongside back pain may be needed. Similarly, the ob-
served association for multimorbidity on “pain interfer-
ing with work” was significantly stronger for those with
soft-tissue disorders than the rest of the musculoskeletal
population, suggesting that additional support strat-
egies for improving return to work could be indicated
for individuals with soft tissue conditions alongside
other conditions.
Conversely, for some specific musculoskeletal condi-

tions, the associations between multimorbidity and some
burden measures were significantly weaker. For example,
associations between multimorbidity and pain medicines
use were weaker for those with “other arthritis” than the
remaining musculoskeletal groups. However, both the
“other arthritis” group and those with the remaining
musculoskeletal conditions had equivalent proportions
reporting pain medicines use in the presence of multi-
morbidity; whereas, in the absence of multimorbidity the
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prevalence of pain medicines use was much higher for
those with “other arthritis” than for those with the
remaining musculoskeletal conditions, thus creating a
weaker association. Again, in the presence of multi-
morbidity the proportion reporting musculoskeletal
medicines use among those with gout and the remaining
musculoskeletal groups were equivalent, but in the ab-
sence of multimorbidity, musculoskeletal medicines use
was lower in those with gout (than the remaining mus-
culoskeletal group), suggesting those with uncomplicated
gout are less likely to use these medicines. Finally, the
association between multimorbidity and consulting a
specialist for a non-arthritis condition (i.e. “other spe-
cialists”) in those with “inflammatory arthritis” was sig-
nificantly weaker, even though the proportion of people
visiting “other specialists” in the presence of multimor-
bidity was higher in this group than the remaining mus-
culoskeletal population. The association was weaker
because, in the absence of multimorbidity, the propor-
tion visiting “other specialists” was much higher in those
with inflammatory arthritis than the remaining musculo-
skeletal population. A possible interpretation of the
higher rate of visiting “other specialists” in the absence
of multimorbidity is that the conditions included in pol-
icy definition do not adequately capture the experience
of “other” conditions for working-age adults with inflam-
matory arthritis.
The associations with multimorbidity observed here

are similar to those in previous studies with comparable
objectives despite a focus on a limited spectrum of arth-
ritis conditions [29], and rheumatic conditions [30] or
both [39]. In the study by Mavaddat et al., who sampled
from GP settings [29], the association between multi-
morbidity (defined as arthritis plus one of cancer, stroke,
heart attack, diabetes, arthritis or respiratory illnesses)
and self-rated fair to poor health was OR 1.5 (95% CI:
1.3, 1.7); and arthritis in the presence of two additional
conditions was associated with a greater increase likeli-
hood of self-rated fair to poor health 3.0 (95% CI: 2.1-
4.1). In Loza et al.’s study, when multimorbidity included
a rheumatic condition, subjective health-related quality
of life and daily functioning was worse than multimor-
bidity that did not include a rheumatic condition [30].
Similar to our findings, co-morbidity negatively im-
pacted physical and mental health equally according to
those with either rheumatoid arthritis or osteoarthritis
[39]. Collectively, these results support the finding of
additional burden caused by multimorbidity on individ-
uals with musculoskeletal conditions. Our finding that
the proportions of the working-age adults with specific
additional conditions did not vary greatly across the
specific musculoskeletal conditions supports previous re-
search that similarly found that the proportions of the
arthritis sample with particular comorbidities did not vary

substantially with the type of arthritis (osteoarthritis,
rheumatoid arthritis, rheumatism, other arthritis) [47].
Within this study, we elected to define multimorbidity

as the presence of one or more of the Australian Na-
tional Health Priority Area conditions [45] in addition to
a musculoskeletal condition (listed above). We have termed
this the “policy definition” of multimorbidity [40, 41]. As
there isn’t a gold standard for operationalising multimor-
bidity based on condition counts, we have previously exam-
ined three potential definitions. While these definitions
resulted in highly variable estimates of prevalence of multi-
morbidity [40], all definitions examined were similar in
terms of associations with burden [41]. However, the policy
definition was more strongly associated with distress [41].
We elected to use the policy definition of multimorbidity
within this study, as it produced an intermediate estimate
of prevalence, and generated similar strengths of associa-
tions with subjective health outcomes among the musculo-
skeletal population as the other assessed definitions. If we
had chosen a different definition, the specific association
estimates would have been different, but it is unlikely that
this would have materially altered the study findings
due to the inherent nature of dichotomous cut-
points flattening associations [41]. The associations
reported for the overall musculoskeletal group are
slightly different than in a previous paper [41], as we
adjusted here for additional factors beyond age,
gender as potential confounders (household income
quintiles as a marker of socioeconomic status (SES),
education, smoking status (current, past, never), and
moderate to high risky alcohol consumption). Adjusting
for the additional factors generally resulted in reducing
the strength of associations (by no more than 15%),
but did not change the direction or interpretation in
any instance.
This study has a number of strengths and limitations.

