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Highlights
•	Elderly and nursing care workers face significantly increased musculoskeletal risks.
•	Physically demanding jobs show higher odds for hip osteoarthritis (OA) and rotator cuff lesions (RCL).
•	Risk patterns persist among women in female-dominated professions.
•	Claims data reveal rising prevalence of hip OA and RCL in German workforce.

Abstract
Objectives: Hip osteoarthritis (OA) and rotator cuff lesions (RCL) are major musculoskeletal disorders that cause chronic pain, reduced mobility, and 
work incapacity. While certain occupational groups have been studied, limited data exist on other physically demanding professions typically per-
formed by women, such as healthcare, childcare, and hairdressing. This study examines the prevalence and occupational risks of hip OA and RCL in 
Germany. Material and Methods: A retrospective analysis was conducted using anonymized, large-scale, nationwide claims data (2016–2020). Individ-
uals aged 18–65 years diagnosed with OA (International Classification of Diseases and Related Health Problems [ICD-10]: M16) or RCL (ICD-10: M75) 
were identified. Physically demanding occupational groups were classified according to the German Federal Employment Agency and compared to 
a propensity score-matched control group of office workers. Results: Between 2016 and 2020, the prevalence of hip OA increased from 1.8% to 1.9%, 
and RCL from 4.4% to 4.6%. Higher prevalence rates for RCL were found in exposed occupations (4.9%). Increased risks were observed in elderly 
care (OA: odds ratio[OR] = 1.33, RCL: OR = 1.49) and in health and nursing care (OA: OR = 1.33, RCL: OR = 1.27) compared to office workers with 
lower physical exposure. Restricting the analysis to women yielded similar effect estimates. Conclusions: The findings highlight an elevated occupa-
tional risk for hip OA and RCL in physically demanding professions such as nursing. Targeted prevention, ergonomic interventions, and early screening 
are essential to reducing work disability and improving long-term health outcomes. Int J Occup Med Environ Health. 2026;39(1):68–78
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INTRODUCTION
Hip osteoarthritis (OA) and rotator cuff lesions (RCL) pose 
significant health challenges, with considerable individual 
and societal costs. These conditions impact both the general 

population and specific occupational groups exposed to in-
creased risk due to their working conditions [1,2]. Their ef-
fects range from chronic pain and limited mobility to a sig-
nificant reduction in quality of life and the inability to work.
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heit (DAK-G) (N = 2 885 984, 56.8% women, mean (M) age 
48.6 years). The whole sample was reduced to a 40% sample 
by the insurance in compliance with the principle of social 
data minimization. The dataset includes all insured persons 
who were covered for at least 1 day in January 1, 2016 – De-
cember 31, 2020. This sample includes all insured individ-
uals, regardless of their employment status or age. This in-
cludes employed and unemployed persons, retirees, and co-
insured family members.

Study population
The study population consists of insured individuals 
aged 18–65 years who were insured for ≥1 day/quarter of 
the observation year. Individuals with family insurance 
and pensioners were excluded. Insured persons who died 
during the observation period were not excluded from 
the analyses.
The study included individuals diagnosed with OA (In-
ternational Classification of Diseases and Related Health 
Problems [ICD-10-GM: M16] or RCL [ICD-10-GM: M75]) 
who had received ≥1 confirmed outpatient or inpatient di-
agnosis within the observation year, whether as a primary 
or secondary diagnosis.
Occupation was classified according to the most recent 
classification of occupations issued by the German Fed-
eral Employment Agency [21]. The following occupational 
groups were analyzed: healthcare and nursing, midwifery 
and maternity care, elderly care, emergency services, hair-
dressers, physiotherapy (including masseurs), childcare, 
and dental assistants (Table  1). For comparison, office 
workers (e.g., in natural sciences, geography, IT, business 
organization, accounting, law, and administration) were 
selected as a control group due to their lower physical ex-
posure and comparable qualifications. To ensure compa-
rability in qualifications, the authors restricted the analysis 
to occupations with a fifth-digit. This fifth digit denotes 
the  skill level of an occupation, with levels 1–3 repre-
senting helper, trained, and technically skilled positions.

The prevalence of hip OA is estimated at 2.4–8.6% [2–6]. 
Furthermore, prevalence is higher in women and in-
creases with age [4,6,7]. Regional differences have been 
demonstrated worldwide, with the highest rates recorded 
in Europe  [5,8]. The  prevalence of RCL is estimated 
20.7–22.2% [9,10]. It also increases with age [11–14] and 
is more prevalent in women [15–17]. However, the studies 
are only comparable to a limited extend due to the differ-
ences in study design and populations.
Previous studies have shown that certain occupational 
groups are predisposed to developing musculoskeletal dis-
eases due to specific working conditions [18]. Since 2021, 
hip OA and RCL have been recognized as occupational 
diseases [19,20]. However, the scientific justification for 
this recognition primarily focused on occupational groups 
with prolonged high exposure, including agriculture and 
forestry, animal husbandry and horticulture, construc-
tion, and the food, textile, metal, and electrical industries. 
Other physically demanding professions, such as health-
care and nursing, hairdressing, and physiotherapy, have 
not yet been adequately studied.
However, the literature highlights the need for further re-
search into these conditions and their occupational risk 
factors. In this context, it is particularly important to ex-
amine the prevalence, risk factors, and consequences of 
these conditions in exposed occupational groups to de-
velop targeted prevention and intervention strategies. 
The aim of this study is to analyze the epidemiological sit-
uation of hip OA and RCL in both the general population 
and in occupational groups that have been understudied 
but are likely to have high exposure in Germany, using 
a large, nationwide claims database.

