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Abstract 

Knee osteoarthritis (OA) is the most common form of OA and is not currently considered to be a 

curable disease. Specifically, mild-to-moderate knee OA that is resistant to conservative treatment, 

but does not warrant joint replacement, poses a significant clinical problem. Genicular arterial 

embolisation (GAE) is an interventional radiological technique designed to subvert 

neoangiogenesis within the joint, in turn reducing pain and improving function. Preliminary data 

has identified a subset of patients who do not respond, despite a technically successful procedure.  

We therefore investigated individual differences in pain and pain perception to identify predictive 

pre-surgical markers for clinical outcomes. Specifically, we investigated pain catastrophising (PC) 

and its neural correlates using resting-state functional magnetic resonance imaging (rs-fMRI). 

Thirty patients participated in a presurgical assessment battery during which they completed 

psychometric profiling and quantitative sensory testing. A subset of seventeen patients also 

completed an rs-fMRI session. Patients then recorded post-surgical outcomes at 6-weeks, 3-

months, 12-months and 24-months. The dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (DLPFC) served as a seed 

for whole-brain voxel-wise connectivity with pain catastrophising scores entered as a regressor in 

group analysis. Pain catastrophising was associated with a myriad of aversive 

psychological/lifestyle variables at baseline, as well as a predisposition for attending to pain. 

Surprisingly, high pain catastrophisers stood to gain the best improvements from GAE, with PC 

scores predicting the higher reductions in pain across all time-points. Seed-based whole-brain 

connectivity revealed that PCS was associated with higher connectivity between the DLPFC and 

areas of the brain associated with pain processing, suggesting more frequent engagement of top-

down modulatory processes when experiencing pain. These results are an early step towards 

understanding outcomes from novel interventional treatments for mild-to-moderate knee OA. Data 

suggests that improvements in pain and function via GAE could help high catastrophisers manage 

their pain, and in turn, the negative associations with pain that were identified at baseline.   
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Introduction 

It is estimated across a lifespan that 47% of women and 40% of men will develop symptomatic 

knee osteoarthritis[39]. Osteoarthritis (OA) is the most common form of arthritis[31], which in turn 

is a leading cause of disability globally[22]. At present, OA is not considered to be a curable 

disease, in part, because the pathophysiological mechanism is not yet comprehensively 

understood[36]. The goal of OA treatment is to slow the progression and alleviate the symptoms of 

the disease.  

 

Traditionally, initial treatment consists of conservative options such as physiotherapy, orthotics and 

pharmacology. It is only when all conversative options are exhausted, and the pathological 

indicators reach a threshold of severity, that surgical options are considered[13,38]. Given the 

central role of psychosocial factors in the maintenance of chronic knee pain[37], a prolonged 

period of poor treatment response can have serious implications for the entrenchment of chronic 

pain. Mild-to-moderate OA resistant to nonsurgical options, yet not severe enough to warrant join 

replacement surgery, poses a significant management problem. Genicular artery embolisation 

(GAE) is a novel interventional radiological technique that is easier to deliver and less invasive 

which is designed to subvert neoangiogenesis within the joint, hypothesised to contribute to 

structural damage and pain in knee OA [30,34,40].  

 

While promising, preliminary data for GAE indicates a subset of patients who do not respond to 

treatment, despite a technically successful procedure [34]. These findings are also mirrored within 

more invasive surgical options such as total knee replacement (TKR), wherein 6-30% of patients 

continue to experience chronic pain after the procedure[2,7,10]. It is clear that a strictly 

pathophysiological approach to the assessment of pain is ineffective[8] and that to understand the 

interpatient variability in outcomes we must complement these assessments with psychosocial 

insight. Moreover, complementing these assessments with predictive perspectives may facilitate 

earlier intervention, to help disrupt the negative progression of the chronic pain cycle. 

 

Pain catastrophising (PC) is a cognitive-affective bias characterised by a negative interpretation of 

the consequences of pain[42,52]. Catastrophising is regularly quantified using the Pain 

Catastrophising Scale[51], and comprises of three main elements; rumination, magnification and 

helplessness. PC has been associated with lower pain thresholds[16] and poor longitudinal surgical 

response to a range of conditions[28,41], including knee osteoarthritis[10,15,43]. Alongside it’s 

predictive capabilities, it has been shown to be modifiable by psychological intervention[17,18,33], 

underlining the potential value for presurgical identification to improve outcomes.  
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PC is frequently characterised as a cognitive attentional bias to the processing of nociceptive 

stimuli. Evidence suggests catastrophising is not directly associated with the sensory-discriminative 

dimensions of pain, but instead the modulation and processing of the unpleasantness of pain[46]. 

Attentional regulation has been found to also play a key role in catastrophising, with high 

catastrophisers often struggling to disengage attention from pain[12]. As such, neuroscientific 

investigation focuses on regions such as the dorsolateral prefrontal (DLPFC), anterior cingulate 

(ACC), insula and medial prefrontal cortices. These cortical regions are associated with the 

emotional, and attentional modulation of pain, as well as pain salience, vigilance and awareness. 

Specifically, the dlPFC is thought to play a role in top-down modulation, underlying the facilitatory 

influence of PC on pain[19,24,35,47,48]. Therefore, while PC is not directly associated with the 

sensory-discriminative response to pain, the processing and suppression of this sensory information 

may underlie the maladaptive influence of catastrophising[42,46]. Furthermore, the manner in 

which individuals attend to pain involves an interaction between top-down and bottom-up 

influences and is likely to facilitate catastrophisation[12].  

