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ABSTRACT

Background :

Complex regional pain syndrome (CRPS) is a chronic pain condition characterised by
peripheral and central sensory and motor dysfunction. Implicit motor imagery is known to
be impaired in these patients, but evidence is still lacking for explicit motor imagery. Using a
self-rated questionnaire, this study aims to compare explicit motor imagery abilities
between individuals with CRPS, with chronic limb pain (CLP) and healthy controls and also

examine differences between affected and unaffected limbs.

Methods:
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In this single-centre observational study, 123 participants were recruited (CRPS = 40, chronic
limb pain, CLP = 40, and healthy individuals = 43). Participants completed the Movement
Imagery Questionnaire - Revised Second (MIQ-RS) once for each body side. The total MIQ-RS
score, and the kinesthetic and visual subscores were compared between groups and

between the affected and unaffected sides.

Results:

The MIQ-RS revealed no significant differences in explicit motor imagery abilities, neither
between groups nor between the affected and unaffected side. Null Hypothesis Bayesian
Testing on kinesthetic motor imagery abilities indicated a sevenfold likelihood of no
differences between groups and a more than fivefold likelihood of no differences between

sides.

Conclusion:
CRPS and chronic limb pain individuals showed preserved explicit motor imagery abilities,
notably on the pain side. The preservation of these abilities supports the recommendation of

mental imagery therapy to improve motor function and relieve pain in chronic pain patients.
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INTRODUCTION

Complex regional pain syndrome (CRPS) is a rare, debilitating condition that primarily affects
a single extremity and is characterised by pain that is disproportionate to the original injury
(M. C. Ferraro et al., 2024; Goebel et al., 2019). The International Association for the Study of
Pain (IASP) classifies CRPS as chronic primary pain in the ICD-11 and suggests that it may also
meet the criteria for non-disabling pain (Goebel et al., 2021; Harden et al., 2010a; Kosek et
al., 2021). The pathophysiology of CRPS involves complex interactions between immune-
mediated inflammatory responses, vasomotor changes, genetic factors, psychological
components and changes in the nervous system. These changes cause sensory, motor,
autonomic and trophic dysfunctions (Birklein et al., 2018; M. C. Ferraro et al., 2024) such as
allodynia or hyperalgesia, with 63% of patients experiencing a reduction in active movement
(Ott & Maihofner, 2018). Sensory and motor dysfunction are associated with cortical
changes, referred to as maladaptive plasticity (Ma et al., 2022; Shokouhi et al.,, 2018;

Zangrandi et al., 2021).

Engaging patients in active approaches improves motor recovery and promotes brain
plasticity (M. Ferraro et al., 2023; Harden et al., 2022; Smart et al., 2022). This has motivated
the use of motor imagery therapy, alone or in combination with other therapies, to activate
motor neural networks with reduced pain associated with physical movement (Lotze &
Moseley, 2022a). Motor imagery (MI) is a dynamic state in which individuals mentally
simulate specific actions or gestures without actually performing the movement (Decety,
1996; Moran et al., 2012). Motor imagery training has shown promise in improving function
and reducing pain by activating neural pathways similar to those used during actual

movement execution (M. Ferraro et al., 2023; Hardwick et al., 2018; Rios-Ledn et al., 2024).

Motor Imagery in CRPS, COHEN-AKNINE, 2023 3


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.02.23288051
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.02.23288051; this version posted June 25, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC 4.0 International license .

Despite various theoretical models proposing explanations for the motor imagery
phenomenon, such as the motor simulation theory and the effect imagery model, there is no

consensus on a definitive explanation {(Hurst & Boe, 2022; Solomon et al., 2022)

These therapies require patients to imagine their affected side in different modalities, and
assessment methods are heterogeneous, ranging from implicit tasks (lateral judgement) to
explicit tasks (self-report questionnaires, mental chronometry) detailing visual and
kinesthetic perspectives (Chepurova et al., 2022; Guillot & Collet, 2005). Previous studies
have shown that individuals with CRPS have significant deficits in explicit Ml compared to
healthy controls and their unaffected side (Breckenridge et al., 2019; Ravat et al., 2020).
Furthermore, a study by La Touche et al. (La Touche et al., 2019) showed that explicit Ml
difficulties are more pronounced in individuals with chronic low back pain than in
asymptomatic controls. However, explicit Ml abilities in people with CRPS are poorly

understood.

