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Abstract

Purpose: With increasing breast cancer (BC) survival rates, the survivors’ quality of life (QoL) has
become an important issue. Chemotherapy-induced cognitive impairment, known as “chemobrain”
has been addressed recently. Therefore, cognitive function as one of the determinants of QoL should
be considered while prescribing chemotherapeutics. In this study, we aimed to evaluate the effects
of two common chemotherapy regimens on BC survivors’ cognition.

Methods: The participants comprised 35 BC patients who underwent two common chemotherapy
regimens, AC-T and TAC, and 24 matched healthy volunteers. The participants were assessed
regarding anxiety, depression, general health status, and cognitive function including aspects of
concentration, verbal ability, reasoning, memory, and visuospatial skill through Addenbrooke’s
Cognitive Examination (ACE-P) and Cambridge Brain Science (CBS) tests.

Results: Regarding depression and anxiety, there were no significant differences between the three
groups. However, BC patients significantly complained of chronic fatigue compared to healthy
volunteers (P-value = 0.027). Besides, ACE-P revealed the language domain to be affected in the
AC-T group in comparison with the TAC-treated cases (P-value = 0.036). Moreover, the patients
receiving the AC-T regimen had worse performance in visuospatial working memory and attention
domains compared to the TAC group considering CBS tests (P-value = 0.031 and 0.008,
respectively).

Conclusion: The results represent the AC-T regimen to be more toxic than the TAC in domains of
language, concentration, and visuospatial working memory.

Implications for cancer survivors: The AC-T regimen should be prescribed with caution in BC
patients suffering from baseline cognitive impairments to improve post-chemotherapy QoL.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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1. Introduction

Breast cancer (BC) is the most common cancer and the leading cause of cancer
deaths among women [1]. In recent years, with the early detection of the patients and the
development of treatment methods, the number of survivors of this disease has increased in
many countries [2, 3]. With the increasing number of disease-free survivors, the concept of
Quality of life (QoL) of BC survivors becomes important. Although BC survivors reported
lower QoL than the general population immediately after diagnosis and treatment, their QoL
improved over time and even some researches showed they have the same QoL as normal
age-matched controls but they still suffer from symptoms such as cognitive problems,

fatigue, insomnia, sexual issues, etc. [4-8].

As mentioned above, the cognitive deficit in BC survivors may be presented for
many years and affect their QoL. This chemotherapy-induced cognitive impairment is
experienced by many BC patients after treatment and is known as "chemofog" or
"chemobrain” in literature. The prevalence of chemobrain has been reported differently in
some articles. While self-reported cognitive dysfunction prevalence is up to 70% [9-11],
there is no association between perceived and objective cognitive impairment in cancer
survivors, and even some studies showed there is no objectively detected cognitive decline
[9, 11, 12]. Hutchinson et al. suggested that these discrepancies could be explained by
variation in cognitive assessments and definition of impairment or the hypothesis that
‘subjective cognitive impairment may be an indicator of psychological distress rather than
chemotherapy-induced cognitive impairment’ [13]. Another possible explanation is that
chemotherapy causes mild cognitive impairment which is not detected by

neuropsychological tests but affects the patients’ daily life [14].
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Studies have revealed that chemobrain acts on different cognitive domains including
visuospatial skill, attention, delayed memory, processing speed, executive functions, and
concentration with various severity [9, 15-17]. For instance, Jim et al. indicated that
chemotherapy causes mild deficit only in verbal and visuospatial domains [18]. The other
study by Henderson et al. reported impairment in memory, language, and processing speed

[19]. Li and his colleagues in their review illustrated that attention, processing speed, verbal

memory, and executive control are the affected domains [20].

To date, the exact mechanism of chemobrain is not well understood. However, it is
established that this phenomenon is multifactorial and factors like the chemotherapy
regimen, patients’ age, ethnicity, socio-economic status, stage of disease, menopausal status,
and psychological symptoms are possible predisposing factors [21-23]. It is demonstrated
that psychological features are more important than demographic and medical features in
self-reported cognitive decline [23-25]. Besides, although different chemotherapy regimens
are currently prescribed, limited studies have evaluated the magnitude of cognitive

impairment associated with each regimen.

Therefore, since neurotoxic consequences of each commonly prescribed
chemotherapy regimen are not fully understood, in our study, we aim to compare both
perceived and objective cognitive impairments of two common chemotherapy regimens and
an age-matched control group besides evaluating the patients’ anxiety, depression, fatigue,

socio-economic status, etc. as confounding factors that can affect cognitive impairment.
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2. Materials and Methods

2.1 Participants

The study was carried out among BC patients who underwent adjuvant
chemotherapy (n=35) and healthy women (n=24) between 2018 and 2020. Patients were
selected from 30-65 year-old women referring to Motahari Polyclinic, the affiliated medical
center of Shiraz University of Medical Sciences, Iran. Inclusion criteria consist of: A)
diagnosis of BC confirmed by tru-cut biopsy, B) the last cancer treatment session
(chemotherapy or radiotherapy) has been at least six months before this study, and C) having
a diploma or above degrees. Exclusion criteria were: A) any prior history of diagnosed
neuropsychological disorders (including major depressive disorder, bipolar disorder,
schizophrenia, epilepsy, brain tumor, etc.), B) stage 1V of cancer, and C) presence of brain

metastasis.

