
1Briggs-Price S, et al. BMJ Open 2022;12:e061113. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2022-061113

Open access�

Effects of combining electrical 
stimulation of the calf and thigh 
muscles in patients with osteoarthritis 
of the knee: protocol for a double-blind, 
randomised, sham-controlled trial

Samuel Briggs-Price  ‍ ‍ ,1 Linzy Houchen-Wolloff  ‍ ‍ ,1,2 Enya Daynes,1 
Charlotte Gerlis,1 Lorna Latimer,1,2 George Evan Mills,1 Colin Esler,3 Sally J Singh1,2

To cite: Briggs-Price S, 
Houchen-Wolloff L, Daynes E, 
et al.  Effects of combining 
electrical stimulation of the 
calf and thigh muscles in 
patients with osteoarthritis 
of the knee: protocol for a 
double-blind, randomised, 
sham-controlled trial. BMJ Open 
2022;12:e061113. doi:10.1136/
bmjopen-2022-061113

	► Prepublication history and 
additional supplemental material 
for this paper are available 
online. To view these files, 
please visit the journal online 
(http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/​
bmjopen-2022-061113).

Received 16 February 2022
Accepted 09 August 2022

For numbered affiliations see 
end of article.

Correspondence to
Samuel Briggs-Price;  
​samuel.​briggs-​price@​uhl-​tr.​
nhs.​uk

Protocol

© Author(s) (or their 
employer(s)) 2022. Re-use 
permitted under CC BY-NC. No 
commercial re-use. See rights 
and permissions. Published by 
BMJ.

ABSTRACT
Introduction  Knee osteoarthritis (KOA) is a leading 
cause of disability and is characterised by degenerative 
changes causing pain and loss of function. Neuromuscular 
electrical stimulation (NMES) has been shown to influence 
muscle size and strength in healthy subjects. A novel 
self-administered NMES device has been developed to 
help manage the symptoms of KOA. This study aims to 
investigate the effects of combining NMES of the calf and 
quadriceps on individuals with KOA.
Methods and analysis  193 individuals with KOA will be 
recruited to a single-centre, double-blind, randomised, 
sham-controlled trial at the Respiratory Biomedical 
Research Centre, Leicester, UK. Participants will be 
randomised (1:1) to follow an 8-week home-based 
intervention using a NMES device or sham device. The 
NMES device consists of footplate electrodes and two 
quadriceps electrodes. Footplate stimulation will be 
completed daily for 30 min and quadriceps stimulation 
for 20 min, five times a week (compliance is recorded in 
a self-reported participant diary). The primary outcome is 
the Western Ontario and McMaster Universities Arthritis 
Index pain domain, taken at 8 weeks follow-up. Secondary 
outcomes will explore quadriceps muscle strength, 
swelling, health-related quality of life, exercise capacity, 
anxiety and depression, sleep, physical activity and 
self-reported compliance. A powered subgroup analysis 
for compliance to the active device will be complete for 
the primary outcome. Participant focus groups will be 
completed following recruitment of half of the participants 
and after all participants have been recruited.
Ethics and dissemination  Ethical approval has been 
obtained from the North-West Preston ethics committee 
(17/NW/0081). Participants are required to provide 
informed consent following review of the participant 
information sheet and discussion regarding study 
procedures with a member of the research team. The 
study results will be disseminated to the appropriate 
stakeholders through presentations, conferences and 
peer-reviewed journals. Results will be presented to 
participants following study completion at the Biomedical 
Research Centre—Respiratory, Glenfield Hospital, 
Leicester.

Trial registration number  ISRCTN registry, 
ISRCTN12112819 (date registered 1 May 2019). IRAS 
registry 219 693. University Hospitals of Leicester registry 
91 017. Protocol Version 8.

INTRODUCTION
Osteoarthritis (OA) is the most common form 
of arthritis and is one of the leading causes of 
disability globally.1 In the UK, 23% of people 
aged 45 years or older are estimated to have 
OA with the knee being the most commonly 
affected joint.2 Knee osteoarthritis (KOA) is 
associated with increased comorbidities and 
higher mortality rates.3 4 OA is also associated 
with increased healthcare utilisation leading 
to a significant economic burden.5

KOA is driven by a combination of biome-
chanical and proinflammatory factors causing 
changes within the joint and periarticular 
muscles.6 Muscular weakness is associated 
with structural degradation and symptom 
development in KOA.7 8 Exercise is effective 
for improving pain and physical function 
in KOA and is recommended in national 
guidelines.9 10 Importantly, strengthening the 

STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS OF THIS STUDY
	⇒ This study protocol describes a double-blind, 
randomised, sham-controlled trial investigating 
neuromuscular electrical stimulation (NMES) for in-
dividuals with osteoarthritis of the knee.

	⇒ This protocol includes a powered (90%) subgroup 
analysis for compliance to the active device.

	⇒ The protocol includes focus groups to understand 
the participant experience of using NMES for osteo-
arthritis of the knee.

	⇒ One limitation of the study is that compliance is 
measured through self-reported diaries and is not 
an embedded function of the device.
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periarticular knee muscles is proposed to stabilise the 
joint, improve shock attenuation and influence under-
lying inflammatory pathways involved in KOA. Although 
exercise is recommended, barriers such as pain, self-
efficacy and impaired general health status can impact 
adherence.11 12 Other factors such as social isolation and 
depression are also common in OA populations leading 
to further challenges in engaging with prescribed exer-
cise programmes.13 14 In addition, the pain relieving effect 
of exercise interventions decreases over time.9 Therefore 
finding an accessible modality that targets both pain and 
the muscular deficits seen in KOA is desirable.