MATERIAL AND METHODS
Data source
This is a retrospective secondary data analysis based on an 
anonymized random 40% sample from a large, nationwide 
statutory health insurance (SHI) provider, DAK-Gesund-
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Table 1. Relevant classification codes of the occupational and control groups issued by the German Federal Employment Agency [21]  
used in the retrospective secondary data analysis on insured individuals aged 18–65 years diagnosed with hip osteoarthritis  
and rotator cuff lesions (N = 2 885 984)

Occupational group and code number Occupational title
Hip 

osteoarthritis
Rotator cuff 

lesion
Control group

Health and nursing care

8130 professions in healthcare and nursing (without specialization) X X

8131 professions in specialized nursing X X

8132 professions in specialized pediatric nursing 

8138 healthcare and nursing professions (other specific job 
specification)

X X

Obstetrics and maternity care

8135 professions in obstetrics and maternity care X X

Elderly care

8210 professions in geriatric nursing (without specialization) X X

8218 professions in geriatric care (other specific job specification) X X

Emergency services

8134 occupations in emergency services X X

Hairdressers

8231 hairdressing professions X

Physiotherapy including masseurs

8171 occupations in physiotherapy X X

Childcare

8311 occupations in childcare and education X X

Dental assistants

81112 dental assistants – specialized activities X

81113 dental assistants – complex specialized activities X

Natural sciences, geography 
and information technology

41 math, biology, chemistry and physics professions X

42 geology, geography and environmental protection professions X

43 computer science, information and communication 
technology professions

X

Business organisation, accounting, 
law and administration

71 business management and organization occupations X

72 financial services, accounting, and tax consulting occupations X

73 legal and administrative occupations X

X indicates that the respective code was allocated to the hip group, rotator cuff group, or control group, and was therefore included in the relevant endpoint and comparison 
analyses.



IJOMEH 2026;39(1) 71

﻿� OCCUPATIONAL RISK OF HIP AND SHOULDER DISORDERS    O R I G I N A L  P A P E R

ability of being assigned to either exposure group). Con-
sistency was ensured through pseudo-randomization, and 
confounding was minimized by excluding test subjects 
with extreme PSs. The distribution of PS values was visu-
ally verified using box plots. In order to analyze the rela-
tionship between occupational exposure and target dis-
ease, a logistic regression was performed and odds ratios 
(ORs) with corresponding 95% CI were calculated. All ana-
lyses were conducted using SAS v. 9.4 German (SAS Insti-
tute, Cary, NC, USA).

RESULTS
Study population
A total of 85.2% of the individuals in the relevant occu-
pational groups were women. The proportion of women 
was particularly high in the occupational groups of ob-
stetrics and maternity care, pediatric nursing, and dental 
assistants, with >90% of individuals in these groups being 
women (with the exception of emergency services, where 
men comprise 73.2%). The  age of the  individuals was 
M = 42.5 years with median (Me) 44 years and standard 
deviation (SD) 12.8 years. Due to the limited number of 
cases per disease, it was not possible to conduct further 
analyses for specific occupational groups, such as hair-
dressers, midwives, maternity nurses, pediatric nurses, 
and paramedics, for OA; and maternity nurses and pedi-
atric nurses for RCL.

Prevalence of hip osteoarthritis
and rotator cuff lesions of the shoulder
within the study population
and the professional group
The standardized prevalence of OA increased slightly be-
tween 2016 and 2020, from 1.8% to 1.9%. This equates 
to around 970 000 adults aged 18–65 years in Germany 
in  2020. Similarly, RCL increased from 4.4% to 4.6%, 
over the  same period, affecting around 2.35 million 
adults in this age group in Germany. The prevalence rates 

The present study involved the  comprehensive docu-
mentation of all inpatient stays of prevalent persons with 
the respective target disease in the respective observation 
years. Furthermore, an analysis was conducted to ascertain 
the impact of the respective illness on the capacity of indi-
viduals to engage in work activities. The number of stays or 
periods of incapacity for work, and the respective duration 
in days, were analyzed.
The study was conducted according to national guidelines 
for the use of administrative databases [22,23]. According 
to those guidelines, no approval of an ethical committee 
is required.