Patients were divided into two groups according to their chemotherapy regimen: A)
AC-T: Doxorubicin (Adriamycin®) and Cyclophosphamide (Cytoxan®) every three weeks
for four cycles followed by Paclitaxel (Taxol®) for four other cycles, B) TAC: Docetaxel
(Taxotere®), Doxorubicin (Adriamycin®), and Cyclophosphamide (Cytoxan®) every three

weeks for six cycles.

The control group was selected from 30-65 year-old women who were referred for
mammographic evaluation of benign breast nodules. They didn’t have any prior history of
malignancy or neuropsychological disorders. They also were group-matched with patient

groups according to age, education, and socio-economic status.

Before enrolling in the study, all participants were informed of the purpose and

process of the study and signed informed consent.
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2.2 Study Design

After selecting participants, they were invited to undergo several tests in the
Neuroscience Laboratory, Department of Neuroscience, Shiraz University of Medical
Sciences. They were asked to fill four questionnaires (demographic, General Health
Questionnaire (GHQ), Beck Depression Inventory (BDI), and Beck Anxiety Inventory
(BAI)). After that, Addenbrooke’s Cognitive Examination (ACE) was performed. Finally,

they were asked to complete the Cambridge Brain Sciences (CBS) cognitive battery.

2.3 Assessment Tools
2.3.1 Demographic questionnaire

The demographic questionnaire was designed by the authors and includes the
following information: age, marital status, education, occupation, salary, past medical
history and neuropsychiatric disorders of the participants and their family, medication
history, substance and alcohol consumption, and smoking habits. Participants were asked
about their menopausal status (in the patient groups, before and after treatment). A detailed
history of the breast cancer including date of diagnosis, type of treatment, and post-treatment
complications was acquired from the patient groups. Finally, they filled a 0-10 Visual
Analogue Scale (VAS) for evaluation of cognitive disabilities such as any impairments in
memory, attention, learning, speech, vision, judgment, problem solving and decision
making, depressive and anxiety symptoms, and fatigue in such a way that a O score
represents no problem in that cognitive domain and a 10 score is indicative of a severely

disabling problem.
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2.3.2 General Health Questionnaire-28 (GHQ-28)

We used a verified Persian version of GHQ-28. This includes 28 questions and aims
to assess mental health and consists of four domains of somatic symptoms, anxiety and

insomnia, social dysfunction, and severe depression [26].

2.3.3 Beck Depression Inventory (BDI) and Beck Anxiety Inventory (BAI)

All participants were asked to fill a verified Persian version of BDI and BAI. BDI is
a 21-question Likert scale for the assessment of depression [27]. Similarly, BAl includes 21

questions for assessing anxiety symptoms [28].

2.3.4 Addenbrooke’s Cognitive Examination - Persian version (ACE-P)

ACE is an interview-based examination designed for screening and diagnosis of
dementia and other cognitive disorders. This is a more extensive diagnostic test compared
to the Mini Mental State Examination (MMSE). ACE-P is a Persian version of the ACE-
Revised version. The validity and reliability of ACE-P were verified for the Iranian
population. Completing this test took about 30 to 40 minutes for each participant. The total
score for this test is 100 points and contains five subtests, representing five cognitive
domains; attention and orientation (18 points), memory (26 points), fluency (14 points),

language (26 points), and visuospatial skill (16 points) [29].

2.3.5 Cambridge Brain Sciences (CBS) Battery

CBS battery is a web-based platform (https://www.cambridgebrainsciences.com/)
for the assessment of cognitive function which uses a battery of computerized tasks. These
tasks were designed to assess visuospatial working memory (Monkey Ladder), spatial short-
term memory (Spatial Span), working memory (Token Search), episodic memory (Paired

Associates), mental rotation (Rotations), visuospatial processing (Polygons), deductive
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reasoning (Odd One Out), verbal short-term memory (Digit Span), attention (Feature
Match), and response prohibition (Double Trouble) [30]. Planning (Spatial Planning) and
verbal reasoning (Grammatical Reasoning) tests were excluded from our study due to the
difficulty of our participants to perform these tasks. We showed the participants how each
task is performed. Then they were asked to complete the tasks by themselves. Final scores

of participants for each test were converted to Z-score values through default CBS metrics

to compare.

2.4 Statistical Analysis

Data were analyzed using IBM SPSS software version 26. First, the normality of
variables was assessed. For variables with normal distribution paired-sample T test,
independent-sample T test, and ANOVA were used. For those without normal distribution,
non-parametric equivalent tests such as two independent samples and K independent

samples tests were used.

3. Results

3.1 Demographic information

In total, 59 participants were recruited in our study of whom 24 participants were
healthy volunteer women as the control group and 35 responders were BC survivors who
had received their last chemotherapy sessions at least 6 months prior to the enrollment. 16
participants of these 35 BC patients had been treated with AC-T regimen and the rest had
received the TAC chemotherapy regimen. All of these patients had undergone mastectomy
and radiotherapy as parts of their treatment protocol. Besides, all the three groups were
matched regarding age, educational level, and socioeconomic status. It is noteworthy that
none of the participants had a positive history of brain surgery, stroke, epilepsy, and other

9
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neurological disorders. The mean ages of the participants were 48, 44.6, and 45 years for

the AC-T, TAC, and control groups respectively. The table below illustrates some of the

main demographic characteristics of the participants (Table 1).

Table 1: summary of demographic information of the participants.