Neuromuscular electrical stimulation (NMES) provides 
superficial stimulation to the muscle and generates 
an alternate activation pattern compared with volun-
tary contraction.15 NMES uses low amplitude electrical 
pulses to stimulate motor neurons and induce muscular 
contraction. This may be important for pathologies such 
as KOA where arthrogenic muscle inhibition has been 
proposed.16 NMES has been shown to achieve improve-
ments in the knee extensor strength through neural 
and muscular adaptations.17 18 A systematic review found 
NMES to be effective for improving isometric strength in 
KOA and to be an appropriate treatment in addition to 
exercise programmes.19 NMES achieves consistently high 
adherence ranging from 81% to 91% for individuals with 
KOA and is considered a low risk intervention.20–22 The 
post-treatment pain relief experienced while using NMES 
within the parameters for muscle strengthening may 
contribute to the high adherence rates.20 22

Due to the current quality of evidence the clinical 
validity of isolated NMES of the quadriceps for symp-
tomatic KOA remains unclear.23 Previous trials exploring 
the effect of NMES for KOA have utilised a wide range 
of stimulation parameters and training frequencies.19 In 
addition, previous research frequently combines NMES 
with exercise or other modalities; therefore it is diffi-
cult to determine the unique impact of NMES from a 
multifaceted intervention. This has caused significant 
variability in results with regards to quadriceps strength-
ening and associated pain relief. Challenges for NMES 
prescription include individualising the stimulation 
intensity to individual tolerance while aiming to achieve 
sufficient stimulation to produce physiological adapta-
tions. Progression of NMES intensity is important during 
an NMES programme as individuals become habituated 
to the sensation. Progressing intensity recruits additional 
muscle fibres at a greater distance from the electrode site 
increasing the potential area for muscular adaptation.24

NMES investigations frequently include targeting 
isolated muscle groups in the treatment of KOA.20–22 25 
Muscle deficits are most frequently reported in the knee 
extensors compared with the surrounding muscle groups 
in KOA, although strength deficits are seen throughout 
the lower limb.26 Compared with healthy controls, indi-
viduals with KOA present with weakness and altered 
activation patterns in the plantarflexors.27–29 Both the 
knee extensors and plantarflexors are important muscle 

groups involved in propulsion during the gait cycle. 
Walking speed is a predictor of function and mortality in 
older adults and slower walking speed is associated with 
KOA.30 NMES has been shown to be an effective inter-
vention for increasing strength in the plantarflexors in 
healthy populations.31 To the authors knowledge there 
have been no previous investigations into calf and foot 
NMES in the KOA population. It is unknown if stimu-
lating several muscle groups around the knee will provide 
superior pain relief and functional performance for indi-
viduals with KOA.

An NMES device (Revitive Arthritis Knee) has been 
developed to improve lower limb strength, function, 
swelling and pain in individuals with KOA. Unlike 
previous NMES devices, the device provides stimulation to 
the musculature of the knee both proximally and distally. 
The device consists of electrodes for quadriceps stimula-
tion and footplate electrodes for stimulation of the calf 
and foot. The footplate has previously been investigated 
for its influence on peripheral artery disease and chronic 
venous disease and was found to significantly improve 
circulation and walking distance.32 33 These investigations 
did not include quadriceps stimulation and there have 
been no investigations into the effects of the device for 
KOA.

The objectives for the trial are: (1) to determine the 
effects of a NMES device on pain, strength, swelling, 
health-related quality of life, sleep, anxiety, depres-
sion, exercise capacity and physical activity in partic-
ipants with symptomatic KOA when compared with a 
sham device; (2) to conduct a subgroup analysis (per 
protocol) based on compliance, participants who were 
able to attend the study site prior to and following 
COVID-19 study site attendance restrictions and recruit-
ment source (eg, orthopaedic clinics, physiotherapy 
clinics, GP Registers); (3) to conduct focus groups to 
explore participant experiences of using a NMES device 
for the management of KOA. The trial hypothesis is 
an expected 20% difference in the primary outcome 
(Western Ontario and McMaster Universities Osteo-
arthritis Index (WOMAC) pain) at 8 weeks between 
groups in favour of the active device.

METHODS AND ANALYSIS
Trial design and registration
This is a single-centre, double-blind, sham controlled, 
randomised superiority trial of NMES in KOA. The 
primary outcome is the WOMAC pain domain.34 The trial 
is registered on the ISRCTN website (ISRCTN12112819). 
All trial procedures will be completed at the Centre for 
Exercise and Rehabilitation Science, NIHR Leicester 
Biomedical Research Centre—Respiratory, Glenfield 
Hospital, Groby Road, Leicester, LE3 9QP, UK. Partic-
ipant visits and the order of outcome measures are 
described in figure 1.
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Participants
The sample size was calculated to detect a 20% difference 
(SD=19) between groups using a significance level of 
0.05 for the WOMAC pain domain with 90% power. This 
requires 62 participants to complete the protocol (n=31 

in each group). An expected drop-out rate of 30% was 
predicted, requiring 80 participants in total. In addition, 
the required recruitment to provide statistical power for 
the WOMAC pain domain for compliant participants in 
the active arm was prospectively calculated. Compliance 

Figure 1  Flow diagram of study procedures. WOMAC, Western Ontario and McMaster Universities Arthritis Index.
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is defined as completing 20 min of quadriceps stimu-
lation three times per week for each of the 8 weeks. A 
preplanned analysis of compliance data was performed 
following the completion of the first 50 participants. An 
unblinded reviewer (SB-P) observed the active group 
compliance data only. The compliance level for the active 
group was 63%. Therefore, a total of 128 participants 
would be required to be recruited in each arm to allow a 
powered subgroup analysis for a compliant group within 
the active arm.