 

In the current study, we examined pre-surgical characteristics of patients and tested the hypothesis 

that clinical outcomes following GAE in patients with mild to moderate knee OA can be predicted 

by presurgical pain catastrophising levels. Secondly, we investigated the influence of pain 

catastrophising on Intrinsic Attention to Pain (IAP), specifically, whether catastrophisers have a 

higher tendency to attend towards pain. Lastly, to better understand intrinsic neural mechanisms, 

we used resting-state fMRI (rs-fMRI) to examine dlPFC-to-whole brain neural connectivity at rest. 

We hypothesised that the neural mechanism underlying PC would be associated with variable 

connectivity of the dlPFC, as a key region in pain modulation and the suppression of pain 

intensity[35], and regions of the brain associated with sensory processing of nociceptive signals, 

such as the motor and somatosensory cortices[54,58]. 
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Methods 

Sample 

Thirty-five patients with a diagnosis of mild to moderate knee OA volunteered for a collaborative 

research study between the University of Reading and the Royal Berkshire NHS Foundation Trust 

(RBFT) (The GENESIS Study IRAS: 237676, CPMS: 37741). All patients consented to procedures 

approved by the Health Research Authority (HRA), the NHS London Bromley Research 

Committee and the University of Reading Research Ethics Committee (UREC). Two patients 

declined to participate in the study after the procedure was completed, two patients decided to 

pursue referrals for knee replacement and another patient discontinued their participation due to 

cumulative delays caused by Covid-19. Within this sample, a subset of twenty patients agreed to 

take part in a neuroimaging session, of which three patients did not complete the MRI scan due to 

claustrophobia. This left a final behavioural sample of thirty patients (Mage= 61.7, s.d= 11.1; 15 

females) and a final neuroimaging sample of seventeen patients (Mage= 58.7, s.d=9.5; 10 females). 

The inclusion criteria for the study were a minimum age of 45, a diagnosis of mild-to-moderate 

knee OA and knee pain for at least 6 months, which was resistant to conversative treatment 

methods. Patients were excluded if they had infectious or rheumatoid arthritis, severe knee OA, 

renal impairment, bleeding diathesis, irreversible coagulopathy or previous knee arthroplasty. 

Patients were also required to have acceptable comprehension of English and have no MRI 

contraindications.  

Materials 

Thermal Stimulation 

Noxious heat stimuli were generated using a MEDOC Pathway system (Ramat-Yishai, Israel), with 

a 30x30cm Peltier thermode. The thermode was securely attached to the underside of the lower 

right arm, with the patient’s arm resting on their upper thigh for comfort and to keep the thermode 

stable.   

Presurgical Questionnaires 

Prior to the embolisation, patients completed a series of questionnaires designed to quantify 

psychological aspects that have been previously associated with poor surgical 

outcomes[14,32,43,57]. Pain catastrophising was quantified using the Pain Catastrophising Scale 

(PCS)[51], a 13-item measure scored using a 5-point Likert scale (0=not at all to 4= all the time). 

The PCS can be used as a unidimensional measure, or can be subdivided into three subscales; 

rumination, magnification or helplessness.  
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The other included measures were the Five Factor Mindfulness Questionnaire(FFMQ)[1], a 39-

item measure used to quantify an individual’s intrinsic propensity to mindfulness. The State-Trait 

Anxiety Inventory (STAI)[50] and Becks Depression Inventory (BDI)[3] were used to quantify 

anxiety and depressive symptoms, respectively. Lastly, sleep quality was quantified using the 

Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI)[11]. 

Outcome Questionnaire 

Throughout participation in the study, patients completed two questionnaires to evaluate outcomes. 

The Knee Injury and Osteoarthritis Score (KOOS)[44] is a 42-item knee-specific measurement tool 

frequently used to evaluate treatment response for knee OA  by assessing patients opinions about 

their knee. The KOOS is a multi-dimensional tool with 5 distinct subfactors; Pain, function in daily 

life, other symptoms, function in sports & recreation and quality of life. Scores on the KOOS are 

calculated as a percentage of total score achieved (0-1), with lower scores signifying worse 

outcome. The KOOS is the extension of another measure, the Western Ontario and McMaster 

Universities Arthritis Index (WOMAC)[5]. Items used to calculate a WOMAC score are contained 

within the KOOS, and represent a unidimensional measure for the impact of osteoarthritis pain[45], 

providing utility for the prediction of a univariate dependent variable. For this reason, the WOMAC 

was chosen as a primary outcome variable. Lastly, patients were asked to provide a 0-100 pain 

intensity rating specifically for their knee, using a numeric rating scale (NRS; 0: “No pain at 

all”;100: “The most intense pain imaginable”). All outcome measures were collected at baseline, 

and post-surgically at 6-weeks, 3-months, 12-months and 24-months. 

 

Design 

The current study forms part of the GENESIS study, the interim analysis of which provides a full 

description of the GAE assessment protocol and procedure[34]. After the initial clinical 

assessment, patients attended a single-session assessment at the University of Reading. Patients 

firstly completed a sensory pain assessment. After this, patients either completed the presurgical 

questionnaires, or provided the questionnaires printed and completed from home within 7 days of 

the assessment. Lastly, patients then completed a neuroimaging session. 

Procedure 

Sensory Pain Assessment 

Firstly, pain thresholds were calibrated using a dual method approach. Both methods utilised an 

NRS, anchored with 0 as “no pain” and 10 as “most intense pain”. This dual-method approach 

utilised a method-of-limits and method-of-levels design, with the ultimate threshold being 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 2, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995


calculated as the average of these two tests. For a full description of the procedure, please refer to 

Harrison et al., 2018[23].  