Consistent with the observed impairments in implicit motor imagery in patients with chronic
limb pain compared to healthy individuals and their unaffected limbs, we hypothesize that
CRPS patients will show specific deficits in explicit motor imagery abilities. This study
compares explicit motor imagery between CRPS patients, chronic limb pain patients, healthy

controls, and between affected and unaffected limbs.
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MATERIAL AND METHODS

Design

This was a prospective, single-centre, cross-sectional study conducted at the University
Hospital of Nimes (France). The study procedures complied with the ethical standards of the
competent committee for human experimentation (local ethics committee 2020-A02281-38
designated "Comité de Protection des Personnes, Sud Méditérrannée IV" on 8/12/2020) and
the Helsinki Declaration of 2013. The study protocol was registered on clinicaltrials.org on
11/01/2021 (NCT04703348). All individuals received an information letter and informed

consent was obtained from all individuals.

Participants and setting

Individuals with CRPS were recruited at the Department of Pain Medicine {CHU Nimes,
France) between January 2021 and October 2022. Pain specialists recruited patients based
on the verification of the presence of the Budapest and eligibility criteria. Patients with CRPS
were affected in either the upper or lower limb and on the dominant or non-dominant side.
Healthy individuals were recruited through a poster campaign among hospital staff. Patients
with chronic limb pain (CLP) were recruited and diagnosed at the Department of Physical
Medicine and Rehabilitation by specialists in physical medicine and rehabilitation. They were
included in the study if they had experienced limb pain for more than three months due to
conditions such as musculoskeletal disorders, chronic post-traumatic pain, or post-operative

pain, regardless of the underlying cause.

Inclusion criteria were: Age over 18 years, less than 150 minutes of moderate-to-vigorous

physical activity per week, and education up to high school graduation or equivalent.
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Patients with CRPS had to meet the diagnostic criteria set out in the Budapest criteria
(Harden et al., 2010b; Mesaroli et al., 2021). Both CRPS patients and those with chronic limb
pain needed to have experienced pain for at least three months. In addition, individuals
were excluded from the study if they met any of the following criteria CRPS secondary to
stroke, stellate block performed within three weeks prior to the interview, presence of a
central neurological disorder, diagnosis of chronic fibromyalgia or low back pain, pregnancy,
postpartum or lactation, visual impairment that interfered with the use of the MIQ-RS
questionnaire, history of limb amputation, previous experience with motor imagery practice,

or psychiatric illness.

To characterise the population age, sex, body mass index (BMI), upper and lower dominant

limb, education level, pain duration and physical activity level were recorded.

Protocol

Prior to assessing the eligibility criteria and obtaining informed consent from the physician,
individuals were asked to complete the Movement Imagery Questionnaire - Revised, Second
Edition (MIQ-RS) during the consultation. Age, weight, height, pain duration and limb
dominance (upper and lower) were self-reported. Patients were also asked to report their
level of physical activity on a three-point scale (less than 1 hour, between 1 and 1.5 hours,
and more than 1.5 hours of moderate to vigorous activity per week) and their level of
education on a six-point scale (from high school to PhD and beyond). The Movement
Imagery Questionnaire-Revised, Second Edition (MIQ-RS) was chosen for several reasons: its
suitability for patients with motor limitations (Gregg et al., 2010), its ability to measure

lateralised imagery scores (comparing left and right sides), its validation in French (Loison et
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al., 2013), and its acceptable reliability and reproducibility (Butler et al., 2012). Furthermore,
this questionnaire has been shown to correlate visual and kinesthetic scores with fMRI
signals in stroke patients (Confalonieri et al., 2012), although it has not yet been used in

patients with CRPS.

However, due to the Covid-19 pandemic, some individuals {60%) completed the
questionnaire via videoconference with an investigator. The questionnaires were audio-
recorded on REDCap®© (online questionnaire) (Floridou et al.,, 2022). Pain individuals
completed a self-rated questionnaire twice, starting with the right side and then answering
the left side, pausing if necessary. The session was administered in a single session, with no
follow-up. The expected heterogeneity in dominance, laterality and upper or lower limb

affected did not allow for randomisation.

QOutcome measures

The MIQ-RS is a validated self-rated questionnaire for the assessment of explicit motor
imagery (Butler et al.,, 2012; Gregg et al.,, 2010). It is a 14-item therapist-administered
questionnaire in which patients first perform a movement, e.g. raising the knee, followed by
visual and then kinesthetic motor imagery. Patients rate their abilities on a 7-point Likert
scale, ranging from "very easy to see/feel" (1 point) to "very hard to see/feel" (7 points). The
MIQ-RS offers two methods for scoring, as documented in the literature: the first method
involves the calculation of a total score and two subscores for Kinesthetic Motor Imagery
(KMI) and Visual Motor Imagery (VMI). The total possible score is 98, with each of the
subscores (KMl and VMI) having a maximum of 49 points (Rimbert et al.,, 2019).

Alternatively, the score can be derived by taking the mean of the responses for the total
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score and the two subscores on a 7-point Likert scale. There is no official cutoff point for
assessing explicit motor imagery abilities. However, based on the systematic review by
Mclnnes et al. (2016), explicit motor imagery abilities were categorized into three levels:
unable (scoring less than 48 out of 98), impaired (scoring between 49 and 73 out of 98), and

normal (scoring more than 74 out of 98).