Due to COVID-19 restrictions, 33 participants were 
unable to attend the study site and complete visit three 
exercise testing and physical assessments. Therefore, an 
additional 33 participants will be recruited to account 
for the altered study engagement in these participants. 
To account for expected study engagement during the 
COVID-19 pandemic, the sample size was increased by 
20%. In total, 193 participants will be recruited to the 
trial.

Participants will be recruited from outpatient physio-
therapy clinics, orthopaedic outpatient clinics, sports and 
exercise medicine outpatient clinics and primary care 
(general practice; GP) registers. Participants will be iden-
tified as eligible if they:

	► KOA diagnosed in accordance with National 
Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) 
guidelines35

NICE diagnostic criteria: individual is 45 or over, has 
activity-related joint pain and has either no morning 
joint-related stiffness or morning stiffness that lasts 
no longer than 30 min; KOA is diagnosed clinically 
without requiring radiographic investigations.

	► Aged 45–85 years.
Individuals are excluded from participating in the trial 

if they are:
	► Fitted with an electronic implant such as a pacemaker 

or defibrillator
	► Pregnant
	► Existing or undergoing treatment for a deep vein 

thrombosis (DVT).
	► Significantly impaired cognitive ability
	► Have inflammatory arthritis
	► Have a dermatological condition affecting the feet or 

legs
	► Have a neurological disorder affecting the feet or legs
	► Have OA of the hip, ankle or foot effecting mobility 

more than the effected knee.
	► Current or recent knee surgery or injury in the last 3 

months.
	► Had a total knee replacement, partial knee replace-

ment or high tibial osteotomy on the knee to be 
studied

	► Had a corticosteroid or hyaluronic acid injections in 
the last 6 months.

	► BMI over or equal to 40
	► Completing a concomitant physiotherapy programme.
	► Current use of transcutaneous electrical nerve 

stimulation.

	► Current or previous use of neuromuscular stimula-
tion device

	► Unable to mobilise
	► Inability to provide informed consent

Randomisation
Participants will complete a consent form at the study 
site during visit 1 and participants must consent to be 
randomised to either arm of the study. The study consent 
form is provided in the online supplemental material. 
Participants will be randomised at visit 2 using an online 
randomisation tool (www.sealedenvelope.com). Partici-
pants are randomised (1:1) to an active or sham device. 
Group allocation will be concealed from both the partic-
ipant and the blinded assessors. Active and sham devices 
are provided in identical boxes and are closely matched 
in design. Unblinding is permissible in cases of medical 
emergencies. All adverse events occurring after randomi-
sation to the study and until the final postal follow-up will 
be recorded and reported to the study sponsor.

Patient and public involvement
When developing the trial protocol, a patient and public 
involvement (PPI) meeting was conducted to discuss the 
feasibility of the intervention and trial visits. Advice from 
PPI members provided guidance on explaining partici-
pant randomisation, administering the device and the 
format of the participant diaries. Following completion 
of the trial, participants will be offered the opportunity 
to attend study steering committee meetings. They will 
have the opportunity to provide feedback on the trial 
and guide trial management. Following data analysis, 
participants will be invited to a dissemination event at 
the Biomedical Research Centre—Respiratory, Glenfield 
Hospital, Leicester.

Intervention
The NMES device footplate (figure 2) provides a 30-min 
programme of pulsed current with 15 different prepro-
gramed biphasic waveform patterns. Each pattern lasts 
approximately 1 min with the 15-min cycle complete twice 
over the 30-min session. The intensity of footplate stimu-
lation ranges from 1 to 99 units delivering a maximum 
current ≤14mA (r.m.s) at 500 Ω resistance. The footplate 
electrodes require direct contact with the skin and provide 
bilateral stimulation to the calf and foot. The footplate 
contains an IsoRocker on the base which allows the device 
to pivot at an angle of 15° permitting plantarflexion of 
the ankle during stimulation. Participants are instructed 
to use the 30-min footplate stimulation programme 7 days 
a week.

The quadriceps stimulation consists of two 10×12.5 cm 
self-adhesive electrodes for unilateral stimulation 
(figure 3). The quadriceps electrodes are placed proxi-
mally to rectus femoris motor point and distally covering 
the vastus medialis motor point.36 The quadriceps elec-
trodes provide two patterns of stimulation allowing users 
to familiarise with the sensation before entering into a 
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second phase of the strengthening protocol. The quadri-
ceps stimulation programme lasts 20 minutes. The inten-
sity of quadriceps stimulation ranges from 1 to 99 units 
delivering a maximum current ≤12.2mA (r.m.s) at 500 Ω 
resistance . Participants are instructed to use the 20-min 
quadriceps stimulation programme five times per week.

Both the footplate and quadriceps stimulation are 
performed in a seated position. Stimulation is provided in 
isolation to either the footplate or quadriceps electrodes. 
Participants are advised to use the footplate and quad-
riceps stimulation programme in succession during the 
5 days each week of completing both programmes. Inten-
sity is adjusted through the footplate display or remote 
control. The device contains a stimulation timer which 
descends once the programme has started. To achieve 
optimum stimulation intensity, participants are guided 
by a researcher to achieve a strong muscular contraction 
during visit 2. They are instructed to progress the intensity 
on a daily basis as tolerated. Use of the device and peak 

stimulation intensity achieved each session is recorded in 
a participant-reported diary provided during visit 2.

The sham device footplate and stimulation pads appear 
indistinguishable from the active device. The sham device 
is operationally identical including remote activation and 
control. The sham device voltage and current is limited 
to ensure no muscular contraction. When demonstrating 
the sham device the unblinded researcher will inform the 
participant that it is expected and normal to not expe-
rience a sensation. Participants will have no prior expe-
rience of using NMES and will therefore be unable to 
distinguish between active and sham devices. If a partic-
ipant is unblinded by information external to the study 
this will be recorded and they will be asked to continue to 
complete their 8-week post intervention assessment.