Statistical analysis
The administrative annual prevalence rates were esti-
mated as percentages with 95% confidence intervals (CI) 
for the observation years 2016–2020. Estimates were stan-
dardized by age and sex according to the German Federal 
Statistical Office (Destatis) as of December 31 of each re-
spective year. Baseline characteristics (age, sex, settlement 
structure, and relevant comorbidities) were presented as 
percentages for categorical variables. The employment of 
statistical tests, including the χ² test, the t-test and the Wil-
coxon rank sum test, was utilized for the purpose of com-
parison of the occupational cohort with all insured per-
sons diagnosed with the target diseases.
In order to adjust for differences in baseline characteris-
tics between physically exposed and non-exposed occupa-
tions, propensity score (PS) matching was employed [24]. 
A  1:1  nearest-neighbor matching approach (greedy 
matching) was used, controlling for sex, age, settlement 
structure (rural, semi-rural, urban), and predefined co-
morbidities [25–31] (Table 2). Missing values in the settle-
ment structure variable were treated as a separate category. 
To ensure the validity of the PS matching, several consis-
tency checks were conducted, including assessments of 
potential confounding and the positivity assumption (PA) 
(i.e., ensuring that each participant had a non-zero prob-
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each target disease. There was no significant difference in 
the mean age of individuals with and without the occupa-
tional group for both target diseases (OA: 55.4 years occu-
pational group vs. 55.3 years total population, p = 0.971, 
RCL: 55.8% occupational group vs. 50.7% total popula-
tion, p = 0.946). However, no age- or sex-related differ-
ences were found between the years, and the annual study 
populations’ demographic composition remained stable 
throughout the observation period.

for RCL were slightly higher in the occupational groups 
analyzed, with 4.9%. In  the general population women 
were more likely to suffer from both conditions than 
men (OA: 2.0% women vs. 1.8% men, RCL: 4.9% women 
vs. 4.3% men). The sex difference was particularly pro-
nounced within the occupational group (OA: 2.1% women 
vs. 1.6% men, RCL: 5.4% women vs. 4.3% men) (Figure 1). 
Additionally, there was a continuous increase in prevalence 
with age, which increased the  likelihood of developing 

Table 2. International Classification of Diseases v. 10, German Modification (ICD-10-GM) diagnoses of pre-defined comorbidity used in the retrospective 
secondary data analysis on insured individuals aged 18–65 years diagnosed with hip osteoarthritis and rotator cuff lesions (N = 2 885 984)

ICD-10-GM Name Coxarthrosis Rotator cuff lesions

E66 obesity X X

Q65 congenital deformities of the hip (hip displasia) X

Inflammatory rheumatic diseases

G72.4 inflammatory myopathies (idiopathic inflammatory myopathies) X X

L40.5, M07.0–M07.3, M09.0 psoriatic arthritis X X

M05 seropositive chronic polyarthritis (rheumatoid arthritis) X X

M06 other chronic polyarthritis X X

M31.3, M31.7 granulomatosis with polyangiitis, microscopic polyangiitis  
(ANCA-associated vasculitides)

X X

M31.5 giant cell arteritis in polymyalgia rheumatica X X

M31.6 other giant cell arteritis X X

M33.0 juvenile dermatomyositis X X

M33.1 other dermatomyositis X X

M33.2 polymyositis X X

M34 systemic sclerosis (scleroderma) X X

M35.0 Sicca syndrome (Sjögren’s syndrome) X X

M35.3 polymyalgia rheumatica X X

M45 ankylosing spondylitis (Bechterew’s disease) X X

M60.8 other myositis (idiopathic inflammatory) X X

M60.9 myositis, unspecified (idiopathic inflammatory myopathies) X X

Other identified risk factors

F32–F33 depression X X

F10 mental and behavioural disorders due to alcohol X X

F17 mental and behavioural disorders caused by tobacco X X

ANCA – antineutrophil cytoplasmic antibody.
X indicates that the respective code was allocated to the hip group, rotator cuff group, or control group, and was therefore included in the relevant endpoint  
and comparison analyses.
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childcare: OR = 1.14, 95% CI: 1.06–1.22). When the data 
were analyzed for women only, there were only minor dif-
ferences (except for hairdressers and emergency services) 
(Figure 2).

Inpatient care and incapacity to work  
of hip osteoarthritis and rotator cuff lesions  
within the study population
and the professional group
In the  general population, hospitalization (OA: 0.1%, 
M±SD 8.5±3.2 days, RCL: 0.1%, M±SD 3.4±1.7 days) and 
incapacity to work (OA: 0.2% of cases, M±SD 98±142 days, 
RCL: 0.6% of cases, M±SD 48±90 days) are rare among in-
dividuals with these conditions. The proportion of people 
with RCL who were off work was slightly higher in occu-
pations such as elderly care (1.1%) or health and social 
work (0.9%).

