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Lay summary We studied pre- and post-treatment factors associated with reduced taxane dose 

or early cessation due to chemotherapy-induced peripheral neuropathy in women undergoing 

chemotherapy for early-stage breast cancer. Reduced taxane dose or early cessation is associated 

with paclitaxel treatment, and high post-treatment neuropathic pain and sensitivity to cold pain 

stimuli in the hands. Communication of these experiences to healthcare providers may be 

influenced by pre-treatment thoughts and feelings about symptoms.  
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Precis for use in the Table of Contents: two concise sentences that state the significant 

conclusion(s) or message of the manuscript; Chemotherapy-induced peripheral neuropathy-

related reduced taxane dose or premature discontinuation is associated with paclitaxel treatment 

and high post-treatment neuropathic pain and cold pain sensitivity in the upper limbs. Reporting 

of these experiences may be influenced by pre-treatment symptom appraisal and communication 

style. 
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ABSTRACT  

Purpose: In the absence of treatments for chemotherapy-induced peripheral neuropathy (CIPN), 

dose reductions (DR) and premature discontinuation (PD) are primary management strategies. 

However, decision-making guidance is insufficient and knowledge of factors associated with 

DR/PD is limited. We examined biopsychosocial factors associated with CIPN-related DR/PD in 

women undergoing taxane-based chemotherapy for early-stage breast cancer. 

Patients and methods: As part of a longitudinal study of CIPN measurement, women completed 

assessments before the first taxane infusion and at the final infusion or within the originally 

expected timeframe for the final infusion. Participants completed self-report measures of CIPN, 

pain, and physical and psychosocial wellbeing, and underwent physical testing of lower limb 

disability and Quantitative Sensory Testing for sensation and pain threshold to thermal, 

vibration, and touch stimuli in the feet and hands. Sociodemographic and clinical data were 

collected. Logistic regression was used to identify factors associated with neuropathy-related 

DR/PD. 

Results: Among 121 participants, 66 (54.5%) received taxane-as-prescribed, 46 (38.0%) had 

neuropathy-related DR/PD, and 9 (7.4%) had DR/PD for other reasons. Factors associated with 

neuropathy-related DR/PD were receipt of paclitaxel (Odds Ratio [OR]=75.05, 95% Confidence 

Interval [CI] 2.56-2197.96]), lower pre-treatment pain catastrophizing (OR=0.72, 95% CI: 0.54 – 

0.95), and higher post-treatment neuropathic pain (OR=10.77, 95% CI: 1.99 – 58.15) and 

sensitivity to cold pain in the hand (OR=1.64, 95% CI: 1.05 – 2.56). 

Conclusion: CIPN-related DR/PD is associated with paclitaxel treatment and post-treatment 

neuropathic pain and cold pain sensitivity in the hands. CIPN communication to healthcare 
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providers may be influenced by pain catastrophizing, suggesting symptom appraisal may be an 

important factor in communication. Findings could contribute to clinical practice 

recommendations to facilitate treatment decision-making.  
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INTRODUCTION  

Chemotherapy-induced peripheral neuropathy (CIPN) affects 43%–80% of women 

undergoing taxane-based treatment (paclitaxel, docetaxel) for breast cancer (BC)1–3. It involves 

sensory symptoms like pain, numbness, tingling, and/or cold allodynia, with motor weakness 

occurring at high doses4,5. Duloxetine is the only treatment recommended for painful CIPN4,6. 

However, its efficacy for the myriad sensory, motor, and autonomic symptoms other than pain 

has not been established.  

In the absence of available treatments, dose reductions or premature discontinuation 

(DR/PD) are primary management strategies7, which have been reported in 5% to 35% of 

women with early-stage BC3,10–15. The American Society of Clinical Oncology (ASCO) 

guidelines recommend discussion with patients about treatment changes, including DR/PD, “in 

the case of intolerable neuropathy and/or functional nerve impairment”4. However, they offer no 

guidance about the characteristics of intolerance or impairment warranting a DR/PD decision. 

Similarly, clinical monograph treatment change recommendations are inconsistent and 

insufficient for decision-making14.  

 CIPN-related DR/PD risk factor knowledge is limited. While paclitaxel is associated with 

CIPN-related treatment alterations, tumor characteristics, age, alcohol use, and history of 

diabetes are not12,25. Unfortunately, no studies have compared people with CIPN-related DR/PD 

to people who received treatment-as-prescribed on a broad range of biopsychosocial factors. This 

could provide important information about potentially modifiable factors. 

Like other cancer pain26,27, CIPN is associated with biopsychosocial factors. Since the 

guidelines recommend DR/PD discussion for intolerable CIPN4, an understanding of 

biopsychosocial factors associated with CIPN presence or severity may provide insight. CIPN 
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presence and severity are associated with paclitaxel treatment and dose18, greater post-treatment 

depression, anxiety, and insomnia, lower quality of life (QOL)19–21 and physical wellbeing3, 

balance problems and falls29,32–34, and impaired functioning35,36. Greater pre-treatment anxiety, 

depression and fatigue also predict post-treatment CIPN presence and severity37,38. 

Since the guidelines also recommend DR/PD discussion for impaired nerve fiber 

functioning4, quantitative sensory testing (QST) may also provide insight. QST quantifies 

sensory nerve fiber functioning through tests of sensation and pain threshold to stimuli, like 

thermal, touch, and vibration. It can track sensory changes throughout treatment17,18,39, improve 

CIPN detection, and guide decision-making7,40. For example, cold allodynia and hyperalgesia in 

the hand predicts severe neuropathy33, people with CIPN have lower heat pain threshold than 

people without CIPN34, and moderate-to-severe CIPN is associated with reduced tactile and 

vibration perception in some studies26, but not others35. Studies of CIPN-related DR/PD using 

QST do not exist. Thus, the role of impaired nerve fiber functioning is unknown. 

Insufficient decision-making guidance is problematic: By the time DR/PD must be 

considered, CIPN reversibility is unknown. Moreover, DR/PD may reduce treatment efficacy, 

with unclear impacts on long-term survival14.  A better understanding of factors associated with 

CIPN-related DR/PD could improve decision-making guidance by clarifying the type of 

intolerance and functional nerve impairment associated with DR/PD and identifying people at-

risk to intervene on modifiable factors. This study aims to evaluate biopsychosocial factors 

associated with CIPN-related DR/PD in women undergoing taxane-based chemotherapy for 

early-stage BC.  
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PATIENTS AND METHODS  

Study Design, Setting and Participants 

As part of a longitudinal study on CIPN measurement, women with early-stage BC were 

recruited before starting taxane-based chemotherapy at the Centre des maladies du sein 

Deschênes-Fabia, CHU de Québec-Université Laval in Quebec, Canada between February 2017 

and May 2019. Eligible patients were ≥18 years old, able to read, write and understand French, 

and chemotherapy naïve. Exclusion criteria were metastatic disease, comorbidities associated 

with peripheral sensory abnormalities (e.g., diabetes, HIV/AIDS, alcohol abuse [NIH criteria36], 

polyneuropathy) and scores <20 on the Short Orientation Memory Concentration Test37, a brief 

cognitive screen. Approval was received from the Research Ethics Committee of the CHU de 

Québec-Université Laval.  