AC-T TAC Control
N=16 N=19 N=24
n % n % n %

10
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Marital Status

-single 1 6.25 2 10.5 2 8.3
-married 13 81.25 15 79.0 22 91.7
-divorced 1 6.25 2 10.5 0 0
-widowed 1 6.25 0 0 0 0

Educational level

-under diploma 2 12.5 3 15.8 3 125
-diploma 6 375 5 26.3 9 375
-University education 8 50.0 11 57.9 12 50.0

Occupation status

-employed 3 18.75 4 21.0 6 25.0
-unemployed 12 75.0 15 79.0 16 66.7
-retired 1 6.25 0 0 2 8.3

Monthly income

-below 15 million Rials 2 125 1 5.3 3 125
-15 to 40 million Rials 7 43.75 8 42.1 10 41.7
- more than 40 million Rials 7 43.75 10 52.6 11 45.8
Smoking

-smoker 2 125 2 10.5 2 8.3
-non-smoker 14 87.5 17 89.5 22 91.7

Alcohol consumption
-alcohol consumer 0 0 1 5.3 2 8.3
-non-alcohol consumer 16 100 18 94.7 22 91.7

3.2 Subjective cognitive impairment, psychological problem, and fatigue

With respect to assessing cognitive impairment subjectively, the participants were
asked to score the severity of their cognitive complaints including the memory, attention,
learning, speech, vision, and judgment disorders with a 0-10 VAS. Moreover, self-reported
depression, anxiety, fatigue, and current fatigue were assessed. It was demonstrated that
only subjective fatigue complaints had shown significant differences between cancer and
control groups (P-value = 0.027). The mean self-reported fatigue score of the cancer group

-AC-T and TAC together- was 4.06 in comparison with 2.04 of the control group. The

11
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degree of cognitive impairments in domains including memory, attention, learning,

judgment, etc. did not show significant differences among the three groups subjectively.

3.3 GHQ, BAI, and BDI

As mentioned above, assessment of depression, anxiety, and general health status
were evaluated. No significant differences regarding the BDI, BAI, GHQ-anxiety/insomnia,
GHQ-social dysfunction, GHQ-severe depression, and total GHQ score were evident
between cancer and control groups (P-value > 0.05). However, the Mann-Whitney test
revealed a significant difference regarding GHQ-somatic symptoms score between
chemotherapy-received patients and healthy controls (P-value = 0.019). The mean scores of
GHQ-somatic symptoms were 23.71, 32.25, and 33.45 for control, AC-T, and TAC groups
respectively. Comparison of GHQ-somatic symptoms scores between AC-T and TAC

groups had shown no significant statistical difference (P-value = 0.714).

3.4 ACE-P

ACE-P was used in our study as a screening tool for cognitive impairment.
Concerning this issue, the Kruskal-Wallis test was used which had shown no significant
differences in ACE-memory, ACE-language, ACE-attention and orientation, ACE-fluency,
ACE-visuospatial, MMSE, and ACE-total score among the mentioned three groups (AC-T,
TAC, control). Further analyses were performed which revealed a significant difference
between mean scores of the ACE-language of the AC-T and TAC groups (P-value = 0.036);
in such a way that AC-T treated patients had worse performance in this test in comparison

with the TAC group. Table 2 illustrates the summary of the ACE-P scores.

Table 2: summary of mean scores of ACE-P scores.

AC-T TAC Control

12
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Mean score Mean score Mean score P value
1.ACE-P Attention 16 16.16 16.46 0.518
2.ACE-P Fluency 9.63 10.00 10.92 0.214
3.ACE-P Language 22.31 24.00 23.63 0.790
4 ACE-P Memory 22.69 23.74 23.96 0.700
5.ACE-P Visuospatial 14.38 14.95 15.08 0.377
6.ACE-P Total 84.75 88.53 90.04 0.244
7.MMSE 27.00 27.56 28.00 0.483

3.5 CBS Battery

The CBS battery was our next tool for evaluating the participants’ cognition in
aspects of memory, concentration, verbal ability, and reasoning. As the table 3 illustrated,
among the CBS tasks performed in our study, no significant differences were shown
regarding tasks of odd one out, digit span, rotation, polygons, feature match, paired
associates, and spatial span between the three groups. However, the mean score of the
double trouble test showed significant differences among the three groups. The AC-T
treated patients got a significantly lower score in the double trouble task compared with the
two other groups (P-value = 0.008). Besides, the AC-T regimen group had also shown
significantly worse performance compared to the TAC regimen in the monkey ladder task
(P-value = 0.031) through Mann-Whitney test but Kruskal-Wallis test did not show a
significant difference among the three groups (P-value = 0.053). Finally, to create a metric
representative of the overall cognitive function of each participant, Z-scores of the ten
performed tasks were added together for each responder and then the mean Z-scores were
compared between the three groups. It was demonstrated that the AC-T group overall had
worse cognitive function compared with the two other groups (P-value=0.026). Although,

the overall cognitive function did not show significant differences among the TAC and

13
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control groups (P-value=0.708). Table 3 and figure 1 present the summary of CBS battery

Scores.

Table 3: summary of CBS Battery scores. All scores have been converted to Z score values
based on default CBS scores of normal populations.