Participants will receive a telephone call from an 
unblinded member of the research team 4 weeks into the 
intervention phase. This will provide an opportunity to 
answer any participant queries, encourage adherence to 
the intervention and prompt progression of stimulation 
intensity.

Participants and the visit 3 assessor will remain blinded 
to the intervention group throughout the trial. After 
completing visit 3, participants who have received the 
sham device will be provided with the active device by 
the unblinded personnel. Following visit 3, participant’s 
continued use of the device is optional and they are not 
instructed to follow a specific NMES programme.

Outcome measures
All outcomes will be completed prior to administering 
the intervention and repeated 8 weeks later by a blinded 
assessor. The WOMAC questionnaire will also be repeated 
by postal follow-up 8 weeks following visit 3. Apart from the 
postal follow-up, questionnaires will be completed with 
an assessor present to support as needed. All measures 
are described below.

Primary outcome: WOMAC (pain domain)
The WOMAC is a disease-specific questionnaire consisting 
of 24 questions within three domains: pain, stiffness and 
function.34 Each domain consists of a 0–4 Likert scale with 
lower score indicating less severe symptoms or disability. 
The WOMAC has acceptable reliability and validity in 
individuals with KOA.37

The primary outcome is the WOMAC pain domain 
administered prior to the intervention and following the 
8-week intervention phase. The WOMAC questionnaire 
is also sent to participants 16 weeks after randomisation 
via postal follow-up. The primary end point is 8 weeks 
following randomisation.

Self-reported knee pain, function and stiffness
Participants will complete the WOMAC and Oxford Knee 
score.38 The Oxford Knee score comprises of 12 equally 
weighted questions addressing the patient’s perceived 
pain and functional ability on a Likert scale with values 
from 0 to 4, with a reference range of the last 4 weeks. 

Figure 3  Neuromuscular electrical stimulation quadriceps 
electrodes.

Figure 2  Neuromuscular electrical stimulation device 
footplate.
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The total score ranges from 0 to 48 and is categorised 
in the following thresholds: 0–19 severe, 20–29 moderate 
to severe, 30–39 mild to moderate and 40–48 satisfactory 
pain.

Health questionnaires
Health status will be measured by the 36-Item Short 
Form Survey,39 EuroQol 5-Dimension 5-Level health 
questionnaire,40 Medical Outcome Study Sleep Scale41 
and Hospital Anxiety and Depression Score.42 Details of 
each measure are provided in the online supplemental 
material.

Exercise capacity
Exercise capacity will be measured using the Incremental 
Shuttle Walk Test (ISWT)43 and Endurance Shuttle Walk 
Test (ESWT).44 Each participant will complete a famil-
iarisation ISWT on visit 2, the ISWT is then repeated 
following 30 minutes allowing heart rate and blood pres-
sure to return to pre-exercise levels. The ESWT walking 
speed is calculated based on 80%–85% of the maximum 
ISWT score. Both the ISWT and ESWT will be completed 
at visit 2 and visit 3.

Knee extensor strength
The knee extensor strength test is performed seated 
with 90° hip and knee flexion using an isokinetic dyna-
mometer (Cybex NORM II, CSMi, Stoughton, USA). 
Knee extensor strength will be measured through 5×10 s 
maximal voluntary isometric contractions with 60 s rest 
periods between repetitions. The highest score achieved 
during strength testing will be used for analysis. Prior to 
maximal strength testing participants will complete 3×5 s 
submaximal isometric contractions with 60 s rest periods 
between repetitions as a warm-up.

Swelling
Swelling of the knee and ankle will be assessed through 
joint line circumference measurements of the knee and 
ankle at week 0 and week 8 using a flexible tape measure. 
Three measurements will be taken and the mean calcu-
lated. Measurements will be taken prior to randomisation 
and repeated by a blinded assessor on visit 3. Circum-
ference measurements of the knee have been shown to 
achieve high levels of inter-relater reliability.45

Physical activity
Participants will wear an ActiGraph GT3X activity monitor 
(ActiGraph, Pensacola, Florida, USA) during waking 
hours for 7 days between visit 1 (week 0) and visit 2 (week 
1). Participants will also wear the device during waking 
hours for 7 days prior to visit 3. The ActiGraph GT3X 
activity monitor cannot be worn during water-based activ-
ities. Physical activity data will be analysed using ActiLife 
software (Actigraph).

Compliance
Compliance for both groups is defined as completing 
20 min of quadriceps stimulation three times per week 

for each of the 8 weeks. Compliance to the intervention 
for both groups will be recorded in a self-reported partic-
ipant diary provided at visit 2. The diary will record the 
date of use, time of use, stimulation location (‘thigh pads’ 
or ‘footplate’), duration of use and peak intensity level 
achieved. There will also be a section provided for partic-
ipants to record any changes in pain medication, activity 
levels, health status or other healthcare interventions.

Qualitative focus groups
Focus groups will be completed following recruitment of 
half the trial participants (n=80) and following recruit-
ment of all participants (n=160). A mid-recruitment focus 
group has been selected to reduce the recall period for 
participants who were recruited prior to the midpoint. 
The focus groups will aim to understand the experience of 
using NMES for the management of KOA. This includes 
the factors impacting compliance during and after the 
trial. Each focus group will include approximately eight 
participants. All participants from both sham and active 
groups who consent to be contacted will be invited to 
participate in the focus groups. The sham group will have 
experience using NMES after being provided the active 
device following completion of the trial. The focus groups 
will be conducted in person in a hospital setting or virtu-
ally by a member of the research team. A researcher diary 
will be kept for purposes of reflexivity and to support data 
analysis and theme development.