The project was presented during weekly chemotherapy patient education classes. 

Interested attendees signed a pre-consent form granting permission to access their medical files 

to verify eligibility and be contacted via telephone. Study visits were scheduled before the first 

chemotherapy cycle or ≤2 weeks for regimens not starting with taxane (T0). Written informed 

consent was obtained before data collection. The second assessment (T1) took place at the final 

taxane infusion (±1 week) or within the originally expected timeframe for the final infusion38. 

At each assessment, sociodemographic and clinical information were collected or updated 

and a short QST protocol39 and a physical functioning assessment were conducted. Self-report 

measures were completed before the first infusion (T0) and ≤7 days after T1. Questionnaire, 

QST, and physical functioning test order was randomized. Clinical data were abstracted from the 

electronic medical record (EMR) at T0 and updated at T1. 
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Measures  

Sociodemographic data, and pain history, and management were collected via brief 

interview. Clinical data abstracted from the EMR and the CHU de Québec-Université Laval 

oncology registry included information about cancer and treatment factors, medical 

comorbidities, and prescribed medications. The Research Assistant (RA) completed the 

Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI)40 and calculated the Anticholinergic Drug Scale (ADS)41 

because of the relationship between anticholinergic load and pain42.  

Outcome variable 

Following chart review, participants were categorized into 3 groups according to receipt 

of prescribed taxane and reasons for DR/PD. DR/PD was coded as neuropathy-related if 

consultation notes mentioned neuropathy, paresthesia, dysesthesia, pain in the periphery, and/or 

motor weakness as the reason for DR/PD. Each participant was coded by two independent raters. 

Disagreements were reviewed until consensus was reached. Group 1 (G1) received taxane-as-

prescribed, Group 2 (G2) had neuropathy-related DR/PD, and Group 3 (G3) had DR/PD for 

other reasons.  

Pain, fatigue and sleep, psychosocial wellbeing, and quality of life self-report measures 

 The Pain History Questionnaire (PHQ)43 collected information about the presence of 

cancer-related and non-cancer pain on most days in the past 3 months. We also calculated 

average expected pain immediately and 1 week after chemotherapy, and after pain treatment on 0 

(no pain) to 10 (worst possible pain) numeric rating scales. Pain Severity and Interference were 

measured with the Brief Pain Inventory (BPI)44. Non-neuropathic, Neuropathic and Affective 

pain qualities were measured with the Short-Form McGill Pain Questionnaire-2 (SF-MPQ-

2)45. Spontaneous ongoing pain, paroxysmal and evoked pain, dysesthesia and paresthesia were 
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measured with the Neuropathic Pain Symptom Inventory (NPSI)46. CIPN-related 

neurotoxicity symptoms, motor weakness, arthralgia, myalgia, and skin changes were measured 

with the Functional Assessment of Cancer Therapy-Taxane subscale (FACT-Taxane)47.  

Sleep quality and cancer-related fatigue were measured with the Pittsburgh Sleep 

Quality Index (PSQI)48 and the Functional Assessment of Chronic Illness Therapy 

(FACIT)-Fatigue Scale49. Cancer-related physical, social/family, emotional, and functional 

QOL were measured with the FACT-General47. Depressive symptoms were measured with the 

Center for Epidemiologic Studies–Depression Scale (CES-D)50. Rumination and catastrophic 

negative thoughts about pain and its management were measured with the Pain Catastrophizing 

Scale (PCS)51. All measures have been validated for use in cancer or pain. Higher FACIT-

Fatigue, and FACT-Taxane and -General, reflect lower fatigue and neurotoxicity, and better 

QOL. Higher scores on other measures reflect greater pain, symptoms, or worse wellbeing.  

Quantitative sensory testing  

Using an adapted protocol39 we assessed cold (CPT) and heat pain threshold (HPT), and 

cool (CDT), warm (WDT), vibration (VDT; TSAII NeuroSensory Analyzer & VSA 3000,  

Medoc, Israel), and mechanical detection threshold (MDT; SenseLab Aesthesiometer II hand-

held nylon filaments, Somedic, Sweden) on the dorsum of the right hand and foot41,59. A 3cm X 

3cm thermode was used for thermal tests. Baseline temperature was 32°C with 0.5°C/sec rate of 

change and maximum cooling and warming at 0° C and 50.5°C. The thermode was immediately 

removed upon response. Baseline vibration was 0µm/sec with 1µm/sec rate of change. Thermal 

and vibration thresholds were calculated from the mean of three trials. MDT was calculated as 

the geometric mean (grams). Higher WTD, HPT, VDT, and TDT reflect less sensitivity. Higher 

CDT and CPT reflect greater sensitivity. 
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Physical functioning  

The Karnofsky Performance Status Scale (KPS)60,61, a measure of observer-rated 

functioning, was completed by the RA. Use of a walking accessory and number of falls24 or 

near-falls in the past week (T0) and since T0 (T1) were recorded by the RA. Balance and 

mobility was assessed with the Timed Up and Go Test (TUG)62,63  which was calculated from 

the mean of 2 trials. The Short Physical Performance Battery Protocol (SPPB)57 was 

performed to assess static balance.  

Analyses 

Missing data were screened and the pattern analyzed using Little’s Missing Completely at 

Random test58. Where self-report items were missing-at-random or completely-at-random, scores 

were calculated based on completed items. Scores were not imputed for measures missing data 

on all items. Statistical significance was set at p≤0.05. T-tests and χ2 analyses assessed whether 

participants who completed both assessments differed from those who did not complete T1 on 

baseline data. Means, standard deviations (SD), frequencies, and percentages were used to 

characterize participants. Repeated measures t-tests, Cochrane Q, and Wilcoxon tests were used 

to evaluate change.   

To determine candidate correlates for the multivariate regression model, bivariate 

analyses, including one-way ANOVAs and χ2 analyses were used to compare groups on 

sociodemographic, clinical, and T0 and T1 QST, physical functioning, and self-report measures. 

Post-hoc analyses determined pair-wise group differences. Correlates significantly different 

(p≤0.05) across groups were considered for model entry, a more conservative level than 

recommended59 to control for overfitting. We included corresponding T0 variables for each T1 

variable included to control for pre-treatment values, and vice versa. Correlates highly associated 
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with each other (r≥0.7)59,60  were evaluated for missing data, assumption violations, or effect 

sizes to determine which variable to retain. We used standard binomial logistic regression as G3 

was too small taking into account missing data (n=4). Analyses were conducted using SPSSv25. 