DISCUSSION
With this current large-scale claims data analysis robust 
epidemiological data on OA and RCL in the general pop-
ulation and in exposed occupational groups with a high 
proportion of female workers in Germany were obtained.
Compared to the literature, the data show lower preva-
lence rates than those reported in previous studies. For OA, 
the prevalence in 2020 was 1.9%. Literature estimates a mark-
edly higher prevalence, ranging from 2.4% to 8.6% [2–6,15]. 
The methodologically comparable study by Kajos et al. re-
ported similar results, with a prevalence of 2.2% in the gen-
eral population in 2018 [2]. The higher prevalence rates in 
previously published studies are not fully comparable due to 
differences in study design, the selection of older age groups, 
and, as both prior research and the present data indicate, 
the significant increase in prevalence with age.
At 4.6% in 2020, the estimated prevalence of RCL is lower 
than previously published results, which range from 20.7% 
to 22.2% [9,10]. However, both of these studies were based 
on selected populations from a single city in Japan. Similar 

Association between occupational group
and hip osteoarthritis/rotator cuff lesions
compared with a matched control group
The results showed that the odds of OA were increased 
by a  factor of 1.33 (95% CI: 1.14–1.56) in the  elderly 
care group compared with the control group. For RCL, 
the OR was 1.49 (95% CI: 1.36–1.64) in the elderly care 
group compared with the control group. The OR of OA for 
the healthcare and nursing occupational group was 1.33 
(95% CI: 1.20–1.48), while the OR for the childcare oc-
cupational group was 1.25 (95% CI: 1.11–1.41). In these 
occupational groups, the odds of RCL were slightly lower 
(healthcare and nursing: OR = 1.27, 95% CI: 1.19–1.36; 
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Figure 1. Standardized annual prevalence rate in percent of  
a) hip osteoarthritis (OA) and b) rotator cuff lesions (RCL) in the total population 
and occupational group by age and sex in 2020 in the retrospective secondary 
data analysis on insured individuals aged 18–65 years diagnosed  
with hip osteoarthritis and rotator cuff lesions (N = 2 885 984)
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prevalence estimates and effect sizes derived from claims 
data. Given the widespread prevalence of physically de-
manding work in many occupations, even modest rela-
tive risks, such as those observed here, could result in sig-

results were found in the systematic literature review by 
Littlewood et al., which reported prevalence rates ranging 
0.5–7.4%. The most recent study included in this review 
found a prevalence of 2.8% in 2001 [32].
The age and sex distribution indicates that, within the oc-
cupational groups studied, a higher proportion of women 
than men are affected by the target diseases compared to 
the general population. This discrepancy can be attributed 
to the disproportionate representation of women in these 
specific occupational groupsand the fact that women al-
ready exhibit higher baseline prevalence rates in the gen-
eral population. Overall, the available data confirm pre-
vious findings that the prevalence of these diseases in-
creases significantly with age and that women are more 
affected than men [4,6,7,11–14,16,17].
People working in physically demanding occupations such 
as childcare, nursing, healthcare, and elderly care were 
25–33% more likely to develop OA and 14–49%  more 
likely to develop RCL than those with less exposure. This 
increased risk was more pronounced among women 
working in elderly care (OR = 1.33) for developing OA 
and among women working in nursing and healthcare 
(OR = 1.49) for developing RCL. A published study inves-
tigating the risk of developing OA in nursing occupations 
found a 57% higher probability after >10 years of expo-
sure (hazard ratio 1.57, 95% CI: 1.46–1.69) [33]. Another 
study found that female child care workers were 70% more 
likely of develop shoulder and upper arm disorders com-
pared to women from other occupations in the general 
population (OR = 1.70, 95% CI: 1.12–2.52) [34]. The ef-
fect estimates observed in the present study are lower, 
albeit still within the range of those reported previously. 
These differences may reflect variations in exposure def-
initions, occupational classifications, and follow-up du-
ration across studies. Additionally, differences in health-
care utilisation and coding practices, as well as variations 
in occupational structures and job profiles across simi-
larly labelled occupations, may limit the transferability of 
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Figure 2. Risk of hip osteoarthritis and rotator cuff lesions  
in a) occupational group and b) occupational group in women  
compared to the control group (1:1 greedy-propensity score matching)  
in 2020 in the retrospective secondary data analysis on insured individuals 
aged 18–65 years diagnosed with hip osteoarthritis and rotator cuff lesions 
(N = 2 885 984)
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or data linkage with detailed exposure assessment are re-
quired to disentangle differences in occupational exposure 
from sex-specific susceptibility.
Hospitalization and sick leave due to the target diseases 
were rare. Only in the occupational groups of elderly care 
and health and nursing care, which had the highest risk of 
illness compared to the control group, were there slightly 
more people on sick leave.

Strengths and limitations
The fundamental strength of this analysis lies in the ex-
tensive SHI dataset, which has considerable scientific 
value due to its population coverage. However, it should 
be noted that data and methodological limitations must 
be taken into account when interpreting the results [23]. 
For example, the population groups of the different health 
insurance funds could differ  [35]. To minimize these 
differences, the  prevalence rates have been standard-
ized by age and sex. As the data are claims data not col-
lected for research purposes, only illnesses and care pro-
vided to insured individuals who actually used the health-
care system can be represented. Therefore, the prevalence 
rates may be higher than those identified in these ana-
lyses. The analysis is also limited by the fact that matching 
factors such as clinical parameters, individual health be-
havior and socioeconomic status cannot be taken into ac-
count, as they are not recorded in the social health insur-
ance data. It should also be noted that the present dataset 
only takes into account the most recent status of the oc-
cupation code. This means that the duration of employ-
ment, and thus the cumulative physical exposure, cannot 
be assessed with the available data. Individuals who have 
changed occupations over time may therefore be misclas-
sified with respect to their true long-term exposure. Im-
portantly, this misclassification is expected to occur inde-
pendently of disease status in both groups (occupational 
group and control group), and therefore represents non-
differential misclassification. This type of bias typically re-