Data analysis plan
Data collected will be entered into a secure online data-
base ‘Research Electronic Data Capture’ (REDCap)46 47 
by authorised members of the researcher team. Prior to 
analysis a study data check will be completed by a second 
study researcher. Baseline characteristics will be described 
and group comparison will be analysed using an indepen-
dent t-test or non-parametric test. An intention to treat 
analysis will be completed. Changes in all outcomes will 
be described preintervention and postintervention and 
analysed using paired t-test’s or non-parametric equiv-
alent, the primary outcome being the WOMAC pain 
domain at 8 weeks. Differences between time points and 
groups will be compared using repeated measures analysis 
of variance (ANOVA). Baseline scores will be included as 
covariates within the ANOVA analysis to account for any 
significant differences. The WOMAC questionnaire will 
also be compared between groups at the 16-week time 
point. An analysis of ‘responders’ and ‘non-responders’ 
will be explored for all outcomes following data collec-
tion. Responders are defined as participants who achieve 
a 20% improvement in the primary outcome during the 
8-week intervention phase.

Predefined subgroup analyses will be performed on: 
(1) compliant versus non-compliant (compliance defined 
within compliance section above), a per-protocol analysis, 
(2) participants who were able to attend the study site prior 
to and following COVID-19 study site attendance restric-
tions and (3) recruitment source (eg, orthopaedic clinics, 
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physiotherapy clinics, GP Registers). Further exploratory 
analyses will be performed on physical activity measures.

Qualitative focus groups will be transcribed verbatim 
and analysed through NVivo V.12 (QSR International) 
using thematic analysis.48 The main themes generated 
from the analysis will be discussed with participants of the 
focus groups to ensure the discussion was represented 
accurately.

ETHICS AND DISSEMINATION
Ethical approval was provided by the North-West Preston 
Research Ethics Committee on the 22 February 2017 
(17/NW/0081). Participants provided informed consent 
following review of the participant information sheet and 
discussion regarding study procedures with a member of 
the research team. Findings from the trial will indicate 
the clinical effectiveness of this NMES device. Conduct 
of the trial began on 13 May 2019 and the data collec-
tion will be completed within 2022. These findings will 
be disseminated in line with the Centre for Exercise and 
Rehabilitation Science dissemination strategy and will be 
submitted for publication in a peer-reviewed journal.

Dissemination will be completed to participants of 
the trial and more broadly to healthcare professionals, 
patients, members of the public and academics. The 
results of the study will be presented at regional and 
national musculoskeletal conferences.

Due to the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic, the protocol 
procedures may be altered as necessary for participant 
safety. Any adaptations will be discussed in the publica-
tion of the study and via ISRCTN.

Composition, roles, and responsibilities
Trial processes and data are managed and audited within 
the University Hospitals of Leicester. The study sponsor 
(Actegy Ltd) will have access to anonymised trial data 
following the completion of all data collection. Trial anal-
ysis will be completed by the research team within Univer-
sity Hospitals of Leicester or an independent statistician.

Protocol modifications
Trial registries, research ethics committee, study sponsor 
and participants will be informed of any protocol modi-
fications by a member of the study team from University 
Hospitals of Leicester.

Primary trial sponsor
Actegy Ltd (Bracknell, UK).

Author affiliations
1Centre for Exercise and Rehabilitation Science, NIHR Leicester Biomedical 
Research Centre – Respiratory, University Hospitals of Leicester, Glenfield Hospital, 
Leicester, UK
2Department of Respiratory Sciences, University of Leicester, Leicester, UK
3Orthopaedics, Leicester General Hospital, University Hospitals of Leicester NHS 
Trust, Leicester, UK

Twitter Samuel Briggs-Price @SBP_Physio and Enya Daynes @EnyaDaynesPT

Acknowledgements  D Targett reviewed the sample size calculations.

Contributors  SJS is the principal investigator of the research trial. SJS, SB-P, LH-
W, ED, LL and CE were involved in the development of the intervention and design 
of the trial. SJS, SB-P, LH-W, ED, LL, CE, CG and GEM have been involved in drafting 
the work or revising it critically for important intellectual content and have given the 
final approval of the version published.

Funding  This research was supported by an educational grant from Actegy Ltd 
(Bracknell, UK) (219693).

Competing interests  S Singh reports grants from Actegy Ltd during the conduct 
of the study.

Patient and public involvement  Patients and/or the public were involved in the 
design, or conduct, or reporting or dissemination plans of this research. Refer to the 
Methods section for further details.

Patient consent for publication  Not applicable.

Provenance and peer review  Not commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

Supplemental material  This content has been supplied by the author(s). It has 
not been vetted by BMJ Publishing Group Limited (BMJ) and may not have been 
peer-reviewed. Any opinions or recommendations discussed are solely those 
of the author(s) and are not endorsed by BMJ. BMJ disclaims all liability and 
responsibility arising from any reliance placed on the content. Where the content 
includes any translated material, BMJ does not warrant the accuracy and reliability 
of the translations (including but not limited to local regulations, clinical guidelines, 
terminology, drug names and drug dosages), and is not responsible for any error 
and/or omissions arising from translation and adaptation or otherwise.

Open access  This is an open access article distributed in accordance with the 
Creative Commons Attribution Non Commercial (CC BY-NC 4.0) license, which 
permits others to distribute, remix, adapt, build upon this work non-commercially, 
and license their derivative works on different terms, provided the original work is 
properly cited, appropriate credit is given, any changes made indicated, and the use 
is non-commercial. See: http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/.

ORCID iDs
Samuel Briggs-Price http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7435-3173
Linzy Houchen-Wolloff http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4940-8835

REFERENCES
	 1	 Cross M, Smith E, Hoy D, 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.