Although we observe interactions, given a large number
of exploratory analyses were performed, it is possible
that some of the observed interactions are spurious.
Given the multiple testing and the age of the dataset,
these analyses should be replicated in future research.
The strengths of this study are that it is nationally repre-
sentative, with a large sample size, and a comprehensive
range of subjective measures of health status, distress,
pain, healthcare utilisation, and medicines use. This
allowed a comprehensive approach to examining the
additional health burden of multimorbidity for working-
age adults with a range of musculoskeletal conditions.
While the total sample size was quite large, the “other
musculoskeletal” group was small in this sample, result-
ing in imprecise estimates of associations for the associa-
tions between multimorbidity and the health status and
utilisation measures. For this reason, we elected not to
present these results. A larger population sample, or a
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selected clinical sample, may be required to address this
issue in this sub-population. Both the exposures (report
of doctor diagnosis of conditions) and outcomes (health
and healthcare utilisation measures) were based on
participant recall. Reported conditions were therefore
salient to the respondents, but may potentially be
subject to recall error. Recall error may overestimate as-
sociations because identifying symptom-based condi-
tions may also mean those with poorer health may recall
more symptoms. However, there is no clear reason to
believe that this recall bias should be different between
people with specific musculoskeletal conditions or for
those with or without multimorbidity, which is the
focus of this study. Additionally, a limitation of using
population-based survey data is that self-report of
arthritis may not be discriminating enough to allow
for exploration of within sub-group analyses [47]. The
cross-sectional design of this study does not allow for
examination of temporality of associations. However,
given poor quality of life does increase risk of de-
pression and chronic pain, longitudinal studies are
required to examine the temporality of poor health status
and multimorbidity or musculoskeletal conditions.
This study extends previous research examining asso-

ciations between multimorbidity and health status and
utilisation measures to determine whether there is a
particular musculoskeletal sub-population for whom the
additional burden of multimorbidity is most pronounced.
We found that the additional health burden of multimor-
bidity is an issue for all of these specific musculoskeletal
conditions and this highlights the need for proactive
healthcare management, such as contemporary models of
care, whereby the principles of chronic care are integrated
within an interdisciplinary team that supports and in-
volves the patient in their care planning [48]. A range of
strategies to deal with multimorbidity in health services
have been evaluated [49, 50]. However, intervention trials
in these reviews are focused on multimorbidity (or com-
mon combinations of comorbidities) that do not include a
musculoskeletal condition and populations rarely include
those aged less than 65 years [49, 50]. Nonetheless, some
strategies might also be relevant to all adults with multi-
morbidity as a way of improving care continuity or opti-
mising care or treatments by tailoring them to meet a
person's needs [49]. In these reviews, a limited number of
trials are of some relevance to multimorbidity/comorbid-
ity that includes a musculoskeletal condition with only a
subset of the population under the age of 65 years, these
interventions show some limited, small or mixed benefits
across a range of health outcomes [51–55]. It is therefore
perhaps unsurprising that adults and younger people with
musculoskeletal conditions [56, 57] identify a number of
unmet healthcare service and information needs. These
unmet needs can help inform improvements to existing

models of care and furthermore emphasise the need
to involve consumers in implementation of models of
care. Promising strategies for involving consumers
when designing and delivering models of care, include
consumer involvement in: developing guidelines, identify-
ing barriers to implementation and tailoring implementa-
tion strategies [58]. By focusing on working-age adults, we
extend previous research, which has focused primarily on
older people. Our findings emphasise that multimorbidity
is associated with additional impact among working-age
people. We were interested in the subjective burden of
multimorbidity compared to the subjective burden of
musculoskeletal conditions. So, while the multimorbid
musculoskeletal population may also be considered comor-
bid we use the term multimorbidity as we are not technic-
ally applying an index condition, rather, the sample is
the musculoskeletal population, and the exposure is
the presence of multimorbidity.