AC-T TAC Control
Mean Mean Mean
CBS task Z score Z score Z score P value
1.Digit span -1.419 -1.183 -0.967 0.312
2.Feature Match -1.486 -1.379 -1.388 0.919
3.0dd Ones Out -0.921 -0.156 0.121 0.641
4.Rotation -1.150 -0.821 -0.644 0.162
5.Double Trouble -1.479 -0.717 -0.345 0.008
6.Monkey Ladder -1.675 -1.101 -1.350 0.053
7.Paired Association -1.519 -1.412 -1.280 0.740
8.Polygones -1.331 -0.994 -0.939 0.194
9.Spatial Span -1.600 -1.173 -1.386 0.156
10.Token Search -1.126 -0.986 -0.923 0.593
11.0verall cognitive status -1.264 -0.871 -0.809 0.026
Double Trouble Monkey Ladder Overall Cognitive Function
0
n
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8
-1
-1.2
-1.4
-1.6
-1.8

B AC-T EMTAC mControl

Figure 1: Mean Z-scores of double trouble test, monkey ladder test, and overall cognitive function
regarding the CBS battery with significant differences among the three groups.
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4. Discussion

As it is well-established, the phenomenon of “chemobrain” can affect BC survivors'
QoL. Therefore, it is important to select a less toxic chemotherapy regimen. In the current
study, we aimed to identify any suspected cognitive impairment, depression, and anxiety in
BC patients who received different chemotherapy regimens in order to compare their effects
on patients’ cognitive function. Our study has revealed no significant differences between
subjective symptoms of cognitive impairment, anxiety, and depression between BC patients
and healthy individuals except for subjective fatigue which was higher in BC patients. In
addition, Cognitive assessment regarding ACE-P tests has demonstrated poorer
performance of the AC-T regimen group in comparison with the TAC regimen group in the
language domain of cognition. Besides, the CBS battery results revealed worse cognitive
status of AC-T treated patients associated with significant impairments in monkey ladder

and double trouble tasks comapred with the two other groups.

As mentioned above, BC survivors reported more fatigue in comparison with the
matched control group. Fatigue is one of the commonly reported complaints of cancer
patients and is defined by National Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) as a persistent
sense of physical, emotional, or cognitive tiredness that interferes with patients’ usual
function and is caused by cancer or its treatments [31]. Similar to our results, in a meta-
analysis conducted by Abrahams et al., the pooled prevalence of severe fatigue was 27%
among BC survivors which was significantly associated with higher stages of cancer and
chemotherapy treatment; although this prevalence seemed to decrease about six months
after treatment completion [32]. Besides, there are numerous studies that have demonstrated

the association of cognitive impairment with fatigue [33, 34].
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Furthermore, subjective cognitive impairments were similar in the three groups in
the current study. This is in concordance with Pullens et al.” study which showed
inconclusive data regarding the higher prevalence of subjective cognitive impairment
among BC patients in comparison with the normal population. They stated that this

cognitive impairment cannot be related to cancer itself, chemotherapy, or hormonal therapy

[35].

Analyzing BDI and BAI questionnaires showed no significant differences regarding
depression and anxiety between BC patients and the control group. A study conducted by
Hadi et al. confirmed our results. They recruited 178 BC patients at least one year after the
cancer diagnosis and 400 healthy women. The two groups did not show significant
differences regarding depression and anxiety [36]. However, some studies revealed different
results. In a study conducted by Shilling et al., about 76 % of BC patients reported anxiety
six months after chemotherapy compared with 57% of BC patients who did not receive any
chemotherapy regimens. Also, patients with higher anxiety rates had worse performance in
memory-related tasks [37]. Cheung et al. found similar results. Chemotherapy-treated BC
patients had higher prevalence of anxiety compared to non-chemotherapy patients (21.9%
vs 8.6%; p-value = 0.002) [38]. Depression was also among the significantly affected
domains in some experiments. Ibrahim et al. conducted a meta-analysis that revealed
increased depression rates in patients receiving taxane-based chemotherapy compared to
other regimens and healthy controls [39]. Zunini etal. in 2012 also used BDI and BAI, same
as our study, to estimate mood disorders in BC patients. They found that chemotherapy-

treated patients significantly differ from the control group in BDI and BAI scores [40].

Taken together, results regarding the prevalence of mood disorders in cancer patients

are inconclusive. Besides, cognitive impairment observed in BC patients can be related to
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the associated psycho-social disorders including stress, depression, and anxiety besides
neurotoxic sequela of the underwent treatments. Finding no significant differences in terms
of depression and anxiety between the three groups participating in our study would make
the cognitive assessments more reliable. Identifying any significant cognitive impairments
among the three groups can be attributed to differences in underwent treatments and in

particular chemotherapy agents after removing the confounding effects of concurrent

psychological disorders.

Despite the BDI and BAI, GHQ-somatic symptom scores were significantly higher
in BC patients. Similarly, several studies have confirmed a high prevalence of somatization
or somatic symptoms including sleep disturbance, pain, changes in libido and appetite,
fatigue, etc. in cancer patients affecting their QoL. In a study conducted by Palesh et al. in
2010, up to 80% of cancer patients reported sleep disturbance after the first cycle of
chemotherapy compared to the 30% in the general population. Among them, BC patients
had the highest number of sleep disturbance and insomnia complaints [41]. A systematic
review by Andersen et al. in 2011 showed chronic pain syndrome in 25 to 60% of BC
patients after treatment [42]. Another study by Coates et al. recruited 100 cancer patients to
score the severity of some post-chemotherapy complaints. Feeling sick was the top

complaint with the highest prevalence and severity score among cancer patients [43].