nificant population-attributable burdens. These findings 
therefore support the existing body of evidence linking oc-
cupational physical workload to degenerative joint disor-
ders, while also highlighting the need to consider method-
ological heterogeneity when comparing effect sizes across 
studies.
Men who work in emergency services were more likely to 
suffer from RCL. However, this could not be confirmed for 
women in this occupational group, due to the fact that this 
occupation is predominantly performed by men (82.7%). 
A similar gender effect was found for hairdressers. Although 
the association was not significant in either group, female 
hairdressers had a higher estimated risk of RCL than hair-
dressers overall. This may be due to the fact that the few 
men considered (10.0%) changed jobs more frequently and 
no longer worked in this exposed occupation, resulting in 
a shorter exposure duration. In addition to these structural 
differences in the workforce, several occupation-specific 
factors may help to explain the observed gender differences. 
These patterns may reflect:

	– an occupational effect (i.e.,  differences in physical 
workload intensity or task allocation within the same 
job title),

	– a sex-specific vulnerability to similar biomechanical 
loads.

For example, in emergency services, men may be more 
frequently assigned physically demanding tasks, while 
women may more often be engaged in roles that focus 
on coordination or communication. Furthermore, an-
thropometric differences, such as body height, upper-
limb reach, and upper-body muscle mass, may influence 
the distribution of mechanical load during load handling. 
Furthermore, for example rescue equipment is often de-
signed with male anthropometry in mind, which may 
alter the biomechanical demands placed on women. These 
mechanisms cannot be tested with the available claims 
data, as task-specific workload, cumulative exposure, and 
anthropometry are not captured. Further primary studies 



IJOMEH 2026;39(1)76

O R I G I N A L  P A P E R      K. HAGENSTRÖM ET AL.�﻿

Communication Team of the IVDP, in particular Paula Willer 
for copy-editing.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Research concept: Kristina Hagenström, Katharina Müller, 
Theresa Klinger, Matthias Augustin, Albert Nienhaus
Research methodology: Kristina Hagenström, 
Katharina Müller, Theresa Klinger, Albert Nienhaus
Collecting material: Kristina Hagenström, Katharina Müller, 
Theresa Klinger
Statistical analysis: Kristina Hagenström, Katharina Müller, 
Theresa Klinger
Interpretation of results: Kristina Hagenström, 
Katharina Müller, Theresa Klinger, Albert Nienhaus
References: Kristina Hagenström, Katharina Müller, 
Theresa Klinger, Matthias Augustin, Albert Nienhaus

REFERENCES

1.	Callahan LF, Cleveland RJ, Allen KD, Golightly Y. Racial/eth-
nic, socioeconomic, and geographic disparities in the epide-
miology of knee and hip osteoarthritis. Rheum Dis Clin North 
Am. 2021;47:1–20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rdc.2020.09.001.

2.	Kajos LF, Molics B, Elmer D, Pónusz-Kovács D, Kovács B, 
Horváth L, et al. Annual epidemiological and health insur-
ance disease burden of hip osteoarthritis in Hungary based 
on nationwide data. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. 2024;​25:406. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-024-07513-y.

3.	Arslan IG, Damen J, Wilde M de, van den Driest JJ, Bindels PJE, 
van der Lei J, et al. Estimating incidence and prevalence of hip 
osteoarthritis using electronic health records: a  population-
based cohort study. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2022;​30:​843–51. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joca.2022.03.001.

4.	Endres H, Schneider O, Scharf HP, Kaufmann-Kolle P, Knap-
stein S, Hermann C, et al.  [Hip osteoarthritis – epidemiol-
ogy and current medical care situation – health care data of 
2.4 million AOK Baden-Württemberg insurees aged 40 years 
or older]. Z Orthop Unfall. 2018;156:672–84. https://doi.​org/​
10.​10​55/a-0648-4945.

duces the strength of observed associations, implying that 
the true effect estimates may be stronger than those re-
ported in this study.

CONCLUSIONS
Osteoarthritis and RCL are common conditions that are 
becoming more prevalent in the general population and 
are expected to increase in certain occupational groups, 
particularly those with high physical exposure. The au-
thors’ findings suggest that occupational groups with ex-
pected high physical exposure, such as nursingand re-
lated healthcare activities, are more likely to develop OA or 
RCL than occupational groups with low physical exposure. 
The observed statistically significant OR were in the range 
of 1.2–1.5. Therefore, the data support the assumption that 
OA and RCL are multifactorial work-related diseases in 
nurses and childcare workers. Further studies with a more 
detailed exposure assessment instead of using job titles as 
a surrogate for exposure are needed to investigate whether 
OA and RCL qualify for an occupational disease in nurses 
and childcare workers. These studies could include pro-
spective cohort studies or case-control studies with de-
tailed exposure assessment, as well as studies linking pri-
mary and secondary data.
In addition, the authors’ data confirm the need for tar-
geted strategies to prevent or delay the onset of these dis-
eases. Occupational groups with an increased prevalence 
of musculoskeletal disorders should be considered in fu-
ture ergonomic risk assessments and targeted workplace 
interventions. Furthermore, regularly assessing trends in 
musculoskeletal disorders among high-exposure occupa-
tional groups could help identify an increase in disease 
burden at an early stage, supporting the timely implemen-
tation of preventive measures.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
The authors would like to thank DAK-G for their cooperation 
and for providing the data. The authors also thank the Scientific 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rdc.2020.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-024-07513-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joca.2022.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1055/a-0648-4945
https://doi.org/10.1055/a-0648-4945