Conclusions
Among working-age adults with any musculoskeletal
conditions examined here, multimorbidity was associ-
ated with similar increases in all self-reported health and
some healthcare utilisation burden measures. The impli-
cation of these findings is that there is little rationale,
based on health status or health utilisation burden, for
directing interventions to improve outcomes of individ-
uals with multimorbidity to only people with a specific
musculoskeletal condition. The additional burden of
multimorbidity among the working-age population with
a range of musculoskeletal conditions highlights the
need to better understand and identify strategies that
acknowledge and address the issues of concomitant
conditions. However, an approach targeted to those with
only specific musculoskeletal conditions at the exclusion
of all others could arguably worsen burden associated
with multimorbidity or be otherwise inequitable.

Abbreviations
CVD: Cardiovascular disease; COPD: Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease;
GP: General practitioner; ICD-10-AM: International Statistical Classification of
Diseases and Related Health Problems, Tenth Revision, Australian
Modification; MH disorder: Mental health disorder; MSK: Musculoskeletal
condition; NHS: National health survey; SES: Socioeconomic status

Acknowledgements
Not applicable.

Funding
This work was supported by an Alice O’Brien, Arthritis and Osteoporosis
Victoria, PhD scholarship to DL. The funding body did not contribute to the
design of the study, data collection, analysis, or interpretation, nor in writing
the manuscript.

Availability of data and materials
The 2007-2008 National Health Survey data that support the findings
of this study are available from the Australian Bureau of Statistics (as
Confidentialised Unit Record Files) through their Microdata release
program, but restrictions apply to the availability of these data, which

Lowe et al. BMC Musculoskeletal Disorders  (2017) 18:135 Page 12 of 14



were used under license for the current study, and so are not publicly
available. Data are however available from the authors upon reasonable
request and with permission of Australian Bureau of Statistics.

Authors’ contributions
DL obtained access to the data, and conducted the statistical analysis. DL, SH
and MT contributed to designing the study, interpreting the results and
drafting the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Competing Interest
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Permission was obtained from La Trobe University and the ABS to undertake
the secondary analysis of the previously collected NHS 2007-08 data for this
study. All data was self-reported by respondents to ABS interviewers (i.e. no
clinical records were obtained), and data received by the researchers
following study approval was anonymised and de-identified prior to release
from the data custodians (ABS). Ethics approval and consent was waived by
the La Trobe University Faculty of Health Sciences Faculty Ethics Review
Committee due to the negligible risk attributed to analysing anonymised
and de-identified National Health Survey 2007-08 data.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Author details
1Centre for Health Communication and Participation, School of Psychology
and Public Health, College of Science, Health and Engineering, La Trobe
University, Melbourne, Australia. 2School of Allied Health, Australian Catholic
University, Fitzroy, Australia. 3Cochrane Consumers and Communication
Review Group, School of Psychology and Public Health, College of Science,
Health and Engineering, La Trobe University, Melbourne, Australia.

Received: 23 October 2016 Accepted: 20 March 2017

References
1. Woolf AD, Pfleger B. Burden of major musculoskeletal conditions. Bull World

Health Organ. 2003;81:646–56.
2. Manias E, Claydon-Platt K, McColl GJ, Bucknall TK, Brand CA.

Managing complex medication regimens: perspectives of consumers
with osteoarthritis and healthcare professionals. Ann Pharmacother.
2007;41:764–71.

3. Arthritis and Osteoporosis Victoria. A problem worth solving. Elsternwick:
Arthritis and Osteoporosis Victoria; 2013.

4. Murray CJ, Vos T, Lozano R, Naghavi M, Flaxman AD, Michaud C, et al.
Disability-adjusted life years (DALYs) for 291 diseases and injuries in 21
regions, 1990-2010: a systematic analysis for the global burden of disease
study 2010. Lancet. 2012;380:2197–223.

5. Vos T, Flaxman AD, Naghavi M, Lozano R, Michaud C, Ezzati M, et al. Years
lived with disability (YLDs) for 1160 sequelae of 289 diseases and injuries
1990-2010: a systematic analysis for the global burden of disease study
2010. Lancet. 2012;380:2163–96.

6. Smith E, Hoy D, Cross M, Merriman TR, Vos T, Buchbinder R, et al. The global
burden of gout: estimates from the global burden of disease 2010 study.
Ann Rheum Dis. 2014;73:1470–6.