RESULTS 

Figure 1 describes participant recruitment and retention. 154 (59,2%)  women consented 

to participate. Five (3.2%) were subsequently excluded and 1 (0.6%) withdrew before T0. 148 

and 121 (81.1% retention) participants completed T0 and T1, respectively. Compared to 

participants who completed T1, those who did not were older (p≤0.05), less educated (p≤0.001), 

less likely to exercise (p≤0.05), had higher BMI (p≤0.05) and KPS (p≤0.05), and were less 

sensitive to foot and hand MDT (p≤0.05). Data were missing at random58 and  were not 

associated with baseline self-report pain or symptoms. 

Participant characteristics  

Subsequent analyses include participants who completed both assessments (n=121). 

Descriptive data and T0-T1 change are presented in Table 1. Participants were 50.9±11.1 years 

old, mostly Caucasian, partnered, and well-educated. Few (2.5%) had ≥1 CCI comorbidity. 

Paclitaxel was more frequently prescribed than docetaxel.  

With the exception of SF-MPQ-2 Affective, scores on all measures of pain and CIPN 

were significantly worse at T1 than T0. No participants were prescribed duloxetine. Frequency 

of pharmacological and nonpharmacological pain treatment frequency did not increase over time.  

With the exception of foot and hand CDT, QST parameters were significantly different at 

T1 compared to T0, demonstrating nerve fiber functioning changes following chemotherapy. 

KPS was lower and TUG was higher at T1 than T0, suggesting worse observer-rated functioning 

and balance and mobility, respectively. Falls and SPPB did not change.  
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While PSQI did not change, FACIT-Fatigue and FACT-Physical, Functional, and Social 

wellbeing were worse at T1 than T0.  

Characterization of dose reduction (DR) and premature discontinuation (PD) outcome 

variable groups 

Sixty-six (54.5%; G1) participants received taxane-as-prescribed. 46 (38.0%; G2) 

participants had neuropathy-related DR/PD (DR: n=37 [80.4%]; PD: n=5 [10.9%]; DR+PD: n=4 

[8.7%]). This includes 3 women who had neuropathy and other symptoms. Nurses, pharmacists, 

and oncologists assessed patients using the National Cancer Institute Common Terminology 

Criteria for Adverse Events, a non-validated checklist including numbness, tingling, weakness, 

diminished or loss of sensation, and pain, or relied on patient self-report. There was no 

consistency in evaluation type. Nine (7.4%; G3) participants had DR/PD (DR n=5 [55.6%]; PD 

n=4 [44.4%]) due to other reasons, including febrile neutropenia (n=3), widespread muscle and 

joint pain and fatigue (n=1), dyspnea (n=1), cytopenia (n=1), disease progression (n=1), 

postphlebitic syndrome (n=1), and elevated alanine aminotransferase (n=1). G2 and G3 received 

88.8%±11.1% (33.3%-98.7%) and 73.9%±32.0% (16.7%-98.2%) (G2 vs G3, p=0.20) of taxane 

dose, respectively. 

Bivariate analysis  

Correlates retained for consideration for entry into the multivariable model were age, 

taxane molecule, T0 PCS and KPS, and T1 NPSI, Fact-Taxane, SF-MPQ-2 Neuropathic, foot 

and hand CPT, KPS and TUG (Table 2). T1 prescribed gabapentin/pregabalin, foot VDT, BPI 

Interference, and FACIT-Fatigue were not retained because group differences were only among 

G3 versus G1 or G2. 
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T0 and T1 foot and hand CPT were highly correlated (r≥0.71, p<0.001). We retained both 

based on CIPN localization differences61.  T1 NPSI and SF-MPQ-2 Neuropathic were also 

highly correlated (r=0.76, p<0.001). SF-MPQ-2 Neuropathic was retained over the NPSI due to 

larger G1 vs G2 effect size (Cohen’s d= -1.2; and -0.7, respectively). 

Logistic regression: Factors associated with neuropathy-related DR/PD  

 All variance inflation factors (VIF) were acceptable at ≤3.0359, suggesting moderate 

correlations. This is expected because of the repeated-measures nature of the data and does not 

require correction62. The model (Table 3) was statistically significant χ2(16)=88.64, p<0.001,  

explains 85% of the variance (Nagelkerke R2), and correctly classifies 94.4% of participants. 

Sample size is sufficient63. Paclitaxel (Odds Ratio [OR]=75.05, 95% Confidence Interval [CI], 

2.56-2197.96), higher T1 SF-MPQ-2 Neuropathic pain (OR=10.77, 95% CI, 1.99-58.15) and 

hand CPT (OR=1.64, 95% CI, 1.05-2.56), and lower T0 PCS (0.72, 95% CI, 0.54-0.95) were 

associated with neuropathy-related DR/PD.  

DISCUSSION  

This is the first study to examine biopsychosocial factors associated with CIPN-related 

DR/PD in women undergoing taxane-based chemotherapy for early-stage BC. 38% of women 

had CIPN-related DR/PD, the most common reason for DR/PD. Although our approach to 

determining whether DR/PD was CIPN-related was not based on a standardized clinical 

diagnosis, it reflects how CIPN is commonly assessed in clinical practice, thereby maximizing 

generalizability of findings to the community. Despite worse post-treatment CIPN and pain, no 

one was prescribed duloxetine, the only recommended agent for painful CIPN4. Prescriptions for 

other analgesics (e.g. gabapentin/pregabalin) and use of other treatments did not increase 

following chemotherapy. Contrary to assumptions that DR/PD exclusively reflects CIPN 
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severity10, we found that the factors associated with DR/PD were biopsychosocial, including 

receipt of paclitaxel, greater post-treatment neuropathic pain and cold pain sensitivity in the 

hand, and lower pre-treatment pain catastrophizing. This study provides important information 

about the type of CIPN-related intolerance and functional nerve impairment associated with 

DR/PD decision-making to help refine guidelines.  

Several findings are consistent with known risk factors for CIPN presence and severity. 

Consistent with the known dose limiting effects of paclitaxel10,12,25 and higher incidence of 

neurotoxicity with paclitaxel than docetaxel64, receipt of paclitaxel was associated with a greater 

likelihood of DR/PD than receipt of docetaxel.  

The relationship of higher post-treatment neuropathic pain with CIPN-related DR/PD is 

not surprising given associations between self-report neuropathic pain and CIPN severity36,71,72. 

However, it is interesting that a similar relationship was not detected with FACT-Taxane scores. 

It is possible that patients report that symptoms are intolerable, or clinicians interpret them as 

such, when they reflect neuropathic pain, rather than non-painful neuropathy. It is also possible 

that the FACT-Taxane has insufficient sensitivity for CIPN-related DR/PD. Future research 

should compare the discriminant properties of CIPN and neuropathic pain measures across CIPN 

outcomes.   

The relationship between high post-treatment hand CPT and CIPN-related DR/PD is 

consistent with research demonstrating that cold hyperalgesia in the upper limbs is an early 

marker of neurotoxicity in oxaliplatin treatment33. This important finding elucidates the type of 

impairment associated with CIPN-related DR/PD, suggesting that patients’ reports to clinicians 

of cold pain sensitivity in the upper limbs, which may reflect hyperalgesia or allodynia in the 
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upper limbs, or clinician interpretation of such impairment, may play a role in CIPN-related 

DR/PD decision-making.  