After the calculation of threshold, patients completed an intrinsic attention to pain (IAP) task, 

adapted from Kucyi et al., 2014[29]. An initial temperature calibration was completed with a 

dummy 20 second stimulus set at threshold+1°C. If patients provided a rating outside of 5-7/10, the 

stimulus temperature was raised or lowered by 0.5°C, and calibration was restarted. This process 

repeated until a rating between 5-7/10 was given. The IAP task was completed in silence and 

consisted of 10 consecutive 20-second stimuli with a 30-second ISI at a baseline temperature of 

32°C, and ramp rate of 8°C. After each stimulus, a rating was provided using a different NRS, 

wherein patients rated to what extent they had been thinking about pain or something else (-2: Only 

something else, -1: Mostly something else, 1: Mostly pain, 2: Only pain). IAP score was calculated 

as an average of the 10 ratings, with a positive value indicating a proclivity for attention to pain. 

fMRI Acquisition 

Functional images were acquired using a Siemens MAGNETOM Prisma 3T scanner (Siemens, 

Erlangen, Germany), using a 64-channel head and neck coil. The protocol consisted of an initial 

localiser, followed by a resting-state scan, in which patients were instructed to lie still, and keep 

their eyes open. Functional data were acquired using a blood-oxygen level-dependent (BOLD) 

protocol with a T2*-weighted gradient echo planar imaging sequence (TR= 1000ms, TE= 30s, slice 

thickness= 2mm, FA= 90°, 256x256 matrix, voxel size= 2x2x2, FOV=256mm). To reduce the 

impact of field inhomogeneity, an initial 5 volumes were discarded, and subsequently 600 volumes 

were acquired, equally a total scan time of 10 minutes and 28 seconds. Following the resting-state, 

two field maps were collected, followed by a 5-minute T1-weighted inversion recovery fast 

gradient echo high-resolution anatomical scan (TR= 2300ms, TE= 2.29ms, slice thickness= 

0.94mm, FA=8°, 256x256 matrix, voxel size= 0.9x0.9x0.9, FOV=240mm).  

 

Behavioural Analysis 

To evaluate the efficacy of the surgical procedure, data were inspected for normal distribution and 

subsequently a repeated-measures ANOVA was performed to test for a difference in mean pain 

ratings across four time-points (baseline/6-week/3-months/12-months). In the case of a significant 

mean effect, paired t-tests were then performed as post-hoc tests evaluating the differences in 

WOMAC ratings between baseline, and the three subsequent time-points (6-weeks, 3-months, 12-

months, 24-months). To assess the relationship between presurgical baseline measures, Pearson’s 

correlations were performed for catastrophising (PCS), mindfulness (FFMQ), sleep quality (PSQI), 

anxiety (STAI) and depression (BDI) scores, as well as their relationship with baseline pain 

(WOMAC, KOOS_Pain and NRS). Additionally, to investigate the predictive capabilities of PCS, 
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linear regressions were conducted with PCS as the independent variable, and WOMAC change 

from baseline as a dependent variable. For this analysis, change variables were coded by 

calculating the difference between 6-weeks/3-months/12-months/24-months and baseline, so that 

higher positive values represent higher pain intensity or higher detrimental impact of osteoarthritis. 

Regarding the sensory pain assessment, to evaluate how catastrophising may be associated with a 

tendency to attend to pain, correlations were conducted between PCS and IAP scores. The 

significance level was set to p<.05 for all analyses, which were completed using IBM SPSS 

Statistics 23 (IBM Corp. Version 23)  

fMRI Analysis 

ROI Selection 

For the purposes of preparing the ROI, a DLPFC mask was identified using the Harvard-Oxford 

cortical 100% probabilistic structural atlases. Due to no specific hypotheses regarding lateralised 

neural mechanisms within resting-state, a bilateral mask was then created using this method 

(Fig.1). The DLPFC was selected as a seed due to its prominent role in top-down modulation of 

pain[46,47], as well as its association with pain catastrophising[19,48]. 

 

 

Figure 1 | Bilateral dorsolateral prefrontal cortex seed across axial (top) and sagittal (bottom) 

planes, with co-ordinates shown in mm 

Z= 30 Z= 41 Z= 56 
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Pre-processing 

All analysis was performed using FMRIB’s Software Library Package (FSL 6.0[27]), following the 

Component Based Noise Correction Method (CompCor[4]). During acquisition, the first five 

volumes were discarded to facilitate signal equilibration. Correction for interleaved acquisition was 

applied and data were spatially smoothed using a 5mm full-width half-maximum (FWHM) 

gaussian kernel. The Brain Extraction Tool (BET[49]) was used for skull stripping. MCFLIRT[26] 

was used for the purposes of motion correction, and data were visually inspected to identify 

problems with registration, inadequate skull-stripping or uncorrected motion artifacts. To reduce 

the influence of non-neuronal activity, FAST[59] was then used to created segmented white matter 

(WM) and cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) masks, which were then thresholded to 0.99. Time-series were 

then extracted for each participant and added to the GLM as nuisance variables. Residuals from 

pre-processing and nuisance removal were then normalised and band-pass filtered (0.1/0.001Hz) to 

reduce the influence of high-frequency (i.e. cardiac/respiratory) and low-frequency (i.e. scanner 

drift) factors. 

 

Resting-state Connectivity Analysis 

The standardised DLPFC mask was registered to single-subject space, and a mean time series of all 

voxels within the ROI were extracted and added as an explanatory variable within a whole-brain 

functional connectivity analysis. Resulting contrast maps were then used as inputs within a higher-

level analysis, alongside patient’s normalised pain catastrophising scores. The purpose of this 

analysis was to identify regions were connectivity to the DLPFC was associated with individual 

differences in PCS. Using FEATQuery, parameter estimates were extracted from resulting 

significant clusters for the purposes of the graphical representation of connectivity. Multiple 

comparisons corrections were applied using the Gaussian random field theory (Z<2.3;p<.05). 