	 2	 Swain S, Sarmanova A, Mallen C, et al. Trends in incidence and 
prevalence of osteoarthritis in the United Kingdom: findings from the 
clinical practice research Datalink (CPRD). Osteoarthritis Cartilage 
2020;28:792–801.

	 3	 Nüesch E, Dieppe P, Reichenbach S, et al. All cause and disease 
specific mortality in patients with knee or hip osteoarthritis: 
population based cohort study. BMJ 2011;342:d1165.

	 4	 Kadam UT, Jordan K, Croft PR. Clinical comorbidity in patients with 
osteoarthritis: a case-control study of general practice consulters in 
England and Wales. Ann Rheum Dis 2004;63:408–14.

	 5	 Ackerman IN, Bohensky MA, Zomer E, et al. The projected burden of 
primary total knee and hip replacement for osteoarthritis in Australia 
to the year 2030. BMC Musculoskelet Disord 2019;20:90.

	 6	 Griffin TM, Guilak F. The role of mechanical loading in the onset and 
progression of osteoarthritis. Exerc Sport Sci Rev 2005;33:195–200.

	 7	 Øiestad BE, Juhl CB, Eizen I, et al. Knee extensor muscle weakness 
increases the risk of knee osteoarthritis. A systematic review and 
meta-analysis. Osteoarthritis Cartilage 2014;22:S336.

	 8	 Culvenor AG, Ruhdorfer A, Juhl C, et al. Knee extensor strength 
and risk of structural, symptomatic, and functional decline in knee 
osteoarthritis: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Arthritis Care 
Res 2017;69:649–58.

	 9	 Fransen M, McConnell S, Harmer AR. Exercise for osteoarthritis of 
the knee. Cochrane library 2015:CD004376.

	10	 National Institute for Health and Care Excellence, (NICE). 
Osteoarthritis quality standard. NICE, 2015.

	11	 Marks R. Knee osteoarthritis and exercise adherence: a review. Curr 
Aging Sci 2012;5:72–83.

	12	 Dobson F, Bennell KL, French SD, et al. Barriers and facilitators to 
exercise participation in people with hip and/or knee osteoarthritis: 
synthesis of the literature using behavior change theory. Am J Phys 
Med Rehabil 2016;95:372–89.

 on D
ecem

ber 1, 2022 by guest. P
rotected by copyright.

http://bm
jopen.bm

j.com
/

B
M

J O
pen: first published as 10.1136/bm

jopen-2022-061113 on 25 A
ugust 2022. D

ow
nloaded from

 

https://twitter.com/SBP_Physio
https://twitter.com/EnyaDaynesPT
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7435-3173
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4940-8835
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2013-204763
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.joca.2020.03.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.d1165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/ard.2003.007526
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12891-019-2411-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003677-200510000-00008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.joca.2014.02.621
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/acr.23005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/acr.23005
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1874609811205010072
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1874609811205010072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/PHM.0000000000000448
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/PHM.0000000000000448
http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


8 Briggs-Price S, et al. BMJ Open 2022;12:e061113. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2022-061113

Open access�

	13	 Penninx BW, van Tilburg T, Deeg DJ, et al. Direct and buffer effects 
of social support and personal coping resources in individuals with 
arthritis. Soc Sci Med 1997;44:393–402.

	14	 Siviero P, Veronese N, Smith T, et al. Association between 
osteoarthritis and social isolation: data from the EPOSA study. J Am 
Geriatr Soc 2020;68:87–95.

	15	 Gregory CM, Bickel CS. Recruitment patterns in human skeletal 
muscle during electrical stimulation. Phys Ther 2005;85:358–64.

	16	 Hurley MV, Scott DL, Rees J, et al. Sensorimotor changes and 
functional performance in patients with knee osteoarthritis. Ann 
Rheum Dis 1997;56:641–8.

	17	 Bax L, Staes F, Verhagen A. Does neuromuscular electrical 
stimulation strengthen the quadriceps femoris? A systematic review 
of randomised controlled trials. Sports Med 2005;35:191–212.

	18	 Gondin J, Guette M, Ballay Y, et al. Electromyostimulation training 
effects on neural drive and muscle architecture. Med Sci Sports 
Exerc 2005;37:1291–9.

	19	 de Oliveira Melo M, Aragão FA, Vaz MA. Neuromuscular electrical 
stimulation for muscle strengthening in elderly with knee 
osteoarthritis - a systematic review. Complement Ther Clin Pract 
2013;19:27–31.

	20	 Gaines J, Talbot L, Metter J. The effect of neuromuscular electrical 
stimulation on chronic pain in older adults with osteoarthritis of the 
knee. Geriatr Nurs 2004;25:52.

	21	 Bruce-Brand RA, Walls RJ, Ong JC, et al. Effects of home-based 
resistance training and neuromuscular electrical stimulation in knee 
osteoarthritis: a randomized controlled trial. BMC Musculoskelet 
Disord 2012;13:118.

	22	 Talbot LA, Gaines JM, Ling SM, et al. A home-based protocol of 
electrical muscle stimulation for quadriceps muscle strength in older 
adults with osteoarthritis of the knee. J Rheumatol 2003;30:1571–8.

	23	 Giggins O, Fullen B, Coughlan G. Neuromuscular electrical 
stimulation in the treatment of knee osteoarthritis: a systematic 
review and meta-analysis. Clin Rehabil 2012;26:867–81.

	24	 Maffiuletti NA. Physiological and methodological considerations for 
the use of neuromuscular electrical stimulation. Eur J Appl Physiol 
2010;110:223–34.

	25	 Oldham JA, Howe TE, Petterson T, et al. Electrotherapeutic 
rehabilitation of the quadriceps in elderly osteoarthritic patients: a 
double blind assessment of patterned neuromuscular stimulation. 
Clin Rehabil 1995;9:10–20.