However, these somatic complaints can be resulted from cancer itself, the treatment,
or concurrent psychological disorders such as depression. As Caruso et al. stated, somatic
complaints can cause increased cancer-related disability, poor compliance with treatment
protocols, delay in recovery, poor outcome, and reduced QoL. Besides, the overlap of
somatic symptoms caused by consequences of cancer, received treatments such as

chemotherapy, and depressive/anxiety disorders can challenge identifying the exact
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underlying etiology [44]. Therefore, since our results did not reveal significant differences
between AC-T, TAC, and control groups in terms of anxiety and depression, this higher

magnitude of somatic symptoms in cancer and in particular TAC group can be related to

consequences of the underwent chemotherapy treatments besides underlying cancer.

Using the ACE-P inventory for assessment of cognitive function has revealed no
significant differences between BC patients and healthy individuals. However, the AC-T
group had poorer cognitive functioning in the language domain in comparison with the TAC
group. Various studies have demonstrated language as one of the cognitive domains which
are impaired in BC patients relative to healthy controls [45, 46]. In a meta-analysis
conducted by Bernstein et al., language, attention, processing speed, immediate recall,
delayed recall, and executive function were shown to be impaired in chemotherapy-received
patients compared to healthy control. Although, after adjustment for pre-chemotherapy
cognitive differences, only memory recall and executive function remained altered. It is
noteworthy that this research did not reveal any chemotherapy effect on cognition after
comparison of survivors who had received chemotherapy and those who had not [47].
Despite this research, we did not find significant differences between BC patients and
healthy controls in the language domain; however, the AC-T group showed significantly
worse performance compared with the TAC-treated patients in this domain suggesting the

possible toxic effect of this regimen on verbal function.

In addition, CBS was used for a detailed evaluation of different aspects of cognitive
domains which revealed the worse performance of patients treated with the AC-T regimen

in tasks of double trouble and monkey ladder compared with the other groups.

Double trouble task measures sustained focused attention and response inhibition, a

subset of concentration which means focusing on relevant data to make an appropriate
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response despite distracting stimuli [30]. Sustained attention depends on activation of task-
relevant processes and inhibition of task-irrelevant processes (response inhibition). These
aspects of concentration are mainly regulated through two distinct neural networks, dorsal
and ventral attention networks. Dorsal attention network (DAN), mediates top-down
voluntary allocation of attention and ventral attention network (VAN) regulates detection of
irrelevant stimuli and shifting attention or response inhibition [48]. However, some studies
have also highlighted the role of DAN in the feature-based suppression of task-irrelevant
information besides the VAN [49]. Monkey ladder test requires creating a set of
relationships between some objects in the space which involves visuospatial working
memory. As mentioned in a study conducted by Majerus et al., DAN is also involved in

both verbal and visual working memory through controlling both quantitative and

qualitative aspects of attention during working memory tasks [50].

Therefore, results revealed the worse performance of AC-T-treated BC patients in
the attention domain in comparison with TAC-treated cases and healthy volunteers.
Similarly, Jansen et al. recruited BC patients planned to receive the AC-T regimen before,
during, and after chemotherapy. They found the decreased performance of the participants
in the attention domain during chemotherapy; however, the impairment was improved
significantly in long-term follow-ups [16]. Also, in another study conducted by Chen et al.,
chemotherapy-received BC patients had lower scores in some cognitive domains including
attention via Attention Network Test [51]. However, Jenkins et al. found inconsistent
results. They showed that few BC women had measurable attention deficits while the
majority were unaffected [9]. Despite studies evaluating attention deficits in BC patients,
scant articles have assessed the magnitude of impairment in different regimens to propose
the most toxic agents. Therefore, our results highlighted potential toxic sequela of AC-T

regimen on dorsal and ventral attention networks reflected as impairments in attention-

19


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481; this version posted August 27, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .
related tasks. Performing further neuroimaging studies to confirm functional or structural

cortical changes in DAN and VAN neural networks in AC-T -treated patients would be the

next research priority.

In conclusion, although this study has confirmed the chemobrain concept similar to
previous literature and revealed potential worse neurotoxic effects of the AC-T regimen on
attention, working memory, and language domains compared with the other commonly
prescribed regimen, the exact mechanism behind the chemobrain has not been fully
identified and further research is needed. Since the emergence of the chemobrain concept,
different mechanisms have been proposed for this phenomenon. Neurotoxicity is a well -
known side effect of taxanes in such a way that they can cause peripheral neuropathy, ataxia,
cognitive decline, etc. Paclitaxel and docetaxel, which are parts of the AC-T and TAC
regimens respectively, are the most commonly used taxanes. The mechanisms suggested for
their neurotoxic impacts despite limited crossing of the blood-brain barrier (BBB) include
negative effects on microtubule dynamics and synaptic plasticity, neuronal apoptosis,
decreased hippocampal cell proliferation, cytokine dysregulation, and consequently
neuroinflammation [52]. In addition, as most of the BC chemotherapeutics with the
exception of cyclophosphamide and fluorouracil can’t easily cross the BBB, the oxidative
stress and cytokine dysregulation seem to play an important role in developing chemobrain

[53, 54].

Nevertheless, our study has some limitations. Due to high psychosocial stress in
patients who have just been diagnosed with BC, recruitment of the patients for assessment
of the baseline cognitive parameters before receiving the chemotherapy was not feasible in
our settings. Moreover, as part of data gathering coincided with the global COVID-19

pandemic, we were not able to increase the number of patients considering their health
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issues. Although we have tried to consider psychosocial problems, further longitudinal

research is needed to reinforce our findings, especially by neuroimaging studies such as

fMRI.