Results 

Embolisation Pain Outcomes 

At baseline, the mean NRS pain rating was 60.7/100 (s.d=19.4), which reduced to 33.8 (s.d=25.5) 

six-weeks post-surgery. Pain ratings remained lower than baseline at 3-months (M=37.9, 

s.d.=23.6), 12-months (M=43.3,s.d=26.4) and 24-months (M=39, s.d=26.8). Embolisation resulted 

in improvements in osteoarthritis outcomes, as quantified via WOMAC, from baseline to 6-

weeks(t(28)=4.9,p<.001), 3-months(t(29)=3.9,p<.001), 12-months(t(26)=2.7,p=.013) and 24-

months (t(19)=2.7,p=.013). This was supported by the same significant reductions in NRS and the 
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pain subscale in the KOOS across all outcome points. This data, alongside that previously 

published by Little et al.,[34], indicates that embolisation is a suitable treatment for the 

management of mild/moderate osteoarthritis.  

 

Figure 2 | Longitudinal outcomes following successful completion of genicular arterial 

embolisation (standard error bars). | Lower WOMAC and NRS values represent less severe 

impact of OA and lower pain, respectively. Stars denote significant improvements from baseline 

 

Presurgical Baseline Psychometrics 

Pain catastrophising scores were significantly correlated with all other baseline measures, with the 

exception of NRS. At baseline, pain catastrophising was associated with poor sleep quality 

(r(29)=.40,p=.03), low trait mindfulness (r(28)= -.45,p=.02), depression (r(29)=.41,p=.03), anxiety 

(r(29)= .53,p=.003) and higher pain via the KOOS (r(30)= -.45,p=.01) and WOMAC 

(r(30)=.39,p=.03), whereas the NRS was a non-significant trend (r(30)=.29,p=.12). PCS was also 

significantly correlated with IAP (r(30)=.53,p=.002), indicating that higher catastrophisers are 

more likely to attend to pain (Fig.3).  
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Table 1 | Association between presurgical baseline variables 

 PCS FFMQ PSQI BDI STAI KOOSPain NRS WOMAC 

PCS  -.45* .40* .41* .53** -.45* .29 .39* 

FFMQ -.45*  -.32 -.62** -.61** .24 -.13 -.22 

PSQI .40* -.32  .61** .42* -.41* .40* .40* 

BDI .41* -.62** .61**  .50** -.27 .25 .37* 

STAI .53** -.61** .42* .50**  -.22 .20 .17 

KOOSPain -.45* .24 -.41* -.27 -.22  -.51** -.87** 

NRS .29 -.13 .40* .25 .20 -.51**  .56** 

WOMAC .39* -.22 .40* .37* .17 -.87** .56**  

Note. PCS= Pain Catastrophising Scale, FFMQ= Five Factor Mindfulness Questionnaire, PSQI= Pittsburgh Sleep Quality 

Inventory, BDI= Becks Depression Inventory, STAI= State-Trait Anxiety Inventory, KOOSpain= Knee Injury and 

Osteoarthritis Score: Pain subscale, NRS= Numeric Rating Scale, WOMAC= Western Ontario and McMaster University 

Osteoarthritis Index. * =p<.05, ** =p<.01 

 

 

Figure 3 | Association between pain catastrophising and intrinsic attention to pain | Positive 

values on IAP represent attention to pain, negative values represent attention to something else.  
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Pain Catastrophising and postsurgical outcomes 

Pain catastrophising significantly predicted reductions in pain at 6-weeks 

(F(1,27)=4.53,p=.043,R2=.14,R2
adjusted=.11, SE_β= .41), 3-months (F(1,28)=12.1, p<.005, 

R2=.30,R2
adjusted=.28, SE_β= .35), 12-months (F(1,25)=4.61,p=.042, R2=.16,R2

adjusted=.12, SE_β= 

.43), and 24-months (F(1,17)=12.01,p<.005, R2=.41,R2
adjusted=.38, SE_β= .46). This suggests that 

patients who are high catastrophisers stand to gain the most beneficial reductions in pain following 

embolisation (Fig 4.).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4 | The association between baseline pain catastrophising, and reductions in baseline 

pain at 6-weeks, 3-months, 12-months and 24-months(clockwise). | Lower values represent 

decrease in WOMAC score over time, and improvement regarding OA impact) 
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Association of Pain Catastrophising and functional connectivity of the dorsolateral frontal 

cortex  

Analysis of rs-fMRI data revealed that patients with higher PCS scores were associated with higher 

connectivity between the dorsolateral prefrontal cortices and the somatosensory, motor, premotor, 

insula, operculum, anterior cingulate cortices (Fig.5; table 2).   

 

Figure 5 | Clusters associated with connectivity to the DLPFC and pain catastrophising in 

MNI space (z<2.3) | Figure numbers relate to co-ordinates described in Table 2. 

 

Table 2 | Statistical peaks of clusters in MNI space associated with pain catastrophising and 

functional connectivity to the DLPFC 

 

Discussion 

The study investigated if pain catastrophising can be used to predict clinical outcomes following 

genicular embolisation for the treatment of mild-moderate osteoarthritis. We also investigated how 

individual differences in catastrophising were associated with variations in functional connectivity 

of the DLPFC, a key pain modulatory region frequently associated with the underlying mechanisms 

of pain catastrophising[19,35,46,48]. We observed that, on average, patients experienced lasting 

reductions in pain as a result of the procedure, but that unexpectedly, those who were high 

catastrophisers at baseline gained the most profound improvements at all time-points (6-weeks, 3-

months, 12-months and 24-months). Further, individual differences in PCS scores at baseline were 

associated with worse pain and a myriad of negative psychological impacts at baseline, as well as 

variations in functional connectivity at rest. We showed that pain catastrophising was associated 

with higher connectivity between the DLPFC and the anterior cingulate, premotor, motor, insula, 

operculum and somatosensory cortices. 