Interestingly, foot CPT was not associated with CIPN-related DR/PD. In fact, while 

lower limb disability, balance problems, and falls are associated with CIPN presence and 

severity32,34,73,74, in this study, these factors were not associated with CIPN-related DR/PD. It is 

possible that sensory abnormalities in the hands have a greater impact on daily life, or are 

interpreted as such, than sensory abnormalities in the feet, contributing to decision-making. 

Future research is needed to improve assessment and expand our understanding of lower limb 

impairment associated with CIPN-related DR/PD. 

It is also interesting that QOL, depression, sleep and fatigue, which are associated with 

CIPN presence or severity19–21, were not associated with CIPN-related DR/PD, suggesting 

important variations in the factors important to each outcome. Some of this variation may be 

related to unknown factors guiding decision-making, which remains unclear, along with patients’ 

understanding of decisions, their implications, and the long-term impact of CIPN. We urgently 

need to improve our understanding to clarify decision-making guidance due to the unclear 

trajectory and reversibility of CIPN. 

Most intriguingly, lower pre-treatment pain catastrophizing was associated with CIPN-

related DR/PD. This may initially seem counterintuitive since higher catastrophizing is 

associated with greater severity of other types of cancer-related pain75,76. As DR/PD decisions 

rely on patient-clinician communication, symptom interpretation and communication models 

may be informative71–73. In particular, the Cancer Threat Interpretation Model73 proposes that 

bodily sensation appraisals play a role in patient-clinician communication, especially in uncertain 

health contexts. Pain catastrophizing is associated with cancer-related worry80,81. Therefore, high 
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pre-treatment catastrophizing may reflect cancer-related worry, or a focus on worst-case 

possibilities in the face of survival uncertainty associated with DR/PD82,83, resulting in reluctance 

to disclose CIPN. In a qualitative study, fear of PD and resulting compromised treatment efficacy 

was a deterrent to CIPN disclosure11. Although this requires further investigation, taken together, 

symptom appraisal style may be critical to CIPN-related treatment decisions. Early and frequent 

CIPN assessment with valid and reliable tools are necessary to identify people who may 

underreport symptoms.   

Limitations include the small sample size, preventing evaluation of DR independently 

from PD and the potential moderating role of dose received. Larger studies should stratify across 

these factors. Participants were mostly white, had few comorbidities, and were well-educated. 

Moreover, those who completed both assessments were younger than those who did not 

complete T1. While loss-to-attrition is generally higher among older adults in similar studies78, 

this may have generalizability implications. Finally, participants had early-stage BC. Factors 

important to CIPN-related DR/PD where the goals of care are palliative may be different4.  

This study provides novel information about biopsychosocial factors associated with CIPN-

related DR/PD. Intolerable CIPN and/or functional nerve impairment leading to DR/PD may 

reflect high neuropathic pain and cold pain sensitivity in the upper limbs, with communication of 

CIPN experience influenced by symptom appraisal. These data could help refine a recently 

proposed patient-centric decision-framework for CIPN-related treatment changes14 and 

contribute to clinical practice recommendations facilitating decision-making. 
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Figure Legend 

 

 

Figure 1. Flowchart summarizing participation, and exclusion and withdrawal reasons
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TABLE 1.    

Sociodemographic and clinical characteristics, QST and physical assessment, self-report descriptive data, and T0 -T1 change.   

 T0 T1 P Δ 

Characteristics  Mean ± SD [range] or n (%)  Mean ± SD [range] or n (%)   

Sociodemographic    

Age, years  50.9 ± 11.1 [24-78]   

Ethnicity 

Caucasian 

Other  

 

116 (95.9) 

5 (4.1) 

  

Religion 

Christian 

Atheist 

Other 

 

84 (69.4) 

34 (28.1) 

3 (2.5) 

  

Marital status 

Partnered 

Single  

 

90 (74.4) 

31 (25.6) 

  

Living arrangement 

With other(s) 

Alone 

 

102 (84.3) 

19 (15.7) 

  

Caregiver availability 75 (62.0)   

Education 

Elementary school/High school 

Cégepa/Professional 

Bachelor degree 

Master/doctorate degree 

Other 

 

13 (10.7) 

50 (41.3) 

42 (34.7) 

15 (12.4) 

1 (0.8) 

  

Employment status 

Not working due to cancer/treatment 

Retired 

Not working due to other reasons 

Currently working  

 

83 (68.6) 

24 (19.8) 

9 (7.4) 

5 (4.1) 

  

Cancer and cancer treatment factors    
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Stageb,c 

IA  

IB 

IIA 

IIB 

IIIA 

IIIB 

IIIC 

Missing/unknown 

 

20 (16.5) 

28 (23.1) 

29 (24.0) 

20 (16.5) 

14 (11.6) 

7 (5.8) 

4 (3.3) 

3 (2.5) 

  

Taxane molecule 

Paclitaxeld 

Docetaxele  

Nab-Paclitaxelf 

 

71 (58.7) 

45 (37.2) 

5 (4.1) 

  

Adjuvant chemotherapy 

Number of days since last taxane infusion  

79 (65.3) 

 

 

8.5 ± 9.7  

[0 – 73; median = 6; IQR = 6.75] 

 

Received trastuzumab 

Received hormonotherapy  

Received  1 radiotherapy treatment  

 

 

22 (18.2) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (0.8) 

 

Clinical data    

BMI  25.4 ± 4.4 [17.1 – 39.3] 25.9 ± 4.5 [18.3 – 38.9]  0.006 

Menopausal status 

Premenopausal  

Perimenopausal 

Postmenopausal 

Missing data 

 

55 (45.5) 

9 (7.4) 

57 (47.1) 

0 (0.0) 

 

13 (10.7) 

44 (36.4) 

58 (47.9) 

6 (5.0) 

<0.001 

Developed lymphedema  0 (0.0) 2 (1.7)  

CCI ≥ 1 3 (2.5)   

ADS  0.6 ± 1.1 [0 – 7] 1.0 ± 1.8 [0.0 – 8.0]  0.02 

Pain and CIPN    

Average pain expectation 2.2 ± 1.8 [0.0 – 8.0]   

PHQ Pain condition  
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≥1 cancer or treatment-related pain condition (can 

include chemotherapy) 

Non-cancer/treatment-related pain on most days in 

the past 3 months 

82 (67.8) 

 

33 (27.3) 

84 (69.4) 

 

9 (7.4) 

0.66 

 

0.0004 

     BPI Severity 

     BPI Interference 

0.9 ± 1.1 [0.0 – 5.0] 

0.9 ± 1.5 [0.0 – 10.0] 

1.7 ± 1.6 [0.0 – 6.3]  