5. Conclusion

In conclusion, although the BC patients seem to be not aware of their cognitive
impairment, the AC-T receiving survivors had poorer performance in tasks involving
visuospatial working memory and concentration. To limit the confounding effects of
psychosocial problems on cognitive function, depression and anxiety were assessed which
revealed no significant differences between the BC survivors and healthy controls.
However, BC patients complained of chronic fatigue which may affect cognition,
independently. Yet, the two mentioned chemotherapy regimens did not differ in chronic
fatigue. Overall, the current study suggests prescribing the AC-T regimen with caution in
patients suffering from baseline cognitive impairment and recommends choosing the TAC

regimen as an alternative.

Acknowledgements:

The authors would like to thank DANA Brain Health Institute; Iranian Neuroscience Society, Fars Chapter, Shiraz,
Iran for the received support.

Declarations:

* Funding: Partial financial support was received from School of Advanced Medical Sciences and Technologies,
Shiraz University of Medical Sciences, Shiraz, Iran (ID: 15307)

* Conflicts of interest/Competing interests: The authors have no conflicts of interest to declare that are relevant
to the content of this article.

* Availability of data and material: All data generated or analysed during this study are available from the
corresponding author on reasonable request.

* Code availability: Not applicable.

21


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481; this version posted August 27, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

« Authors' contributions: All authors contributed to the study conception, design, and read and approved the
final manuscript.

Compliance with Ethical Standards:

* Ethics approval: All procedures performed in studies involving human participants were in accordance with
the ethical standards of the institutional and/or national research committee and with the 1964 Helsinki
Declaration and its later amendments or comparable ethical standards. The study was approved by the Ethics
Committee of the Shiraz University of Medical Sciences, Shiraz, Iran.

* Consent to participate: Informed consent was obtained from all individual participants included in the study.
* Consent for publication: Additional informed consent was obtained from all individual participants for whom
identifying information is included in this article.

References:

1) Sung H, Ferlay J, Siegel RL, Laversanne M, Soerjomataram I, Jemal A, et al. Global cancer
statistics 2020: GLOBOCAN estimates of incidence and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in
185 countries. CA Cancer J Clin. 2021.

2) Allemani C, Matsuda T, Di Carlo V, Harewood R, Matz M, Niksi¢ M, et al. Global surveillance
of trends in cancer survival 2000-14 (CONCORD-3): analysis of individual records for 37 513
025 patients diagnosed with one of 18 cancers from 322 population-based registries in 71
countries .The Lancet. 2018;391(10125):1023-75.

3) Siegel RL, Miller KD, Jemal A. Cancer statistics, 2019. CA: a cancer journal for clinicians.
2019;69(1):7-34.

4) Lee ES, Lee MK, Kim SH, Ro JS, Kang HS, Kim SW, et al. Health-related quality of life in
survivors with breast cancer 1 year after diagnosis compared with the general population: a
prospective cohort study. Ann Surg. 2011;253(1):101-8.

5) Montazeri A, Vahdaninia M, Harirchi I, Ebrahimi M, Khaleghi F, Jarvandi S. Quality of life in
patients with breast cancer before and after diagnosis: an eighteen months follow-up study.
BMC cancer. 2008;8(1):1-6.

6) Hsu T, Ennis M, Hood N, Graham M, Goodwin PJ. Quality of life in long-term breast cancer
survivors. J Clin Oncol. 2013;31(28):3540-8.

7) Schmidt ME, Wiskemann J, Steindorf K. Quality of life, problems, and needs of disease-free
breast cancer survivors 5 years after diagnosis. Quality of Life Research. 2018;27(8):2077-86.

8) Hartl K, Engel J, Herschbach P, Reinecker H, Sommer H, Friese K. Personality traits and
psychosocial stress: quality of life over 2 years following breast cancer diagnosis and
psychological impact factors. Psycho-Oncology: Journal of the Psychological, Social and
Behavioral Dimensions of Cancer. 2010;19(2):160-9.

9) JenkinsV, Shilling V ,Deutsch G, Bloomfield D, Morris R, Allan S, et al. A 3-year prospective
study of the effects of adjuvant treatments on cognition in women with early stage breast cancer.
British journal of cancer. 2006;94(6):828-34.

10) Vardy J, Tannock I. Cognitive function after chemotherapy in adults with solid tumours.
Critical reviews in oncology/hematology. 2007;63(3):183-202.

22


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481; this version posted August 27, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

11) Boykoff N, Moieni M, Subramanian SK. Confronting chemobrain: an in-depth look at
survivors’ reports of impact on work, social networks, and health care response. Journal of
cancer survivorship. 2009;3(4):223.

12) Mehlsen M, Pedersen AD, Jensen AB, Zachariae R. No indications of cognitive side-effects in
a prospective study of breast cancer patients receiving adjuvant chemotherapy. Psycho-
Oncology: Journal of the Psychological, Social and Behavioral Dimensions of Cancer.
2009;18(3):248-57.

13) Hutchinson AD, Hosking JR, Kichenadasse G, Mattiske JK, Wilson C. Objective and
subjective cognitive impairment following chemotherapy for cancer: a systematic review.
Cancer treatment reviews. 2012;38(7):926-34.

14) Horowitz TS, Suls J, Trevifio M. A call for a neuroscience approach to cancer-related cognitive
impairment. Trends in neurosciences. 2018;41(8):493-6.