	26	 Vårbakken K, Lorås H, Nilsson KG, et al. Relative difference in 
muscle strength between patients with knee osteoarthritis and 
healthy controls when tested bilaterally and joint-inclusive: an 
exploratory cross-sectional study. BMC Musculoskelet Disord 
2019;20:593.

	27	 Sritharan P, Lin Yi‐Chung, Richardson SE, et al. Lower‐limb muscle 
function during gait in varus mal‐aligned osteoarthritis patients.  
J Orthopaed Res 2018;36:2157–66.

	28	 Gonçalves GH, Sendín FA, da Silva Serrão PRM, et al. Ankle strength 
impairments associated with knee osteoarthritis. Clin Biomech 
2017;46:33–9.

	29	 Childs JD, Sparto PJ, Fitzgerald GK, et al. Alterations in lower 
extremity movement and muscle activation patterns in individuals 
with knee osteoarthritis. Clin Biomech 2004;19:44–9.

	30	 Herzog MM, Driban JB, Cattano NM, et al. Risk of knee osteoarthritis 
over 24 months in individuals who decrease walking speed during a 
12-month period: data from the osteoarthritis initiative. J Rheumatol 
2017;44:1265–70.

	31	 Maffiuletti NA, Pensini M, Martin A. Activation of human plantar 
flexor muscles increases after electromyostimulation training. J Appl 
Physiol 2002;92:1383–92.

	32	 Babber A, Ravikumar R, Onida S, et al. Effect of footplate 
neuromuscular electrical stimulation on functional and quality-
of-life parameters in patients with peripheral artery disease: 
pilot, and subsequent randomized clinical trial. Br J Surg 
2020;107:355–63.

	33	 Ravikumar R, Lane TR, Babber A, et al. A randomised controlled 
trial of neuromuscular stimulation in non-operative venous 
disease improves clinical and symptomatic status. Phlebology 
2021;36:290–302.

	34	 Bellamy N, Buchanan WW, Goldsmith CH, et al. Validation study 
of WOMAC: a health status instrument for measuring clinically 
important patient relevant outcomes to antirheumatic drug therapy 
in patients with osteoarthritis of the hip or knee. J Rheumatol 
1988;15:1833–40.

	35	 National Institute for Health and Care Excellence. Osteoarthritis: care 
and management | Guidance. Available: https://www.nice.org.uk/​
guidance/cg177 [Accessed 8 Apr 2021].

	36	 Watson T. Electrophysical agents: evidence-based practice. Elsevier, 
2020.

	37	 Roos M, Klässbo LS, Lohmander EM. WOMAC osteoarthritis 
index: reliability, validity, and responsiveness in patients with 
arthroscopically assessed osteoarthritis. Scand J Rheumatol 
1999;28:210–5.

	38	 Dawson J, Fitzpatrick R, Murray D, et al. Questionnaire on the 
perceptions of patients about total knee replacement. J Bone Joint 
Surg Br 1998;80:63–9.

	39	 Ware JE, Sherbourne CD. The MOS 36-item short-form health survey 
(SF-36). I. conceptual framework and item selection. Med Care 
1992;30:473–83.

	40	 Herdman M, Gudex C, Lloyd A, et al. Development and preliminary 
testing of the new five-level version of EQ-5D (EQ-5D-5L). Qual Life 
Res 2011;20:1727–36.

	41	 Stewart AL, Ware JE. Measuring functioning and well-being. Durham: 
Duke University Press, 1992.

	42	 Zigmond AS, Snaith RP. The hospital anxiety and depression scale. 
Acta Psychiatr Scand 1983;67:361–70.

	43	 Singh SJ, Morgan MD, Scott S, et al. Development of a shuttle 
walking test of disability in patients with chronic airways obstruction. 
Thorax 1992;47:1019–24.

	44	 Revill SM, Morgan MD, Singh SJ, et al. The endurance shuttle 
walk: a new field test for the assessment of endurance 
capacity in chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. Thorax 
1999;54:213–22.

	45	 Bakar Y, Özdemir Ö C, Sevim S, et al. Intra-observer and inter-
observer reliability of leg circumference measurement among 
six observers: a single blinded randomized trial. J Med Life 
2017;10:176–81.

	46	 Harris PA, Taylor R, Thielke R, et al. Research electronic data capture 
(REDCap)—A metadata-driven methodology and workflow process for 
providing translational research informatics support. J Biomed Inform 
2009;42:377–81.

	47	 Harris PA, Taylor R, Minor BL, et al. The REDCap consortium: 
building an international community of software platform partners.  
J Biomed Inform 2019;95:103208.

	48	 Braun V, Clarke V. Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qual Res 
Psychol 2006;3:77–101.

 on D
ecem

ber 1, 2022 by guest. P
rotected by copyright.

http://bm
jopen.bm

j.com
/

B
M

J O
pen: first published as 10.1136/bm

jopen-2022-061113 on 25 A
ugust 2022. D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0277-9536(96)00156-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.16159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.16159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptj/85.4.358
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/ard.56.11.641
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/ard.56.11.641
http://dx.doi.org/10.2165/00007256-200535030-00002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1249/01.mss.0000175090.49048.41
http://dx.doi.org/10.1249/01.mss.0000175090.49048.41
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ctcp.2012.09.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gerinurse.2003.12.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2474-13-118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2474-13-118
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12858461
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0269215511431902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00421-010-1502-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/026921559500900102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12891-019-2957-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jor.23883
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jor.23883
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.clinbiomech.2017.05.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.clinbiomech.2003.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3899/jrheum.170093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.00884.2001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.00884.2001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bjs.11398
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0268355520968640
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3068365
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg177
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg177
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03009749950155562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1302/0301-620X.80B1.0800063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1302/0301-620X.80B1.0800063
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1593914
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11136-011-9903-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11136-011-9903-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0447.1983.tb09716.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/thx.47.12.1019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/thx.54.3.213
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29075347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2008.08.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2019.103208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2019.103208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