Pain catastrophising is described as a set of maladaptive cognitions characterised by heightened 

pain intensity and unpleasantness[52,53], as well as an inability to disengage from the experience 

of pain[12]. Interestingly, our data indicate that high catastrophisers gained the most substantial 

reductions in pain following embolisation. For catastrophisers, pain represents an irrepressible 

aversive influence which cannot be disengaged from, as supported by our finding that PCS 

correlates with IAP scores. At baseline, catastrophising was associated with higher osteoarthritis 

pain, as well as associative negative lifestyle and psychological influences, such as depression, 
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anxiety and poor sleep. The significant postsurgical decreases in pain may be most beneficial for 

those who find the impact of pain to be more intrusive, intense and unpleasant. 

Interestingly, catastrophising has previously been linked to poor long-term outcomes following 

surgical intervention for osteoarthritic pain[21,43]. An important distinction between this 

experiment and similar previous studies, is that this study comprised solely of patients with mild-

moderate osteoarthritis.  Catastrophising has previously been shown to predict poor outcomes to 

invasive surgical procedures for knee osteoarthritis such as arthroplasty, often reserved for older 

patients with more severe or debilitating osteoarthritis [13], who are especially vulnerable to 

catastrophising[60]. Despite this, multiple studies have reported no association and challenged this 

position, stating the PC may be less trait-like and robust than initially thought[9,25]. One study 

investigating PC and recovery following total (TKA) and unicompartmental (UKA) joint 

replacement in 615 patients reported a similar finding to this study that high catastrophisers were 

associated with greater improvements on the Oxford Knee Score (OKS) scale[6]. Despite the lack 

of clarity on the direct influence of PC on postsurgical OA pain, it is logical that patients who have 

suffered for a longer duration from more intense and frequent pain may be at risk of more robust 

and entrenched pain and negative affect, whereas earlier treatment of mild-moderate OA stands to 

have more chance of malleable and impactful benefit. 

Previous studies have also identified a moderating effect of treatment efficacy on the relationship 

between pain catastrophising and post-surgical pain[56]. Therefore, it may be that the beneficial 

outcomes for catastrophisers in this sample are because the successful treatment of their knee had a 

bifold impact on reductions in pain and pain catastrophising, as well. Pain catastrophising is often 

described as a robust, cognitive bias, representing a stable individual difference[52], although this 

position has been challenged more recently. It has been proposed that catastrophising may be a 

dynamic construct related to pain intensity[55], supported by its high malleability across varying 

interventions for surgical patients[18]. Successful clinical treatment may theoretically alter 

responses to multiple items in the PCS such as “It’s terrible and I think it’s never going to get any 

better” (item 3) or “there’s nothing I can do to reduce the intensity of pain” (item 12)[51]. In these 

instances, the entrenchment of pain may not yet have taken hold, and maladaptive cognitive biases 

can still be challenged via successful alleviation of pain. However, as this study only collected PCS 

scores at baseline, future studies should investigate the impact of successful clinical intervention on 

the stability of PCS scores for patients with non-severe OA.  

Alongside the behavioural findings of PCS, this study also provides insight to the neural 

mechanisms underlying individual differences in catastrophising. Patients completed rs-fMRI 

scans, where no task was administered, to examine intrinsic functional connectivity. Evidence has 

frequently identified the DLPFC as a key region in the process of catastrophising, associated with 

the interpretation of pain and descending pain modulation[46–48]. Our data indicates that 

catastrophising is associated with higher connectivity between the DLPFC, and multiple areas of 
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the brain associated with sensory-discriminative processing of pain (motor, sensorimotor, premotor 

cortices), attentive-perception and salience of pain (insula and anterior cingulate cortices) and 

modulation of pain encoded within the brainstem (medulla and PAG).  

The interpretation of rs-fMRI findings must be evaluated conservatively, as many direct 

explanations of pain processing would require event-related stimulation to empirically test. 

Additionally, this finding requires replication due to the relatively low sample size[20], and this 

follow-up will be completed in the second phase of the study. However, as catastrophising 

facilitates heightened salience and attentional focus towards pain, increased functional connectivity 

of the DLPFC with regions involved in processing of pain may represent an increased demand for 

endogenous modulation. These findings complement previous work by Seminowicz and Davis[46], 

who found that during mild painful stimulation, PCS was associated with increases in activity in 

the DLPFC, as well as in the insula, motor and rostral anterior cingulate cortices, matching clusters 

identified from our analysis. Conversely, if the intensity of pain is increased, PCS was then 

associated with decreased activity in the DLPFC. The authors proposed that during intense pain, 

high catastrophisers may have difficulty disengaging from pain, via a lack of top-down control. 

This dynamic relationship between PCS and pain intensity may provide an explanation as to why 

PCS is associated with poor outcomes in severe OA, whereas when mild-moderate OA is treated 

successfully via embolisation, these patients experience a reduction in pain which they can then 

continue to effectively modulate. 

The current study is concordant with the interim analysis by Little et al[34]., suggesting that 

genicular arterial embolisation is an effective treatment for mild-moderate osteoarthritis pain. Pre-

surgically, pain catastrophising is associated with a range of negative co-morbidities, such as 

depression, anxiety and increased pain. However, our data suggests that patients who are high 

catastrophisers stand to gain the most benefit from successful intervention, and the PCS can predict 

outcomes up to 12-months post-surgically. Neural data suggests that catastrophisers have a higher 

functional integration of descending modulatory and pain processing regions in the brain, and that 

the DLPFC is a key region in this process. These results suggest that the increased attentional 

preoccupation with pain at baseline, facilitates a heightened requirement for pain modulation, 

which is supported by previous studies[46]. A follow-up trial will aim to replicate these findings 

within a larger sample in a randomly controlled trial (RCT), alongside sham surgery, to evaluate 

embolisation alongside a suitable control.  