7. Smith E, Hoy DG, Cross M, Vos T, Naghavi M, Buchbinder R, et al. The global
burden of other musculoskeletal disorders: estimates from the global
burden of disease 2010 study. Ann Rheum Dis. 2014;73:1462–9.

8. Cross M, Smith E, Hoy D, Nolte S, Ackerman I, Fransen M, et al. The global
burden of hip and knee osteoarthritis: estimates from the global burden of
disease 2010 study. Ann Rheum Dis. 2014;73:1323–30.

9. Cross M, Smith E, Hoy D, Carmona L, Wolfe F, Vos T, et al. The global
burden of rheumatoid arthritis: estimates from the global burden of disease
2010 study. Ann Rheum Dis. 2014;73:1316–22.

10. Hoy D, March L, Brooks P, Blyth F, Woolf A, Bain C, et al. The global burden
of low back pain: estimates from the global burden of disease 2010 study.
Ann Rheum Dis. 2014;73:968–74.

11. Hoy D, March L, Woolf A, Blyth F, Brooks P, Smith E, et al. The global burden
of neck pain: estimates from the global burden of disease 2010 study. Ann
Rheum Dis. 2014;73:1309–15.

12. Alonso J, Ferrer M, Gandek B, Ware Jr JE, Aaronson NK, Mosconi P, et al.
Health-related quality of life associated with chronic conditions in eight
countries: results from the international quality of life assessment (IQOLA)
project. Qual Life Res. 2004;13:283–98.

13. Taylor AW, Price K, Gill TK, Adams R, Pilkington R, Carrangis N, et al.
Multimorbidity - not just an older person's issue. Results from an Australian
biomedical study. BMC Public Health. 2010;10:718.

14. Caughey GE, Vitry AI, Gilbert AL, Roughead EE. Prevalence of comorbidity of
chronic diseases in Australia. BMC Public Health. 2008;8:221.

15. Knox SA, Harrison CM, Britt HC, Henderson JV. Estimating prevalence of
common chronic morbidities in Australia. Med J Aust. 2008;189:66–70.

16. Burton W, Morrison A, Maclean R, Ruderman E. Systematic review of
studies of productivity loss due to rheumatoid arthritis. Occup Med
(Lond). 2006;56:18–27.

17. Vogeli C, Shields AE, Lee TA, Gibson TB, Marder WD, Weiss KB, et al. Multiple
chronic conditions: prevalence, health consequences, and implications for
quality, care management, and costs. J Gen Intern Med. 2007;22 Suppl 3:391–5.

18. Shanahan EM, Smith M, Roberts-Thomson L, Esterman A, Ahern M. Influence
of rheumatoid arthritis on work participation in Australia. Intern Med J.
2008;38:166–73.

19. Shanahan EM, Smith MD, Roberts-Thomson L, Esterman A, Ahern MJ. The
effect of rheumatoid arthritis on personal income in Australia. Intern Med J.
2008;38:575–9.

20. Loza E, Jover JA, Rodriguez-Rodriguez L, Carmona L, EPISER Study Group.
Observed and expected frequency of comorbid chronic diseases in
rheumatic patients. Ann Rheum Dis. 2008;67:418–21.

21. Holden L, Scuffham PA, Hilton MF, Muspratt A, Ng SK, Whiteford HA. Patterns
of multimorbidity in working Australians. Popul Health Metr. 2011;9:15.

22. Violan C, Foguet-Boreu Q, Flores-Mateo G, Salisbury C, Blom J, Freitag M, et
al. Prevalence, determinants and patterns of multimorbidity in primary care:
a systematic review of observational studies. PLoS One. 2014;9:e102149.

23. Britt HC, Harrison CM, Miller GC, Knox SA. Prevalence and patterns of
multimorbidity in Australia. Med J Aust. 2008;189:72–7.

24. Gabriel SE, Michaud K. Epidemiological studies in incidence, prevalence,
mortality, and comorbidity of the rheumatic diseases. Arthritis Res Ther.
2009;11:229.

25. Islam MM, Valderas JM, Yen L, Dawda P, Jowsey T, McRae IS. Multimorbidity
and comorbidity of chronic diseases among the senior Australians:
prevalence and patterns. PLoS One. 2014;9:e83783.

26. Smith SM, Soubhi H, Fortin M, Hudon C, O'Dowd T. Interventions to
improve outcomes in patients with multimorbidity in primary care and
community settings. (Protocol). Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews.
2007;Issue 2. Art. No.: CD006560:DOI: 10.1002/14651858.CD14006560.