1.8 ± 1.9 [0.0 – 8.3]  

0.001 

<0.00001 

NPSI  1.5 ± 2.5 [0.0 – 14.0] 6.4 ± 7.2 [0.0 – 31.5]  <0.00001 

Fact-Taxane  59.2 ± 5.7 [32.0 – 64.0] 44.8 ± 12.3 [9.0 – 64.0]  <0.00001 

     SF-MPQ-2 Non-neuropathic 

     SF-MPQ-2 Neuropathic  

     SF-MPQ-2 Affective  

0.6 ± 1.0 [0.2 – 1.0] 

0.4 ± 0.6 [0.0 – 3.0] 

0.5 ± 1.2 [0.0 – 7.0] 

1.2 ± 1.5 [0.0 – 9.0]  

1.5 ± 1.5 [0.0 – 7.3]  

0.8 ± 1.4 [0.0 – 10.0] 

0.00002 

<0.00001 

0.08 

 

Participation in or receipt of prescription for 

treatments reviewed in ASCO guidelines  

Exercise 

Prescribed opioids  

Acupuncture 

Prescribed pregabalin/gabapentin  

Scrambler therapy/TENS 

Prescribed tricyclic antidepressants  

 

 

 

31 (25.6) 

16 (13.2) 

18 (14.9) 

10 (8.3) 

2 (1.7) 

1 (0.8) 

 

 

 

38 (31.4) 

18 (14.9) 

17 (14.0) 

12 (9.9) 

0 (0) 

2 (1.7) 

 

 

 

0.25 

0.68 

1.00 

0.53 

0.16 

0.32 

   Prescribed duloxetine 0 0  

   Prescribed baclofen/amitriptyline +/- ketamine gel 0 0  

   Prescribed oral cannabinoids 0 0  

QST  

Foot  

CDT 

WDT 

CPT 

HPT 

VDT 

MDT 

Hand  

CDT 

 

 

29.0 ± 2.2 [20.3 – 31.4] 

36.2 ± 2.5 [32.4 – 44.1] 

12.4 ± 9.8 [0 – 30.5] 

43.3 ± 2.9 [35.2 – 50.5] 

6.2 ± 9.3 [0.9 – 85.2] 

1.0 ± 0.8 [0.1 – 5.5] 

 

30.0 ± 1.8 [22.0 – 31.7] 

 

 

28.8 ± 2.5 [19.3 – 31.5] 

36.9 ± 2.8 [33.0 – 45.3]   

15.5 ± 9.9 [0.0 – 29.9]   

42.7 ± 3.0 [34.2 – 48.7]   

11.2 ± 16.0 [1.0 – 108.3]  

1.3 ± 1.4 [0.1 – 12.5]  

 

30.1 ± 1.4 [22.2 – 31.4] 

 

 

0.53 

0.004 

0.001 

0.05 

0.0003 

0.03 

 

0.21 
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WDT 

CPT 

HPT 

VDT 

MDT 

34.3 ± 2.0 [30.0 – 47.3] 

16.8 ± 9.1 [0.0 – 30.6] 

42.4 ± 3.9 [34.1 – 48.8] 

1.8 ± 1.2 [0.7 – 9.8] 

0.5 ± 0.4 [0.1 – 2.6] 

34.6 ± 1.9 [32.7 – 44.7]   

19.7 ± 8.2 [0.0 – 30.8]  

41.6 ± 4.0 [33.6 – 48.3]  

3.0 ± 6.1 [0.7 – 62.2]  

0.6 ± 0.4 [0.1 – 2.0]  

0.03 

0.0001 

0.02 

0.03 

0.01 

Physical functioning    

KPS  93.0 ± 10.3 [50.0 – 100.0] 81.8 ± 12.6 [50.0 – 100.0]  <0.00001 

Need walking accessory 0 (0) 4 (3.3) 0.18 

Reported ≥ 1 fall 12 (9.9) 17 (14.0) 0.41 

TUG  9.2 ± 1.5 [6.0 – 14.9] 9.5 ± 2.0 [6.0 – 17.0]  0.04 

SPPBg  

Succeeded (score = 4/4) 

Partially succeeded or did not succeed (score < 4) 

Not assessed due to falls risk 

Missing data  

 

112 (92.6) 

8 (6.6) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (0.8) 

 

110 (90.9) 

3 (2.5) 

2 (1.7) 

6 (5.0) 

0.78 

Sleep, Fatigue, and Psychosocial wellbeing    

FACT-G  

Physical wellbeing 

Functional wellbeing 

Social wellbeing 

Emotional wellbeing 

 

19.8 ± 7.0 [1.0 – 28.0] 

16.9 ± 4.4 [4.0 – 28.0] 

20.8 ± 4.5 [0.0 – 28.0] 

12.5 ± 5.1 [0.0 – 20.0] 

 

15.9 ± 7.2 [2.0 – 28.0] 

15.5 ± 4.9 [4.0 – 27.0] 

20.0 ± 4.4 [7.0 – 28.0]  

14.9 ± 4.4 [0.0 – 20.0]  

 

<0.00001 

<0.00001 

0.02 

<0.00001 

PSQI  6.7 ± 3.8 [0.0 – 19.0] 7.0 ± 3.3 [1.0 – 18.0] 0.06 

FACIT-Fatigue  31.5 ± 12.4 [3.0 – 44.0] 24.7 ± 11.5 [0.0 – 44.0]  <0.00001 

CES-D  12.0 ± 9.7 [0.0 – 49.0] 15.0 ± 9.9 [0.0 – 46.0]  0.0003 

 PCS  7.2 ± 8.3 [0.0 – 39.0] 10.3 ± 9.4 [0.0 – 44.0]  0.001 

Abbreviations: QST Quantitative sensory testing, SD Standard deviation, BMI Body mass index, CCI  Charlson Comorbidity Index, 

ADS Anticholinergic Drug Scale, CIPN Chemotherapy-induced peripheral neuropathy, PHQ Pain History questionnaire, BPI Brief 

Pain Inventory, NPSI Neuropathic Pain Symptom Inventory, Fact-Taxane Functional Assessment of Cancer Therapy-Taxane, SF-

MPQ-2 Short-form McGill Pain Questionnaire-2, TENS Transcutaneous Electrical Nerve Stimulation, CDT Cold detection threshold, 

WDT Warm detection threshold, CPT Cold pain threshold, HPT Heat pain threshold, VDT Vibration detection threshold, MDT 

Mechanical detection threshold, KPS Karnofsky Performance Status, TUG Timed Up and Go test, SPPB Short Physical Performance 

Battery protocol, FACT-G Functional assessment of cancer therapy-general, PSQI Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index, FACIT-Fatigue 
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Functional Assessment of Chronic Illness Therapy-Fatigue Scale, CES-D Center for Epidemiologic Studies-Depression scale, PCS 

Pain Catastrophizing Scale 
aCollège d'enseignement général et professionnel only in Quebec (Canada) two or three years of education after secondary school and 

before university, bBased on pathological stage according to the Registre québécois du cancer, except for 34 participants where only 

clinical stage was available, cPathological cancer stage of additional tumors was recorded in 4 cases of double breast cancer. 