 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 2, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995


References 

[1]  Baer RA, Smith GT, Hopkins J, Toney L. Using Self-Report Assessment Methods to Explore Facets 

of Mindfulness. Assessment 2006;13:27–45. 

[2]  Baker PN, van der Meulen JH, Lewsey J, Gregg PJ. The role of pain and function in determining 

patient satisfaction after total knee replacement. Data from the national joint registry for England and 

Wales. J. Bone Jt. Surg. - Ser. B 2007;89:893–900. 

[3]  Beck AT. An Inventory for Measuring Depression. Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 1961;4:561. 

doi:10.1001/archpsyc.1961.01710120031004. 

[4]  Behzadi Y, Restom K, Liau J, Liu TT. A component based noise correction method (CompCor) for 

BOLD and perfusion based fMRI. Neuroimage 2007;37:90–101. Available: 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2214855/pdf/nihms-27952.pdf. 

[5]  Bellamy N, Buchanan W, Goldsmith C, Campbell J, Stitt L. 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;15:1833–1840. 

[6]  Birch S, Stilling M, Mechlenburg I, Hansen TB. The association between pain catastrophizing , 

physical function and pain in a cohort of patients undergoing knee arthroplasty. 2019;6:1–8. 

[7]  Brander VA, David Stulberg S, Adams AD, Harden RN, Bruehl S, Stanos SP, Houle T. Predicting 

Total Knee Replacement Pain: A Prospective, Observational Study. Clin. Orthop. Relat. Res. 

2003:27–36. 

[8]  Brinjikji W, Luetmer PH, Comstock B, Bresnahan BW, Chen LE, Deyo RA, Halabi S, Turner JA, 

Avins AL, James K, Wald JT, Kallmes DF, Jarvik JG. Systematic Literature Review of Imaging 

Features of Spinal Degeneration in Asymptomatic Populations. Am. J. Neuroradiol. 2015;36:811–

816. doi:10.3174/ajnr.A4173. 

[9]  Burns LC, Ritvo SE, Ferguson MK, Clarke H, Katz J. Pain catastrophizing as a risk factor for chronic 

pain after total knee arthroplasty : a systematic review. 2015:21–32. 

[10]  Burns LC, Ritvo SE, Ferguson MK, Clarke H, Seltzer Z, Katz J. Pain catastrophizing as a risk factor 

for chronic pain after total knee arthroplasty: A systematic review. J. Pain Res. 2015;8:21–32. 

[11]  Buysse DJ, Reynolds CF, Monk TH, Berman SR, Kupfer DJ. Buysse DJ, Reynolds CF, Monk TH, 

Berman SR, Kupfer DJ. The Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index: a new instrument for psychiatric 

practice and research. Psychiatry Res. 1989;28:193–213. 1989. 

[12]  Damme S Van, Crombez G, Eccleston C. Disengagement from pain : the role of catastrophic thinking 

about pain. 2004;107:70–76. 

[13]  Dieppe P, Lim K, Lohmander S. Who should have knee joint replacement surgery for osteoarthritis ? 

2011:175–180. 

[14]  Ericsson M, Ii WSCP, Linder J, Taylor JE, Keith C, Foreyt JP, Ii WSCP, Linder J, Taylor JE, Keith 

C, Ericsson M, Ii WSCP, Taylor JE, Haddock CK, Foreyt JP. Depression predicts disability in long-

term chronic pain patients Depression predicts disability in long-term chronic pain patients. 

2009;8288. 

[15]  Forsythe ME, Dunbar MJ, Hennigar AW, Sullivan MJL, Gross M. Prospective relation between 

catastrophizing and residual pain following knee arthroplasty: Two-year follow-up. Pain Res. Manag. 

2008;13:335–341. 

[16]  France CR, France JL, Ring C, Mcintyre D. France 2002 Catastrophizing is related to pain ratings, 

but not NFR threshold. 2002;99:5. Available: papers3://publication/uuid/7FFFDC57-2F78-4E93-

92E6-4F5F7FCF6490. 

[17]  Garland EL, Gaylord SA, Palsson O, Faurot K, Mann JD, Whitehead WE. Therapeutic mechanisms 

of a mindfulness-based treatment for IBS: Effects on visceral sensitivity, catastrophizing, and 

affective processing of pain sensations. J. Behav. Med. 2012;35:591–602. 

[18]  Gibson E, Sabo MT. Can pain catastrophizing be changed in surgical patients? A scoping review. 

Can. J. Surg. 2018;61:311–318. 

[19]  Gracely RH, Geisser ME, Giesecke T, Grant MAB, Petzke F, Williams DA, Clauw DJ. Pain 

catastrophizing and neural responses to pain among persons with fibromyalgia. Brain 2004;127:835–

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 2, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995


843. 

[20]  Grady CL, Kennedy KM, Rieck JR, Nichol D, Rodrigue KM. Influence of sample size and analytic 

approach on stability and interpretation of brain-behavior correlations in task-related fMRI data. 

2021:204–219. 

[21]  Granot M, Ferber SG. The roles of pain catastrophizing and anxiety in the prediction of postoperative 

pain intensity: A prospective study. Clin. J. Pain 2005;21:439–445. 

[22]  Guccione AA, Felson DT, Anderson JJ, Anthony JM, Zhang Y, Wilson PW, Kelly-Hayes M, Wolf 

PA, Kreger BE, Kannel WB. The effects of specific medical conditions on the functional limitations 

of elders in the Framingham Study. Am. J. Public Health 1994;84:351–358. 

doi:10.2105/AJPH.84.3.351. 

[23]  Harrison R, Zeidan F, Kitsaras G, Ozcelik D, Salomons T V. Trait Mindfulness Is Associated With 

Lower Pain Reactivity and Connectivity of the Default Mode Network. J. Pain 2019;20:645–654. 

doi:10.1016/j.jpain.2018.10.011. 