27. Guthrie B, Payne K, Alderson P, McMurdo ME, Mercer SW. Adapting clinical
guidelines to take account of multimorbidity. BMJ. 2012;345:e6341.

28. Barnett K, Mercer SW, Norbury M, Watt G, Wyke S, Guthrie B. Epidemiology
of multimorbidity and implications for health care, research, and medical
education: a cross-sectional study. Lancet. 2012;380:37–43.

29. Mavaddat N, Valderas JM, van der Linde R, Khaw KT, Kinmonth AL.
Association of self-rated health with multimorbidity, chronic disease and
psychosocial factors in a large middle-aged and older cohort from general
practice: a cross-sectional study. BMC Fam Pract. 2014;15:185.

30. Loza E, Jover JA, Rodriguez L, Carmona L, EPISER Study Group.
Multimorbidity: prevalence, effect on quality of life and daily functioning,
and variation of this effect when one condition is a rheumatic disease.
Semin Arthritis Rheum. 2009;38:312–9.

31. Valderas JM, Starfield B, Sibbald B, Salisbury C, Roland M. Defining
comorbidity: implications for understanding health and health services. Ann
Fam Med. 2009;7:357–63.

32. McRae I, Yen L, Jeon YH, Herath PM, Essue B. Multimorbidity is associated
with higher out-of-pocket spending: a study of older Australians with
multiple chronic conditions. Aust J Prim Health. 2013;19:144–9.

33. Broemeling AM, Watson DE, Prebtani F. Population patterns of chronic
health conditions, co-morbidity and healthcare use in Canada: implications
for policy and practice. Healthc Q. 2008;11:70–6.

Lowe et al. BMC Musculoskeletal Disorders  (2017) 18:135 Page 13 of 14

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD14006560


34. Librero J, Peiro S, Ordinana R. Chronic comorbidity and outcomes of
hospital care: length of stay, mortality, and readmission at 30 and 365 days.
J Clin Epidemiol. 1999;52:171–9.

35. Fortin M, Bravo G, Hudon C, Lapointe L, Almirall J, Dubois MF, et al.
Relationship between multimorbidity and health-related quality of life of
patients in primary care. Qual Life Res. 2006;15:83–91.

36. Fortin M, Bravo G, Hudon C, Lapointe L, Dubois MF, Almirall J. Psychological
distress and multimorbidity in primary care. Ann Fam Med. 2006;4:417–22.

37. Radner H, Yoshida K, Smolen JS, Solomon DH. Multimorbidity and
rheumatic conditions-enhancing the concept of comorbidity. Nat Rev
Rheumatol. 2014;10:252–6.

38. Woolf AD, Gabriel S. Overcoming challenges in order to improve the
management of rheumatic and musculoskeletal diseases across the globe.
Clin Rheumatol. 2015;34:815–7.

39. Geryk LL, Carpenter DM, Blalock SJ, DeVellis RF, Jordan JM. The impact of
co-morbidity on health-related quality of life in rheumatoid arthritis and
osteoarthritis patients. Clin Exp Rheumatol. 2015;33:366–74.

40. Lowe DB, Hill SJ, Taylor MJ. Cross-sectional examination of musculoskeletal
conditions and multimorbidity: influence of different thresholds and definitions
on prevalence and association estimates. BMC Res Notes. 2017;10:51.

41. Lowe DB, Taylor MJ, Hill SJ. Changing definitions altered multimorbidity
prevalence, but not burden associations, in a musculoskeletal population.
J Clin Epidemiol. 2016;78:116–26.

42. Saltman DC, Sayer GP, Whicker SD. Co-morbidity in general practice.
Postgrad Med J. 2005;81:474–80.

43. Kirchberger I, Meisinger C, Heier M, Zimmermann AK, Thorand B, Autenrieth
CS, et al. Patterns of multimorbidity in the aged population results from the
KORA-Age study. PLoS One. 2012;7:e30556.

44. Australian National Health Survey [http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.
nsf/Lookup/4364.0Explanatory%20Notes12007-2008%20%28Reissue%29].
Accessed 21 Jul 2014.

45. Dowrick C. The chronic disease strategy for Australia. Med J Aust.
2006;185:61–2.

46. Donath SM. How to calculate standard errors for population estimates
based on Australian national health survey data. Aust N Z J Public Health.
2005;29:565–71.