IJOMEH 2026;39(1) 77

﻿� OCCUPATIONAL RISK OF HIP AND SHOULDER DISORDERS    O R I G I N A L  P A P E R

13.	Monrad N, Ganestam A, Kallemose T, Barfod KW. Alarm-
ing increase in the  registration of degenerative rotator 
cuff-related lesions a  nationwide epidemiological study 
investigating 244,519 patients. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol 
Arthrosc. 2018;26:188–94. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-
017-4626-3.

14.	Teunis T, Lubberts B, Reilly BT, Ring D. A systematic review 
and pooled analysis of the prevalence of rotator cuff disease 
with increasing age. J Shoulder Elbow Surg. 2014;23:​1913–21. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jse.2014.08.001.

15.	Faber BG, Macrae F, Jung M, Zucker BE, Beynon RA, To
bias JH. Sex differences in the radiographic and symptomat-
ic prevalence of knee and hip osteoarthritis. Front Endocri-
nol (Lausanne). 2024;15:1445468. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fendo.​2024.​1445468.

16.	Oliva F, Osti L, Padulo J, Maffulli N. Epidemiology of the ro-
tator cuff tears: a new incidence related to thyroid disease. 
Muscles Ligaments Tendons J. 2014;4:309–14.

17.	White JJ, Titchener AG, Fakis A, Tambe AA, Hubbard RB, 
Clark DI. An epidemiological study of rotator cuff pathol-
ogy using The Health Improvement Network database. Bone 
Joint J. 2014;96-b:350–3. https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620x.​
96b3.32336.

18.	Nogueira C, Kocks D, Frost C. WHO/ILO joint estimates of 
work-related burden of disease and injury. Occup Health 
Southern Africa. 2021;27:179–80.

19.	Federal Ministry of Labor and Social Affairs (BMAS) [In-
ternet]. 2021 [cited 2025 Feb 2]. [Scientific basis for the oc-
cupational disease ‘Lesion of the rotator cuff of the shoul-
der]. Available from: https://www.bmas.de/SharedDocs/​
Down​loads/​DE/Soziale-Sicherung/rotatorenmanschette.​
html. German.

20.	Federal Ministry of Labor and Social Affairs (BMAS) [Inter-
net]. 2021 [cited 2025 Feb 2]. [Scientific recommendation 
for a new occupational disease ‘coxarthrosis’ (hip joint ar-
throsis) caused by lifting and carrying heavy loads]. Avail-
able from: https://www.bmas.de/SharedDocs/Downloads/​
DE/​Gesetze/berufskrankheiten-verordnung.html. German.

5.	 Fan Z, Yan L, Liu H, Li X, Fan K, Liu Q, et al. The prevalence 
of hip osteoarthritis: a systematic review and meta-analysis. 
Arthritis Res Ther. 2023;25:51. https://doi.org/10.1186/​s1​3​
0​75-023-03033-7.

6.	 Quintana JM, Arostegui I, Escobar A, Azkarate J, Goenaga JI, 
Lafuente I. Prevalence of knee and hip osteoarthritis and 
the appropriateness of joint replacement in an older popu-
lation. Arch Intern Med. 2008;168:1576–84. https://doi.​org/​
10.​1001/archinte.168.14.1576.

7.	 Postler A, Ramos AL, Goronzy J, Günther KP, Lange T, 
Schmitt J, et al. Prevalence and treatment of hip and knee 
osteoarthritis in people aged 60 years or older in Germany: 
an analysis based on health insurance claims data. Clin In-
terv Aging. 2018;13:2339–49. https://doi.org/10.2147/cia.​
S1​7​4741.

8.	 Li XX, Cao F, Zhao CN, Ge M, Wei HF, Tang J, et al. Global 
burden of osteoarthritis: Prevalence and temporal trends 
from 1990 to 2019. Int J Rheum Dis. 2024;27:e15285. https://
doi.org/10.1111/1756-185x.15285.

9.	 Minagawa H, Yamamoto N, Abe H, Fukuda M, Seki N, Ki-
kuchi K, et al. Prevalence of symptomatic and asymptom-
atic rotator cuff tears in the general population: From mass-
screening in one village. J Orthop. 2013;10:8–12. https://​
doi.​org/10.1016/j.jor.2013.01.008.