15) Myers JS. Chemotherapy-related cognitive impairment: the breast cancer experience. Oncol
Nurs Forum. 2012;39(1):E31-40.

16) Jansen CE, Cooper BA, Dodd MJ, Miaskowski CA. A prospective longitudinal study of
chemotherapy-induced cognitive changes in breast cancer patients. Supportive Care in Cancer.
2011;19(10):1647-56.

17) Lange M, Joly F, Vardy J, Ahles T, Dubois M, Tron L, et al. Cancer-related cognitive
impairment: an update on state of the art, detection, and management strategies in cancer
survivors. Annals of Oncology. 2019;30(12):1.£+-3Ye

18) Jim HS, Phillips KM, Chait S, Faul LA, Popa MA, Lee YH, et al. Meta-analysis of cognitive
functioning in breast cancer survivors previously treated with standard-dose chemotherapy. J
Clin Oncol. 2012;30(29):3578-87.

19) Henderson FM, Cross AJ ,Baraniak AR. ‘A new normal with chemobrain’: Experiences of the
impact of chemotherapy-related cognitive deficits in long-term breast cancer survivors. Health
psychology open. 2019;6(1):2055102919832234.

20) Li M, Caeyenberghs K. Longitudinal assessment of chemotherapy-induced changes in brain
and cognitive functioning: A systematic review. Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews.
2018;92:304-17.

21) Janelsins MC, Kesler SR, Ahles TA, Morrow GR. Prevalence, mechanisms, and management
of cancer-related cognitive impairment. International review of psychiatry. 2014;26(1):102-13.

22) Henneghan A. Modifiable factors and cognitive dysfunction in breast cancer survivors: a
mixed-method systematic review. Supportive Care in Cancer. 2016;24(1):481-97.

23) Hermelink K, Kiichenhoff H, Untch M, Bauerfeind I, Lux MP, Biihner M, et al. Two different
sides of ‘chemobrain’: determinants and nondeterminants of self-perceived cognitive
dysfunction in a prospective, randomized, multicenter study. Psycho-oncology. 2010;19(12):
1321-8.

24) Gutenkunst SL, Vardy JL, Dhillon HM, Bell ML. Correlates of cognitive impairment in adult
cancer survivors who have received chemotherapy and report cognitive problems. Supportive
Care in Cancer. 2021;29(3):1377-86.

25) Hermelink K, Buhner M, Sckopke P, Neufeld F, Kaste J, Voigt V, et al. Chemotherapy and
post-traumatic stress in the causation of cognitive dysfunction in breast cancer patients. JNCI:
Journal of the National Cancer Institute. 2017;109 (10).

26) Nourbala AA, Bagheri YS, Mohammad K .The validation of general health questionnaire-28
as a psychiatric screening tool. 2009.

27) Ghassemzadeh H, Mojtabai R, Karamghadiri N, Ebrahimkhani N. Psychometric properties of
a Persian-language version of the Beck Depression Inventory-Second edition: BDI-II-
PERSIAN. Depression and anxiety. 2005;21(4):185-92.

23


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481; this version posted August 27, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

28) Kaviani H, Mousavi A. Psychometric properties of the Persian version of Beck Anxiety
Inventory (BAI). Tehran University Medical Journal. 2008.

29) Pouretemad HR, Khatibi A, Ganjavi A, Shams J, Zarei M. Validation of Addenbrooke’s
cognitive examination (ACE) in a Persian-speaking population. Dementia and geriatric
cognitive disorders. 2009;28(4):343-7.

30) Task selection guide: Cambridge Brain Sciences; [Available from:
https://www.cambridgebrainsciences.com/assets/resources/task-selection-quide.pdf]

31) Mock V, Atkinson A, Barsevick A, Cella D, Cimprich B, Cleeland C, et al. NCCN practice
guidelines for cancer-related fatigue. Oncology (Williston Park, NY). 2000;14(11A):151-61.

32) Abrahams H, Gielissen M, Schmits I, Verhagen C, Rovers M, Knoop H. Risk factors,
prevalence, and course of severe fatigue after breast cancer treatment: a meta-analysis involving
12 327 breast cancer survivors. Annals of Oncology. 2016;27(6):965-74.

33) Gullett JM, Cohen RA, Yang GS, Menzies VS, Fieo RA, Kelly DL, et al. Relationship of fatigue
with cognitive performance in women with early-stage breast cancer over 2 years. Psycho-
oncology. 2019;28(5):997-1003.

34) Bray VJ, Dhillon HM, Vardy JL. Systematic review of self-reported cognitive function in
cancer patients following chemotherapy treatment. Journal of Cancer Survivorship.
2018;12(4):537-59.

35) Pullens MJ, De Vries J, Roukema JA. Subjective cognitive dysfunction in breast cancer
patients: a systematic review. Psycho-oncology. 2010 Nov;19(11):1127-38.

36) Hadi N, ASAD ER, TALEEI A. Anxiety, depression and anger in breast cancer patients
compared with the general population in Shiraz, Southern Iran. 2009.

37) Shilling V, Jenkins V. Self-reported cognitive problems in women receiving adjuvant therapy
for breast cancer. European Journal of Oncology Nursing. 2007;11(1):6-15.

38) Cheung YT, Shwe M, Chui WK, Chay WY, Ang SF, Dent RA, et al. Effects of chemotherapy
and psychosocial distress on perceived cognitive disturbances in Asian breast cancer patients.
Annals of Pharmacotherapy. 2012;46(12):1645-55.