[24]  Henderson LA, Akhter R, Youssef AM, Reeves JM, Peck CC, Murray GM, Svensson P. The effects 

of catastrophizing on central motor activity. Eur. J. Pain (United Kingdom) 2016;20:639–651. 

[25]  Høvik LH, Winther SB, Foss OA, Gjeilo KH. Preoperative pain catastrophizing and postoperative 

pain after total knee arthroplasty : a prospective cohort study with one year follow-up. BMC 

Musculoskelet. Disord. 2016:1–7. doi:10.1186/s12891-016-1073-0. 

[26]  Jenkinson M. Improved Optimization for the Robust and Accurate Linear Registration and Motion 

Correction of Brain Images. Neuroimage 2002;17:825–841. doi:10.1016/S1053-8119(02)91132-8. 

[27]  Jenkinson M, Beckmann CF, Behrens TEJ, Woolrich MW, Smith SM. Fsl. Neuroimage 

2012;62:782–790. doi:10.1016/j.neuroimage.2011.09.015. 

[28]  Khan RS, Ahmed K, Blakeway E, Skapinakis P, Nihoyannopoulos L, MacLeod K, Sevdalis N, 

Ashrafian H, Platt M, Darzi A, Athanasiou T. Catastrophizing: A predictive factor for postoperative 

pain. Am. J. Surg. 2011;201:122–131. doi:10.1016/j.amjsurg.2010.02.007. 

[29]  Kucyi A, Salomons T V, Davis KD. Mind wandering away from pain dynamically engages 

antinociceptive and default mode brain networks. PNAS 2013;110:18692–18697. 

[30]  Landers S, Hely A, Harrison B, Maister N, Hely R, Lane SE, Gill SD, Page RS. Protocol for a single-

centre, parallel-arm, randomised controlled superiority trial evaluating the effects of transcatheter 

arterial embolisation of abnormal knee neovasculature on pain, function and quality of life in people 

with knee osteoarthritis. BMJ Open 2017;7:1–6. 

[31]  Lawrence RC, Felson DT, Helmick CG, Arnold LM, Choi H, Deyo RA, Gabriel S, Hirsch R, 

Hochberg MC, Hunder GG, Jordan JM, Katz JN, Kremers HM, Wolfe F. Estimates of the prevalence 

of arthritis and other rheumatic conditions in the United States. Part II. Arthritis Rheum. 2008;58:26–

35. 

[32]  Lerman S, Rudich Z, Brill S, Shalev H, Shahar G. Longitudinal Associations Between Depression, 

Anxiety, Pain, and Pain-Related Disability in Chronic Pain Patients. Psychosom. Med. 2015;77:333–

341. 

[33]  Lerman SF, Finan PH, Smith MT, Haythornthwaite JA. Psychological interventions that target sleep 

reduce pain catastrophizing in knee osteoarthritis. Pain 2017;158:2189–2195. 

[34]  Little MW, Gibson M, Briggs J, Speirs A, Yoong P, Ariyanayagam T, Davies N, Tayton E, Tavares 

S, MacGill S, McLaren C, Harrison R. Genicular artEry embolizatioN in patiEnts with oSteoarthrItiS 

of the Knee (GENESIS) Using Permanent Microspheres: Interim Analysis. Cardiovasc. Intervent. 

Radiol. 2021. doi:10.1007/s00270-020-02764-3. 

[35]  Lorenz J, Minoshima S, Casey KL. Keeping pain out of mind: the role of the dorsolateral prefrontal 

cortex in pain modulation. Brain 2003;126:1079–1091. doi:10.1093/brain/awg102. 

[36]  Mapp PI, Walsh DA. Mechanisms and targets of angiogenesis and nerve growth in osteoarthritis. 

Nat. Rev. Rheumatol. 2012;8:390–398. doi:10.1038/nrrheum.2012.80. 

[37]  Meints SM, Edwards RR. Evaluating psychosocial contributions to chronic pain outcomes. Prog. 

Neuro-Psychopharmacology Biol. Psychiatry 2018;87:168–182. doi:10.1016/j.pnpbp.2018.01.017. 

[38]  Michael JWP, Schlüter-Brust KU, Eysel P. The Epidemiology, Etiology, Diagnosis, and Treatment 

of Osteoarthritis of the Knee. Dtsch. Aerzteblatt Online 2010;107:152–162. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 2, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995


doi:10.3238/arztebl.2010.0152. 

[39]  Murphy L, Schwartz TA, Helmick CG, Renner JB, Tudor G, Koch G, Dragomir A, Kalsbeek WD, 

Luta G, Jordan JM. Lifetime risk of symptomatic knee osteoarthritis. Arthritis Rheum. 

2008;59:1207–1213. doi:10.1002/art.24021. 

[40]  Okuno Y, Korchi AM, Shinjo T, Kato S. Transcatheter Arterial Embolization as a Treatment for 

Medial Knee Pain in Patients with Mild to Moderate Osteoarthritis. Cardiovasc. Intervent. Radiol. 

2015;38:336–343. 

[41]  Pavlin DJ, Sullivan MJL, Freund PR, Roesen K. Catastrophizing: A risk factor for postsurgical pain. 

Clin. J. Pain 2005;21:83–90. 

[42]  Quartana PJ, Campbell CM, Edwards RR. Pain catastrophizing: a critical review. Expert Rev. 

Neurother. 2009;9:745–758. doi:10.1586/ern.09.34. 

[43]  Riddle DL, Wade JB, Jiranek WA, Kong X. Preoperative pain catastrophizing predicts pain outcome 

after knee arthroplasty. Clin. Orthop. Relat. Res. 2010;468:798–806. 