47. Gariepy G, Rossignol M, Lippman A. Characteristics of subjects self-reporting
arthritis in a population health survey: distinguishing between types of
arthritis. Can J Public Health. 2009;100:467–71.

48. Speerin R, Slater H, Li L, Moore K, Chan M, Dreinhofer K, et al. Moving
from evidence to practice: models of care for the prevention and
management of musculoskeletal conditions. Best Pract Res Clin
Rheumatol. 2014;28:479–515.

49. National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE).
Multimorbidity: clinical assessment and management. Multimorbidity:
assessment, prioritisation and management of care for people with
commonly occurring multimorbidity. NICE guideline NG56. London:
National Insititute for Health and Care Excellence; 2016.

50. Smith SM, Wallace E, O'Dowd T, Fortin M. Interventions for improving
outcomes in patients with multimorbidity in primary care and community
settings. Cochrane Database of Syst Rev. 2016; Issue 3. Art. No.: CD006560.
doi:10.1002/14651858.CD006560.pub3.

51. Lorig KR, Sobel DS, Stewart AL, Brown Jr BW, Bandura A, Ritter P, et al.
Evidence suggesting that a chronic disease self-management program can
improve health status while reducing hospitalization: a randomized trial.
Med Care. 1999;37:5–14.

52. Dougados M, Soubrier M, Perrodeau E, Gossec L, Fayet F, Gilson M, et al.
Impact of a nurse-led programme on comorbidity management and impact
of a patient self-assessment of disease activity on the management of
rheumatoid arthritis: results of a prospective, multicentre, randomised,
controlled trial (COMEDRA). Ann Rheum Dis. 2015;74:1725–33.

53. Lin EH, Katon W, Von Korff M, Tang L, Williams Jr JW, Kroenke K, et al.
Effect of improving depression care on pain and functional outcomes
among older adults with arthritis: a randomized controlled trial. JAMA.
2003;290:2428–9.

54. Srinivasan S, Reagan LP, Hardin JW, Matthews M, Leaphart E, Grillo CA et al.
Adjunctive Tai Chi in Geriatric Depression With Comorbid Arthritis: A
Randomized, Controlled Trial. Am J Psychiatry. 2014;22:S135–S136.

55. Vitiello MV, McCurry SM, Shortreed SM, Balderson BH, Baker LD, Keefe FJ, et
al. Cognitive-behavioral treatment for comorbid insomnia and osteoarthritis

pain in primary care: the lifestyles randomized controlled trial. J Am Geriatr
Soc. 2013;61:947–56.

56. Wluka A, Chou L, Briggs A, Cicuttini F. Understanding the needs of
consumers with musculoskeletal conditions: Consumers’ perceived needs of
health information, health services and other non-medical services: A
systematic scoping review. Melbourne: MOVE muscle, bone and joint
health; 2016.

57. Slater H, Jordan JE, Chua J, Schutze R, Wark JD, Briggs AM. Young people's
experiences of persistent musculoskeletal pain, needs, gaps and perceptions
about the role of digital technologies to support their co-care: a qualitative
study. BMJ Open. 2016;6:e014007.

58. Walsh L, Hill S, Wluka AE, Brooks P, Buchbinder R, Cahill A, et al. Harnessing
and supporting consumer involvement in the development and
implementation of models of care for musculoskeletal health. Best Pract Res
Clin Rheumatol. 2016;30:420–44.

59. Sanderson K, Andrews G. The SF-12 in the Australian population:
cross-validation of item selection. Aust N Z J Public Health.
2002;26:343–5.

60. Andrews G, Slade T. Interpreting scores on the Kessler psychological distress
scale (K10). Aust N Z J Public Health. 2001;25:494–7.

•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 

•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal

•  We provide round the clock customer support 

•  Convenient online submission

•  Thorough peer review

•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 

•  Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:

Lowe et al. BMC Musculoskeletal Disorders  (2017) 18:135 Page 14 of 14

http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/Lookup/4364.0Explanatory%20Notes12007-2008%20%28Reissue%29
http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/Lookup/4364.0Explanatory%20Notes12007-2008%20%28Reissue%29
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD006560.pub3

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Analyses

	Results
	Musculoskeletal condition, multimorbidity and self-rated health burden
	Musculoskeletal condition, multimorbidity and musculoskeletal related healthcare utilisation and medicines use
	Musculoskeletal condition, multimorbidity and general healthcare utilisation

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Competing Interest
	Consent for publication
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Publisher’s Note
	Author details
	References