Percentages shown based on denominator n=121, d Includes 3 participants who received 1 docetaxel but regimen change, reason not 

related to CIPN, e Includes 1 participant who received 1 docetaxel infusion 6 days before T0. Date change to scheduled infusions was 

not discovered until after the participant had completed all study assessments. The participant was not noted to be an outlier upon 

analysis of T0 and T1 box plots. Sensitivity analysis conducted without the participant’s data (n=120) revealed the same pattern of 

findings, thus the participant was retained.    fIncludes 4 participants who received ≤ 2 paclitaxel but regimen change, reason not 

related to CIPN, gSPPB not normally distributed, recoded to stabilize the distribution.  
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TABLE 2 

Bivariate analysis comparing those who received taxane-as-prescribed (G1), those who had CIPN-related DR/PD (G2), and those who had DR/PD for 

other reasons (G3). Data are n(%) or Mean ± SD 

 G1  

(n = 66) 

G2  

(n = 46) 

G3  

(n = 9) 

P G1  G2  G3  P 

Biopsychosocial factors         

Sociodemographic         

Age  48.7 ± 10.1  53.8 ± 11.2 52.2 ± 15.2 0.05     

Caucasian  63 (95.5) 44 (95.7) 9 (100.0) 0.67     

Religion 

Christian 

Atheist 

Other 

 

50 (75.8) 

14 (21.2) 

2 (3.0) 

 

30 (65.2) 

15 (32.6) 

1 (2.2) 

 

4 (44.4) 

5 (55.6) 

0 (0.0) 

0.38     

Marital status  

Partnered 

Single 

 

48 (72.7) 

18 (27.3) 

 

38 (82.6) 

8 (17.4) 

 

4 (44.4) 

5 (55.6) 

0.06     

Living arrangement  

With other(s) 

Alone 

 

54 (81.8) 

12 (18.2) 

 

41 (89.1) 

5 (10.9) 

 

7 (77.8) 

2 (22.2) 

0.48     

Caregiver availability 41 (62.1) 25 (54.3) 6 (6.7) 0.94     

Education 

Elementary school/High 

school 

Cégepa/Professional 

Bachelor degree 

Master/doctorate degree 

Other 

 

6 (9.1) 

 

29 (43.9) 

23 (34.8) 

7 (10.6) 

1 (1.5) 

 

5 (10.9) 

 

17 (37.0) 

17 (37.0) 

7 (15.2) 

0 (0.0) 

 

2 (22.2) 

 

4 (44.4) 

2 (22.2) 

1 (11.1) 

0 (0.0) 

0.88     

Employment status 

Not working due to 

cancer/treatment 

Retired 

Not working due to other 

reasons 

 

48 (72.7) 

 

9 (13.6) 

 

5 (7.6) 

 

30 (65.2) 

 

12 (26.1) 

 

4 (8.7) 

 

5 (55.6) 

 

3 (33.3) 

 

0 (0.0) 

0.25     
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Currently working 4 (6.1) 0 (0.0) 1 (11.1) 

Cancer and cancer treatment 

factors  

        

Cancer stage 

IA, IB 

IIA, IIB 

IIIA, IIIB, IIIC 

Missing/unknown 

 

21 (31.8) 

27 (40.9) 

16 (24.2) 

2 (3.0) 

 

22 (47.8) 

16 (34.8) 

8 (17.4) 

0 (0) 

 

2 (22.2) 

5 (55.6) 

2 (22.2) 

0 (0) 

0.65     

Taxane molecule 

Paclitaxelb 

Docetaxel  

 

34 (51.5) 

32 (48.5) 

 

39 (84.8) 

7 (15.2) 

 

3 (33.3) 

6 (66.7) 

0.0003     

Adjuvant chemotherapy  

Neoadjuvant chemotherapy 

43 (65.2) 

23 (34.8) 

31 (67.4) 

15 (32.6) 

5 (55.6) 

4 (44.4) 

0.79     

Number of days since last 

taxane infusion 

    7.5 ± 6.6 7.3 ± 7.6 20.9 ± 23.3 0.26c  

Received Trastuzumab     15 (22.7) 7(15.2) 0 (0.0) 0.20 

Clinical data         

BMI 24.9 ± 4.4 26.2 ± 4.3 24.9 ± 4.9 0.32 25.5 ± 4.5 26.5 ± 4.5 25.2 ± 5.2 0.53 

Menopausal status 

Premenopausal  

Perimenopausal 

Postmenopausal 

Missing data 

 

35 (53.0) 

4 (6.1) 

27 (40.9) 

0 (0.0) 

 

16 (34.8) 

5 (10.9) 

25 (54.3) 

0 (0.0) 

 

4 (44.4) 

0 (0.0) 

5 (55.6) 

0 (0.0) 

0.32  

11 (16.7) 

25 (37.9) 

27 (40.9) 

3 (4.5) 

 

1 (2.2) 

18 (39.1) 

26 (56.5) 

1 (2.2) 

 

1 (11.1) 

2 (22.2) 

5 (55.6) 

1 (11.1) 

0.08 

CCI ≥ 1 0 (0.0) 3 (6.5) 0 (0.0) 0.08     

ADS  0.5 ±1.1 0.7 ± 1.3 0.8 ± 0.8 0.68 0.9 ± 1.8 1.0 ± 1.9 1.1 ± 2.3 0.95 

Pain and CIPN         

     Average pain expectation  2.2 ± 1.7 2.5 ± 1.9 1.0 ± 1.6 0.09     

PHQ Pain condition 

≥1 cancer/cancer treatment-

related pain condition 

(can include 

chemotherapy) 

 

 

41 (62.1) 

 

 

 

 

 

33 (71.7) 

 

 

 

 

 

8 (88.9) 

 

 

 

 

 

0.21 

 

 

 

 

 

43 (65.2) 

 

 

 

 

 

33 (71.7) 

 

 

 

 

 

8 (88.9) 

 

 

 

 

 

0.29 
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Non-cancer-related pain on 

most days in the past 3 

months 

 

16 (24.2) 

 

 

13 (28.3) 

 

4 (44.4) 

 

0.44 

 

3 (4.5) 

 

5 (10.9) 

 

1 (11.1) 

 

0.40 

BPI 

Severity 

Interference 

 

0.9 ± 1.1 

0.8 ± 1.4 

 

0.9 ± 1.0 

0.9 ± 1.7 

 

1.6 ± 1.3 

1.5 ± 1.3 

 

0.30 

0.64 

 

1.6 ± 1.7 

1.8 ± 2.1 

 

1.7 ± 1.7 

2.0 ± 1.9 

 

1.7 ± 1.4 

0.7 ± 0.8 

 