[44]  Roos EM, Roos HP, Lohmander LS, Ekdahl C, Beynnon BD. Knee Injury and Osteoarthritis 

Outcome Score (KOOS) - Development of a self-administered outcome measure. J. Orthop. Sports 

Phys. Ther. 1998;28:88–96. 

[45]  Roos EM, Toksvig-larsen S. KOOS Validation and Comparison to the WOMAC in Total Knee 

Replacement. 2003;10:1–10. 

[46]  Seminowicz DA, Davis KD. Cortical responses to pain in healthy individuals depends on pain 

catastrophizing. Pain 2006;120:297–306. 

[47]  Seminowicz DA, Moayedi M. The Dorsolateral Prefrontal Cortex in Acute and Chronic Pain. J. Pain 

2017;18:1027–1035. doi:10.1016/j.jpain.2017.03.008. 

[48]  Seminowicz DA, Shpaner M, Keaser ML, Krauthamer GM, Mantegna J, Dumas JA, Newhouse PA, 

Filippi CG, Keefe FJ, Naylor MR. Cognitive-behavioral therapy increases prefrontal cortex gray 

matter in patients with chronic pain. J. Pain 2013;14:1573–1584. doi:10.1016/j.jpain.2013.07.020. 

[49]  Smith SM. Fast robust automated brain extraction. Hum. Brain Mapp. 2002;17:143–155. 

[50]  Spielberger, C D. Manual for the “State-Trait Anxiety Inventory.” Consult. Psychol. 1970. 

[51]  Sullivan MJ, Bishop S, Pivik J. Pain Catastrophizing Scale. Psychol. Assess. 1995;7:524–532. 

[52]  Sullivan MJ, Thorn B, Haythornthwaite JA, Keefe F, Martin M, Bradley LA, Lefebvre JC. 

Theoretical perspectives on the relation between catastrophizing and pain. Clin. J. Pain 2001;17:52–

64. 

[53]  Turner JA, Jensen MP, Warms CA, Cardenas DD. Catastrophizing is associated with pain intensity , 

psychological distress , and pain-related disability among individuals with chronic pain after spinal 

cord injury. Pain 2002;98:127–134. 

[54]  Vierck CJ, Whitsel BL, Favorov O V., Brown AW, Tommerdahl M. Role of primary somatosensory 

cortex in the coding of pain. Pain 2013;154:334–344. 

[55]  Wade JB, Riddle DL, Thacker LR. Is Pain Catastrophizing a Stable Trait or Dynamic State in 

Patients Scheduled for Knee Arthroplasty ? 2012;28:122–128. 

[56]  Wertli M, Burgstaller JM, Weiser S, Steurer J, Kofmehl R, Held U. The influence of catastrophizing 

on treatment outcome in patients with non-specific low back pain: A systematic review. Spine (Phila. 

Pa. 1976). 2014;39:263–273. 

[57]  Weston E, Raker C, Huang D, Parker A, Robison K, Mathews C. The Association Between 

Mindfulness and Postoperative Pain : A Prospective Cohort Study of Gynecologic Oncology Patients 

Undergoing Minimally Invasive Hysterectomy. J. Minim. Invasive Gynecol. 2019. 

doi:10.1016/j.jmig.2019.08.021. 

[58]  Xie YF, Huo FQ, Tang JS. Cerebral cortex modulation of pain. Acta Pharmacol. Sin. 2009;30:31–41. 

[59]  Zhang Y, Brady M, Smith S. Segmentation of brain MR images through a hidden Markov random 

field model and the expectation-maximization algorithm. IEEE Trans. Med. Imaging 2001;20:45–57. 

[60]  Zhaoyang R, Martire LM, Darnall BD. Daily pain catastrophizing predicts less physical activity and 

more sedentary behavior in older adults with osteoarthritis. 2020;161. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 2, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995


 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 2, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.31.23290995


Table 1 | Association between presurgical baseline variables 

 PCS FFMQ PSQI BDI STAI KOOSPain NRS WOMAC 

PCS  -.45* .40* .41* .53** -.45* .29 .39* 

FFMQ -.45*  -.32 -.62** -.61** .24 -.13 -.22 

PSQI .40* -.32  .61** .42* -.41* .40* .40* 

BDI .41* -.62** .61**  .50** -.27 .25 .37* 

STAI .53** -.61** .42* .50**  -.22 .20 .17 

KOOSPain -.45* .24 -.41* -.27 -.22  -.51** -.87** 

NRS .29 -.13 .40* .25 .20 -.51**  .56** 

WOMAC .39* -.22 .40* .37* .17 -.87** .56**  

Note. PCS= Pain Catastrophising Scale, FFMQ= Five Factor Mindfulness Questionnaire, PSQI= Pittsburgh Sleep Quality 

Inventory, BDI= Becks Depression Inventory, STAI= State-Trait Anxiety Inventory, KOOSpain= Knee Injury and 

Osteoarthritis Score: Pain subscale, NRS= Numeric Rating Scale, WOMAC= Western Ontario and McMaster University 

Osteoarthritis Index. * =p<.05, ** =p<.01 

 

Table 2 | Statistical peaks of clusters in MNI space associated with pain catastrophising and 

functional connectivity to the DLPFC 

Region MNI Co-ordinates Max Z-Stat 

X Y Z 

1. Anterior cingulate cortex (R) 8 2 42 3.86 

2. Premotor cortex (R) 8 0 68 3.60 

3. Insula cortex (R) 40 20 -8 3.37 

4. Central operculum cortex (R) 44 0 14 3.37 

5. Primary motor cortex (R) 54 -2 28 3.22 

6. Periaqueductal grey (PAG) 2 -32 -2 3.04 

7. Primary somatosensory cortex (R) 48 -12 38 3.17 

8. Medula oblongata 4 -40 -52 2.48 
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