10.	Yamamoto A, Takagishi K, Osawa T, Yanagawa T, Nakajima D, 
Shitara H, et al. Prevalence and risk factors of a rotator cuff 
tear in the general population. J Shoulder Elbow Surg. 2010;​
19:116–20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jse.2009.04.006.

11.	Hinsley H, Ganderton C, Arden NK, Carr AJ. Prevalence 
of rotator cuff tendon tears and symptoms in a Chingford 
general population cohort, and the resultant impact on UK 
health services: a cross-sectional observational study. BMJ 
Open. 2022;12:e059175. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj​open-​
20​21-​059175.

12.	Jeong J, Shin DC, Kim TH, Kim K. Prevalence of asymptom-
atic rotator cuff tear and their related factors in the Korean 
population. J Shoulder Elbow Surg. 2017;26:30–5. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jse.2016.05.003.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-017-4626-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-017-4626-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jse.2014.08.001
https://doi.org/10.3389/fendo.2024.1445468
https://doi.org/10.3389/fendo.2024.1445468
https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620x.96b3.32336
https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620x.96b3.32336
https://www.bmas.de/SharedDocs/Downloads/DE/Soziale-Sicherung/rotatorenmanschette.html
https://www.bmas.de/SharedDocs/Downloads/DE/Soziale-Sicherung/rotatorenmanschette.html
https://www.bmas.de/SharedDocs/Downloads/DE/Soziale-Sicherung/rotatorenmanschette.html
https://www.bmas.de/SharedDocs/Downloads/DE/Gesetze/berufskrankheiten-verordnung.html
https://www.bmas.de/SharedDocs/Downloads/DE/Gesetze/berufskrankheiten-verordnung.html
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13075-023-03033-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13075-023-03033-7
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.168.14.1576
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.168.14.1576
https://doi.org/10.2147/cia.S174741
https://doi.org/10.2147/cia.S174741
https://doi.org/10.1111/1756-185x.15285
https://doi.org/10.1111/1756-185x.15285
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jor.2013.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jor.2013.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jse.2009.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2021-059175
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2021-059175
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jse.2016.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jse.2016.05.003


IJOMEH 2026;39(1)78

O R I G I N A L  P A P E R      K. HAGENSTRÖM ET AL.�﻿

21.	German Federal Employment Agency (KldB)  [Internet]. 
2021 [cited 2025 Feb 15]. [German Classification of Occupa-
tions 2010 - revised version 2020 Volume 1: Systematic and 
alphabetical part with explanations]. Available from: https://
statistik.arbeitsagentur.de/DE/Statischer-​Con​tent/​Grund​la​
gen/​Klassifika​tio​nen/Klassifikation-der-Berufe/KldB2010-​
Fas​sung​2020/​Printausgabe-KldB-2010-Fassung2020/​Gene​
ri​sche-​Publikationen/KldB2010-PDF-Version-Band1-​Fas​
sung​2020.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=24. German.

22.	Hoffmann W, Latza U, Baumeister SE, Brünger M, Buttmann-
Schweiger N, Hardt J, et al. Guidelines and recommendations 
for ensuring Good Epidemiological Practice (GEP): a guide-
line developed by the  German Society for Epidemiology. 
Eur J Epidemiol. 2019;34:301–17. https://​doi.​org/​10.1007/
s10654-019-00500-x.

23.	Swart E. Health care utilization research using secondary 
data. In: Health care utilization in Germany: theory, meth-
odology, and results: Springer; 2013. p. 63–86.

24.	Austin PC. Type I error rates, coverage of confidence inter-
vals, and variance estimation in propensity-score matched 
analyses. Int J Biostat. 2009;5:Article 13. https://doi.​org/​10.​
22​02/1557-4679.1146.

25.	German Society for Orthopaedics and Trauma Surgery e.V. 
(DGOU) [Internet].) Version 1.0; 2021 [cited 2025 May 2]. 
[Evidence- and consensus-based indication criteria for total 
hip replacement for coxarthrosis]. Available from: https://
register.awmf.org/assets/guidelines/187-​001l_​S3_​Indi​ka​
tion​skriterien_Hüfttotalendoprothese_bei_​Coxarth​rose_​
2021-​04.pdf. German.

26.	Albrecht K, Binder S, Minden K, Poddubnyy D, Regier-
er  AC, Strangfeld A, Callhoff J.  Systematic review to esti-
mate the prevalence of inflammatory rheumatic diseases in 
Germany. Z Rheumatol. 2024;83:20–30. https://doi.org/​10.​
1007/s00393-022-01302-5. German

27.	Haller HG, Vietinghoff S von, Spearpoint P, Deichmann A, 
Buchholz I, Schönermark MP, et al. [High burden of disease 

in patients with ANCA-associated vasculitis : A claims data 
study in Germany]. Internist (Berl). 2022;63:210–6. https://
doi.​org/10.1007/s00108-021-01181-z.

28.	Leibing E, Rüger U, Schüssler G.  [Biographic risk factors 
and mental disorders in fibromyalgia]. Z Psychosom Med 
Psych​other. 1999;45:142–56.