1BMJ Open 2022;12:e061113corr1. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2022-061113corr1

Open access�

Correction: Effects of combining electrical stimulation of the 
calf and thigh muscles in patients with osteoarthritis of the 
knee: protocol for a double-blind, randomised, sham-
controlled trial

Briggs-Price S, Houchen-Wolloff L, Daynes E, et al. Effects of combining electrical 
stimulation of the calf and thigh muscles in patients with osteoarthritis of the 
knee: protocol for a double-blind, randomised, sham-controlled trial. BMJ Open 
2022;12:e061113. doi: 10.1136/bmjopen-2022-061113

 
In above mentioned article, due to the commercial sensitivity of the device stimulation 
parameters they have been removed from the supplemental material. The main text in 
the article have been updated in section “Intervention.” The consent form was missing 
from the supplementary material and has now also been added.

Open access  This is an open access article distributed in accordance with the Creative Commons Attribution Non 
Commercial (CC BY-NC 4.0) license, which permits others to distribute, remix, adapt, build upon this work non-commercially, 
and license their derivative works on different terms, provided the original work is properly cited, appropriate credit is given, 
any changes made indicated, and the use is non-commercial. See: http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/.

© Author(s) (or their employer(s)) 2022. Re-use permitted under CC BY-NC. No commercial re-use. See rights and 
permissions. Published by BMJ.

BMJ Open 2022;12:e061113corr1. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2022-061113corr1

Correction

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1136/bmjopen-2022-061113corr1&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2022-10-17


SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL  

 

36-Item Short Form Survey (SF-36) 

The SF-36 is a non-disease specific health related quality of life measure developed as part 

of the Medical Outcome Study (MOS). The SF-36 is self-administered and measures 8 

domains of health status; physical functioning, physical role limitations, emotional role 

limitations, pain, general health perceptions, energy/vitality, social functioning and mental 

health. 

EuroQol 5-Dimension 5-Level health questionnaire (EQ-5D-5L) 

The EQ-5D-5L is a non-disease specific health related quality of life measure developed by 

the EuroQol group. The EQ-5D-5L is self-administered and measures health 5 dimensions 

(mobility, self-care, usual activities, pain or discomfort, and anxiety or depression) and uses 

a visual analogue score to measure health today on a scale from 0 to 100 

 

Medical Outcome Study Sleep Scale (MOS Sleep) 

The MOS Sleep is a sleep measure developed as part of the Medical Outcome Study (MOS). 

The questionnaire is self-administered and assesses 12 items; sleep disturbance, sleep 

adequacy, somnolence, quantity of sleep, snoring, and awakening short of breath or with a 

headache. 

 

Hospital Anxiety and Depression Score (HADS) 

The HADS is a self-administered questionnaire comprising of seven questions for anxiety 

and seven questions for depression. Anxiety and depression scores are calculated 

independently and are categorised in the following thresholds: 8–10 mild, 11–14 moderate, 

15–21 severe. For both scales, scores of less than 7 indicate non-cases.  
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Footplate Stimulation Programme and Parameters 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mode Phase 

Duration 

(μs) 

Basic 

Wave 

Frequency 

(kHz) 

Frequency 

(Hz) 

On 

Duration 

(s) 

Off 

Duration 

(s) 

Voltage 

(V) 

(Level=99) 

Current 

(mA) 

(Level=99) 

Voltage 

(V) 

(Level=50) 

Current 

(mA) 

(Level=50) 

Tolerance ±10% ±10% ±10% ±10% ±10% ±15% ±15% ±15% ±15% 

1 450 1.4 20.0 3.2 1.0 70 10.1 43 6.4 

2 450 1.4 25.0 6.9 1.0 69 11.3 42 7.4 

3 450 1.4 38.8 4.4 1.0 66 12.9 41 8.2 

4 450 1.4 35.7 7.1 1.0 67 12.8 41 8.1 

5 450 1.4 32.5 4.4 1.5 67 12.7 40 7.9 

6 450 1.4 32.4 4.6 1.0 67 12.6 40 7.9 

7 970 1.0 35.6 1.9 1.5 52 14.0 34 9.7 

8 450 1.4 25.3 4.3 1.5 70 11.4 43 7.4 

9 450 1.4 32.5 7.8 1.0 68 12.5 40 7.7 

10 450 1.4 43.7 8.3 1.0 63 13.6 37 8.3 

11 450 1.4 31.3 2.2 1.5 68 12.4 40 7.7 

12 450 1.4 43.6 5.5 1.0 63 13.4 37 7.9 

13 450 1.4 43.7 4.6 1.0 67 12.6 40 7.9 

14 450 1.4 37.6 4.2 1.0 66 13.2 41 8.3 

15 450 1.4 43.7 5.0 1.0 62 13.5 37 8.3 
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Quadriceps Stimulation Programme and Parameters 

Mode Phase 

Duration 

(μs) 

Basic 

Wave 

Frequency 

(kHz) 

Frequency 

(Hz) 

On 

Duration 

(s) 

Off 

Duration 

(s) 

Voltage 

(V) 

(Level=99) 

Current 

(mA) 

(Level=99) 

Voltage 

(V) 

(Level=50) 

Current 

(mA) 

(Level=50) 

Tolerance ±10% ±10% ±10% ±10% ±10% ±15% ±15% ±15% ±15% 

1 450 1.4 32.5 33 27 65.2 12.2 41.2 8.14 

2 450 1.4 32.5 13 17 65.2 12.2 41.2 8.14 
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