39) Ibrahim EY, Domenicano I, Nyhan K, EIfil M, Mougalian SS, Cartmel B, et al. Cognitive
Effects and Depression Associated With Taxane-Based Chemotherapy in Breast Cancer
Survivors: A Meta-Analysis. Frontiers in oncology. 2021;11:741.

40) Zunini RAL, Scherling C, Wallis N, Collins B, MacKenzie J, Bielajew C, et al. Differences in
verbal memory retrieval in breast cancer chemotherapy patients compared to healthy controls:
a prospective fMRI study. Brain Imaging and Behavior. 2013;7(4):460-77.

41) Palesh OG, Roscoe JA, Mustian KM, Roth T, Savard J, Ancoli-Israel S, et al. Prevalence,
demographics, and psychological associations of sleep disruption in patients with cancer:
University of Rochester Cancer Center—Community Clinical Oncology Program. Journal of
clinical oncology. 2010;28(2):292.

42) Andersen KG, Kehlet H. Persistent pain after breast cancer treatment: a critical review of risk
factors and strategies for prevention. The Journal of Pain. 2011;12(7):725-46.

43) Coates A, Abraham S, Kaye SB, Sowerbutts T, Frewin C, Fox R, et al. On the receiving end—
patient perception of the side-effects of cancer chemotherapy. European Journal of Cancer and
Clinical Oncology. 1983;19(2):203-8.

44) Caruso R, Nanni MG, Riba MB, Sabato S, Grassi L. The burden of psychosocial morbidity
related to cancer: patient and family issues. International Review of Psychiatry.
2017;29(5):389-402.

45) Stewart A, Bielajew C, Collins B, Parkinson M, Tomiak E. A meta-analysis of the
neuropsychological effects of adjuvant chemotherapy treatment in women treated for breast
cancer. The Clinical Neuropsychologist. 2006;20(1):76-89.

24


https://www.cambridgebrainsciences.com/assets/resources/task-selection-guide.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481; this version posted August 27, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

46) Falleti MG, Sanfilippo A, Maruff P, Weih L, Phillips K-A. The nature and severity of cognitive
impairment associated with adjuvant chemotherapy in women with breast cancer: a meta-
analysis of the current literature. Brain and cognition. 2005;59(1):60-70.

47) Bernstein LJ, McCreath GA, Komeylian Z, Rich JB. Cognitive impairment in breast cancer
survivors treated with chemotherapy depends on control group type and cognitive domains
assessed: a multilevel meta-analysis. Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews. 2017;83:417-28.

48) Vossel S, Geng JJ, Fink GR. Dorsal and ventral attention systems :distinct neural circuits but
collaborative roles. The Neuroscientist. 2014;20(2):150-9.

49) Lanssens A, Pizzamiglio G, Mantini D, Gillebert CR. Role of the dorsal attention network in
distracter suppression based on features. Cognitive neuroscience. 2020 Apr 2;11(1-2):37-46.

50) Majerus S, Péters F, Bouffier M, Cowan N, Phillips C. The dorsal attention network reflects
both encoding load and top—down control during working memory. Journal of Cognitive
Neuroscience. 2018;30(2):144-59.

51) Chen X, Li J, Ren J, Hu X, Zhu C, Tian Y, et al. Selective impairment of attention networks in
breast cancer patients receiving chemotherapy treatment. = Psycho-Oncology.
2014;23(10):1165-71.

52) da Costa R, Passos GF, Quintdo NL, Fernandes ES, Maia JRL, Campos MM, et al. Taxane-
induced neurotoxicity: Pathophysiology and therapeutic perspectives. British journal of
pharmacology. 2020;177(14):3127-46.

53) Ren X, Boriero D, Chaiswing L, Bondada S, Clair DKS, Butterfield DA. Plausible biochemical
mechanisms of chemotherapy-induced cognitive impairment (“chemobrain”), a condition that
significantly impairs the quality of life of many cancer survivors. Biochimica et Biophysica
Acta (BBA)-Molecular Basis of Disease. 2019;1865(6):1088-97.

54) Brown T, Sykes D, Allen AR. Implications of Breast Cancer Chemotherapy-Induced
Inflammation on the Gut, Liver, and Central Nervous System. Biomedicines. 2021;9(2):189.

25


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Participants Assessment tools Results Conclusion

Mean scares of GHQ-somatic with
significant differences among
cancer and control groups
Y AUTETEHAKRS SLEETICAJNAIE .
b =_ — &
patients treated i\ 1\ /H\ - A= A= — - R
il Beck Depression/ Anxiety Inventory and GHQ = = "
regimen 1\ 1\ patients showed
worse
gﬁm :.rg]fj‘ﬂi 5 diff ¢ i performance in
’_" ,' among AC-T and TAC group (CBS tasks
4 related to
TAC treated i - ' il an:‘es'lﬁﬂﬂ a.un'
breast cancer o . : visuospatial
patients { \WY \ o . : working memory
S five i besides the
A : ﬂal” ”a-ﬁb" BACT mTALD & omimo
- c I ACE-language
domain infavor
of neurotoxic
Mean Z-scores of the CBS task ~
seuela of AC-T
Health @ /“\ 1\ with significant differences
mjmmgg among three groups chemotherapy
regimen.
Monkey Ladder Double Trouble .}

AT RTAC ®{anizsl

Created in BioRender.com bivo



https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.23.21262481
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