0.98 

0.01c 

NPSI 1.2 ± 2.3 1.7 ± 2.8 2.7 ± 1.8 0.32 4.6 ± 6.7 9.2 ± 7.0 4.3 ± 7.6 0.003 

FACT-Taxane subscale 60.0 ± 5.8 58.3 ± 5.8 58.0 ± 4.0 0.28 48.7 ± 11.7  38.2 ± 10.6 54.3 ± 7.1 0.0001 

SF-MPQ-2 

Non-neuropathic 

Neuropathic  

Affective  

 

0.6 ± 1.0 

0.3 ± 0.5 

0.6 ± 1.4 

 

0.6 ± 0.9 

0.4 ± 0.7 

0.4 ± 0.8 

 

0.8 ± 0.9 

0.5 ± 0.6 

1.1 ± 1.4 

 

0.88 

0.47  

0.33 

 

1.0 ± 1.3  

0.9 ± 1.3 

0.5 ± 1.3 

 

1.5 ± 1.7 

2.5 ± 1.4 

0.6 ± 1.3 

 

0.7 ± 1.1 

0.6 ± 1.0 

0.9 ± 1.6 

 

0.23 

0.0001 

0.43 

Pain treatments  

Exercise 

Prescribed opioids  

Acupuncture 

Prescribed 

pregabalin/gabapentin  

 

15 (22.7) 

8 (12.1) 

9 (13.6) 

4 (6.1) 

 

15 (32.6) 

7 (15.2) 

8 (17.4) 

5 (10.9) 

 

1 (11.1) 

1 (11.1) 

1 (11.1) 

1 (11.1) 

 

0.29 

0.88 

0.81 

0.63 

 

22 (33.3) 

11 (16.7) 

8 (12.1) 

5 (7.6) 

 

15 (32.6) 

5 (10.9) 

9 (20.0) 

4 (8.7) 

 

1 (11.1) 

2 (22.2) 

0 (0) 

3 (33.3) 

 

0.39 

0.59 

0.23 

0.05⸸ 

QST  

Foot 

CDT 

WDT 

CPT 

HPT  

VDT  

MDT 

Hand  

CDT 

WDT 

CPT 

HPT 

VDT 

MDT 

 

 

28.9 ± 2.3 

36.1 ± 2.5 

11.3 ± 10.3 

43.2 ± 3.0 

6.5 ± 11.6 

1.0 ± 0.7 

 

30.1 ± 1.8 

34.1 ± 1.9 

15.1 ± 9.1 

42.6 ± 3.8 

1.7 ± 1.4 

0.5 ± 0.5 

 

 

29.1 ± 2.2 

36.4 ± 2.5 

14.5 ± 9.3 

43.2 ± 2.8 

5.6 ± 5.6 

1.0 ± 0.9 

 

29.8 ± 1.8 

34.5 ± 2.3 

19.1 ± 8.5 

41.9 ± 4.0 

1.8 ± 0.9 

0.4 ± 0.4 

 

 

29.3 ± 2.2 

36.4 ± 2.1 

12.3 ± 8.6 

44.0 ± 3.0 

6.2 ± 4.7 

0.9 ± 0.5 

 

29.4 ± 2.2 

34.1 ± 1.1 

17.0 ± 10.3 

43.2 ± 4.4 

1.7 ± 0.9 

0.5 ± 0.3 

 

 

0.75  

0.68  

0.33  

0.70  

0.88 

0.93  

 

0.54 

0.62 

0.09 

0.52 

0.94 

0.97 

 

 

28.5 ± 2.8 

36.9 ± 2.8 

13.7 ± 10.0 

42.9 ± 3.0 

8.6 ± 11.9 

1.1 ± 0.9 

 

30.2 ± 1.1 

34.4 ± 2.0 

18.3 ± 8.1 

42.0 ± 3.9 

3.1 ± 7.7 

0.6 ± 0.4 

 

 

29.1 ± 2.0 

37.0 ± 3.0 

18.9 ± 9.2 

42.3 ± 3.3 

16.0 ± 21.0 

1.5 ± 1.9 

 

30.0 ± 1.9 

34.8 ± 1.9 

22.3 ± 7.6 

40.8 ± 3.9 

3.0 ± 3.2 

0.6 ± 0.4 

 

 

30.2 ± 1.3 

36.6 ± 2.5 

12.4 ± 7.3 

42.8 ± 1.8 

6.1 ± 5.4 

0.8 ± 0.5  

 

30.2 ± 1.4 

34.8 ± 1.7 

17.1 ± 9.4 

42.2 ± 4.3 

2.3 ± 1.7 

0.7 ±0 .6 

 

 

0.13 

0.87 

0.02 

0.56  

0.04c 

0.21 

 

0.79 

0.64 

0.03 

0.28 

0.94 

0.62 
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Physical functioning         

KPS 95.5 ± 7.4 90.4 ± 12.7 87.8 ± 10.9 0.02c  85.3 ± 12.5 76.3 ± 11.4 83.3 ± 9.4 0.001  

Reported ≥ 1 fall 5 (7.6) 4 (8.7) 3 (33.3) 0.10 11 (16.7) 5 (10.9) 1 (11.1) 0.64 

TUG 9.1 ± 1.2 9.4 ± 1.8 9.6 ± 1.7 0.27 9.2 ± 1.7 10.1 ± 2.3 9.3 ± 2.5 0.04 

SPPB 

Succeeded (score = 4/4) 

Partially succeeded or did 

not succeed (score < 4) 

Not assessed due to falls 

risk 

Missing data 

 

63 (95.5) 

2 (3.0) 

 

 

0 (0.0) 

1 (1.5) 

 

41 (89.1) 

5 (10.9) 

 

 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

 

8 (88.9) 

1 (11.1) 

 

 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0.22  

62 (93.9) 

1 (1.5) 

 

 

1 (1.5) 

2 (3.0) 

 

40 (87.0) 

2 (4.3) 

 

 

1 (2.2) 

3 (6.5) 

 

8 (88.9) 

0 (0.0) 

 

 

(0.0) 

1 (11.1) 

0.78 

Psychosocial wellbeing         

FACT-G  

Physical wellbeing 

Functional wellbeing 

Social wellbeing 

Emotional wellbeing 

 

20.6 ± 6.7 

16.9 ± 4.7 

21.1 ± 4.3 

12.0 ± 5.6 

 

19.0 ± 7.6 

16.9 ± 4.1 

21.1 ± 3.9 

13.2 ± 4.6 

 

18.3 ± 5.4 

16.0 ± 2.5 

16.9 ± 8.8 

12.5 ± 4.4 

 

0.44 

0.88 

0.08  

0.53  

 

15.6 ± 7.3 

15.5 ± 5.1 

19.9 ± 4.9 

14.9 ± 4.5 

 

15.5 ± 6.8 

15.2 ± 4.7 

20.0 ± 3.9 

15.1 ± 4.2 

 

21.2 ± 8.2 

18.7 ± 3.9 

21.7 ± 3.9 

13.2 ± 5.3 

 