29.	Paraliov AT, Iacov-Craitoiu MM, Mogoantă MM, Predes-
cu OI, Mogoantă L, Crăiţoiu Ș. Management and Treatment 
of Coxarthrosis in the Orthopedic Outpatient Clinic. Curr 
Health Sci J. 2023;49:102–9. https://doi.org/10.12865/​chsj.​
49.​01.102.

30.	Svensson J, Arkema EV, Lundberg IE, Holmqvist M. In-
cidence and prevalence of idiopathic inflammatory my-
opathies in Sweden: a nationwide population-based study. 
Rheumatology (Oxford). 2017;56:802–10. https://doi.org/​
10.​1093/rheumatology/kew503.

31.	Uygunovich GA. Factors influencing the manifestations of 
coxarthrosis. J Adv Zoology. 2023;44(S7):41–5.

32.	Littlewood C, May S, Walters S. Epidemiology of rotator cuff 
tendinopathy: a systematic review. Shoulder Elbow. 2013;​5:​
256–65.

33.	Andersen S, Thygesen LC, Davidsen M, Helweg-Larsen K. 
Cumulative years in occupation and the risk of hip or knee 
osteoarthritis in men and women: a register-based follow-
up study. Occup Environ Med. 2012;69:325–30. https://doi.​
org/​10.​1136/oemed-2011-100033.

34.	Dauer R, Schablon A, Nienhaus A. Musculoskeletal com-
plaints among female childcare workers in german daycare 
centres-a survey study with a comparison group. Int J En-
viron Res Public Health. 2025;22(2):270. https://doi.​org/​10.​
33​90/​ijerph​22​020270.

35.	Hoffmann F, Icks A. [Structural differences between health 
insurance funds and their impact on health services re-
search: results from the  Bertelsmann Health-Care Moni-
tor]. Gesundheitswesen. 2012;74:291–7. https://doi.org/​10.​
10​55/​s-0031-1275711. German.

This work is available in Open Access model and licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license – https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

https://statistik.arbeitsagentur.de/DE/Statischer-Content/Grundlagen/Klassifikationen/Klassifikation-der-Berufe/KldB2010-Fassung2020/Printausgabe-KldB-2010-Fassung2020/Generische-Publikationen/KldB2010-PDF-Version-Band1-Fassung2020.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=24
https://statistik.arbeitsagentur.de/DE/Statischer-Content/Grundlagen/Klassifikationen/Klassifikation-der-Berufe/KldB2010-Fassung2020/Printausgabe-KldB-2010-Fassung2020/Generische-Publikationen/KldB2010-PDF-Version-Band1-Fassung2020.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=24
https://statistik.arbeitsagentur.de/DE/Statischer-Content/Grundlagen/Klassifikationen/Klassifikation-der-Berufe/KldB2010-Fassung2020/Printausgabe-KldB-2010-Fassung2020/Generische-Publikationen/KldB2010-PDF-Version-Band1-Fassung2020.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=24
https://statistik.arbeitsagentur.de/DE/Statischer-Content/Grundlagen/Klassifikationen/Klassifikation-der-Berufe/KldB2010-Fassung2020/Printausgabe-KldB-2010-Fassung2020/Generische-Publikationen/KldB2010-PDF-Version-Band1-Fassung2020.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=24
https://statistik.arbeitsagentur.de/DE/Statischer-Content/Grundlagen/Klassifikationen/Klassifikation-der-Berufe/KldB2010-Fassung2020/Printausgabe-KldB-2010-Fassung2020/Generische-Publikationen/KldB2010-PDF-Version-Band1-Fassung2020.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=24
https://statistik.arbeitsagentur.de/DE/Statischer-Content/Grundlagen/Klassifikationen/Klassifikation-der-Berufe/KldB2010-Fassung2020/Printausgabe-KldB-2010-Fassung2020/Generische-Publikationen/KldB2010-PDF-Version-Band1-Fassung2020.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=24
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10654-019-00500-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10654-019-00500-x
https://doi.org/10.2202/1557-4679.1146
https://doi.org/10.2202/1557-4679.1146
https://register.awmf.org/assets/guidelines/187-001l_S3_Indikationskriterien_Hüfttotalendoprothese_bei_Coxarthrose_2021-04.pdf
https://register.awmf.org/assets/guidelines/187-001l_S3_Indikationskriterien_Hüfttotalendoprothese_bei_Coxarthrose_2021-04.pdf
https://register.awmf.org/assets/guidelines/187-001l_S3_Indikationskriterien_Hüfttotalendoprothese_bei_Coxarthrose_2021-04.pdf
https://register.awmf.org/assets/guidelines/187-001l_S3_Indikationskriterien_Hüfttotalendoprothese_bei_Coxarthrose_2021-04.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00393-022-01302-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00393-022-01302-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00108-021-01181-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00108-021-01181-z
https://doi.org/10.12865/chsj.49.01.102
https://doi.org/10.12865/chsj.49.01.102
https://doi.org/10.1093/rheumatology/kew503
https://doi.org/10.1093/rheumatology/kew503
https://doi.org/10.1136/oemed-2011-100033
https://doi.org/10.1136/oemed-2011-100033
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph22020270
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph22020270
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0031-1275711
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0031-1275711
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