 0.18 

0.25 

0.66 

0.62 

PSQI 6.6 ± 3.8 6.7 ± 3.9 8.0 ± 2.8 0.69 6.8 ± 3.2 7.7 ± 3.5 4.6 ± 2.4 0.07   

FACIT-fatigue  31.9 ± 12.8 31.2 ± 12.3 30.3 ± 8.8 0.93 24.9 ± 12.2 22.6 ± 10.3 36.0 ± 5.4 0.03 

CES-D 12.4 ± 10.4 11.2 ± 9.1 12.5 ± 5.2 0.81 16.1 ± 11.1 13.2 ± 8.3 15.5 ± 6.8 0.32c 

PCS  8.8 ± 9.9 4.9 ± 5.1 7.2 ± 6.5 0.05c 11.6 ± 10.2 9.0 ± 8.6 6.0 ± 5.2 0.22 

Abbreviations: ANOVA analysis of variance, G1 Taxane as prescribed, G2 neuropathy-related DR/PD, G3 DR/PD due other reasons, 

SD Standard deviation, BMI Body mass index, CCI  Charlson Comorbidity Index, ADS Anticholinergic Drug Scale, CIPN 

Chemotherapy-induced peripheral neuropathy, PHQ Pain History Questionnaire, BPI Brief Pain Inventory, NPSI Neuropathic Pain 

Symptom Inventory, Fact-Taxane Functional Assessment of Cancer Therapy-Taxane, SF-MPQ-2 Short-form McGill Pain 

Questionnaire-2, TENS Transcutaneous Electrical Nerve Stimulation, QST Quantitative sensory testing, CDT Cold detection threshold, 

WDT Warm detection threshold, CPT Cold pain threshold, HPT Heat pain threshold, VDT Vibration detection threshold, MDT 

Mechanical detection threshold, KPS Karnofsky Performance Status, TUG Timed Up and Go test, SPPB Short Physical Performance 

Battery protocol, FACT-G Functional Assessment of Cancer Therapy-general, PSQI Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index, FACIT-Fatigue 

Functional Assessment of Chronic Illness Therapy-Fatigue Scale, CES-D Center for Epidemiologic Studies-Depression scale, PCS 

Pain Catastrophizing Scale 
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aCollège d'enseignement général et professionnel only in Quebec (Canada) two or three years of education after secondary school and 

before university, bNab-paclitaxel and paclitaxel are collapsed, cHomogeneity of variance assumption was violated, Welch F test was 

used, ⸸Post-hoc test shows Group 3 received more Gabapentin/Pregabalin than Group 1 and 2, p <0.5. 
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TABLE 3. Binomial logistic regression of factors associated with neuropathy-related DR/PD 

     

 B S.E. Wald p Odds Ratio 95% CI for Odds Ratio 

Predictors       Lower Upper 

Taxane molecule (paclitaxela) 4.32 1.72 6.28 0.01 75.05 2.56 2197.96 

Age 0.04 0.08 0.25 0.62 1.04 0.89 1.21 

T0 - KPS -0.14 0.08 2.58 0.11 0.87 0.74 1.03 

T1 - KPS -0.26 0.06 0.21 0.64 0.97 0.87 1.10 

T0 - QST  

Foot CPT 

Hand CPT 

 

0.02 

-0.29 

 

0.07 

0.15 

 

0.06 

3.67 

 

0.81 

0.06 

 

1.02 

0.75 

 

0.88 

0.55 

 

1.17 

1.01 

T1 - QST  

Foot CPT 

Hand CPT 

 

-0.10 

0.49 

 

0.09 

0.23 

 

1.00 

4.80 

 

0.32 

0.03 

 

0.92 

1.64 

 

0.77 

1.05 

 

1.10 

2.56 

T0 TUG -0.39 0.54 0.51 0.47 0.68 0.23 1.97 

T1 TUG 0.10 0.40 0.06 0.81 1.10 0.51 2.42 

T0 SF-MPQ-2 neuropathic scale  -0.32 1.37 0,06 0.81 0.72 0.05 10.48 

T1 SF-MPQ-2 neuropathic scale 2.38 0.86 7.62 0.01 10.77 1.99 58.15 

T0 Fact-Taxane scale  -0.36 0.19 3.40 0.07 0.69 0.47 1.02 

T1 Fact-Taxane scale  -0.04 0.07 0.38 0.54 0.96 0.83 1.05 

T0 PCS Total score -0.33 0.14 5.29 0.02 0.72 0.54 0.95 

T1 PCS Total score -0.14 0.10 2.02 0.16 0.87 0.71 1.05 

Abbreviations:S.E. Standard error, KPS Karnofsky performance status, QST Quantitative sensory testing, CPT cold pain threshold, 

VDT vibration detection threshold, F-MPQ-2 Short-form McGill pain questionnaire-2, Fact-Taxane Functional assessment of cancer 

therapy-Taxane, PCS Pain catastrophizing scale 
aNab-paclitaxel and paclitaxel are collapsed; reference group is docetaxel  
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Excluded = 3

• Regimen change, no prescribed taxane = 2 

• Metastatic disease = 1 

Withdrew from study = 14

• Too burdensome, not enough energy to continue 

participation = 8

• No longer interested in participating = 5

• Other = 1 

Chemotherapy education class 

n = 709

Consent form to assess eligibility signed

n = 433

Contacted

n = 282

Not eligible (1st screening via chart review) = 105 

• Metastatic disease = 25

• Diabetes = 20 

• Not chemotherapy naïve = 17

• Not prescribed taxane = 15 

• Taxane already started = 14

• Other reasons =  14

Consented to participate

n = 154

Refusal to participate = 106

• Not enough time for first study assessment prior

to the start of chemotherapy or treatment plan 

changed = 30 

• Study seems too burdensome = 28

• Too tired, ill, or distressed = 12

• Not interested, no reason given = 11

• Personal or logistic reasons = 10

• No time to participate = 9

• Verbally agreed to participate but did not attend 

first study assessment, unable to recontact = 6

Not eligible upon recruitment call  = 22

• Taxane already started = 8

• Not prescribed taxane = 3

• Metastatic disease = 3

• Diabetes = 3

• Polyneuropathy = 2

• Not chemotherapy naïve = 2

• Unable to participate due to hospitalization= 1 

T0 

Assessment completed n = 148

T1 

Assessment completed n = 121

Excluded = 5

• Taxane already started = 2

• < 20 SOMC = 1 

• Metastatic disease = 1 

• Polyneuropathy = 1 

Withdrew before T0 assessment = 1  

T1 assessment not done = 10

• Unable to contact within assessment window = 7

• Side-effects, too ill = 2

• Other = 1

Eligible (1st screening via chart review)

n = 328

Not contacted = 46 

• Not enough time for first study assessment prior

to the start of chemotherapy = 34

• Unable to contact = 9 

• Other reasons = 3 

Figure 1. Flowchart summarizing participation, main exclusion and withdrawal reasons 
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