The primary outcome of the study was the categorisation of motor imagery (Ml) abilities for
the three groups of participants. Secondary outcomes included differences in total and
subscores of the MIQ-RS between the groups and differences in scores on the unaffected
and affected sides within the CRPS and CLP groups.

No published results for this population were available for sample size calculation. Based on
previous research using the MIQ-RS in patients with chronic conditions such as chronic low
back pain, where La Touche et al. (La Touche et al.,, 2019) found an effect size of 0.57
between groups and aiming for 95% power with a beta risk of 0.80 to compare three groups,
GPower 3.1.9.7 was used to calculate the required sample size. The initial power calculation
suggested 33 individuals per group. However, to account for a potential 20% exclusion due
to eligibility criteria, the number was adjusted to 40 individuals per group. This adjustment

results in a total of 120 participants required for the study.

Data analysis

The softwares JASP © and R Studio © were used to perform the statistical analyses.

First, a frequentist statistical approach was used with significance set for a two-tailed a level
of 0.05. As data were not distributed normally, we used non-parametric signed-rank tests
and report median and interquartile range (IQR) with a 95% confidence interval. To assess
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the effect of group (CRPS vs. CLP vs. healthy) on motor imagery scores, we performed a
Kruskal-Wallis test. To assess the effect of pain on motor imagery scores across limbs
(unaffected vs. affected), we performed a Wilcoxon signed-rank test. Finally, we assessed

the dispersion of scores between groups using a coefficient of variation.

Secondly, we used a Null Hypothesis Bayesian Testing (NHBT) approach for the assessment
of evidence of a lack of difference (Kruschke, 2021; van Doorn et al., 2021). Specifically, we
calculated the Bayes factor (BFO1), which quantifies the likelihood of the null hypothesis
versus the alternative hypothesis (for example, BFO1 = 7.13 indicates that, given the data, no
difference is 7.13 times more likely than a difference). A Bayes factor between 5 and 10
indicates moderate evidence in favour of the null hypothesis (Quintana & Williams, 2018).
Levene's method was used to measure the equality of variances between the groups and
sides. This analysis was performed using JASP © software with a prior in favour of

differences between groups according to our hypothesis (van Doorn et al., 2021).

RESULTS

We screened 129 participants for inclusion, and 123 were included after exclusion and age
matching (40 participants in the CRPS and CLP group and 43 participants in the healthy
group). The main characteristics of the participants are described in Table 1 (further

demographic details are provided in Appendix S1).

F Test
LP RP. Health
Descriptive Statistics CLP Group CRPS Group ealthy Group (Kruskal-

(n=40) (n=40) (n=43)

P value

Wallis Test)
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Age, years median 49 [18.75] 54 [18.5] 47 [16]
2.72 0.082
[1QR] (1°* - 3" Quartile) (40.75-59.5) (43-61.5) (37-53)
BMI, kg/mz, median 25[8] 25.5 [6] 23 [6.5]
2.25 0.108
[IQR ] (1% - 3" Quartile) (22-30) (23-29) (21-27.5)
Pain Duration, month 12 [34] 9.5 [9]
NA 4.22 <0.01
[1QR] (1°* - 3" Quartile) (5.75-39.75) (6-15)
CLP Group CRPS Group | Healthy Group X2 Test P value
Men 17 (42.5%) 9 (22.5%) 16 (37.2%)
Sex 3.83 0.147
Women 23 (57.5%) 31(77.5%) 27 (62.8%)
Upper Right 39(99.5%) 35 (87.5%) 41 (95.3%)
3.62 0.160
dominant Left 1(0.5%) 5(12.5%) 2(4.7%)
Lower Right 26 (65%) 31(77.5%) 29 (67.5%)
1.67 0.432
dominant Left 14 (35%) 9 (22.5%) 14 (32.5%)
Right upper limb 13(32.5%) 7(17.5%) NA
Left upper limb 8 (20%) 6 (15%) NA
Affected side 4.09 0.252
Right lower limb 10 (25%) 11(27,5) NA
Left lower limb 9(22.5%) 16 (40%) NA
Test duration (in minutes) 13 14 14 2.17 0.338
Sub-groups of <1h 17 (42.5%) 32 (80%) 16 (37.2.%)
physical >1h - <1h30 7(17.5%) 4 (10%) 16 (37.2%)
23.05 <0.01
activity levels
>1h30 - <2h30 16 (40%) 4 (10%) 11 (25.6%)
per week
A level 13 (32.5%) 24 (60%) 2 (5%)
1 years of study after
5 (12.5%) 11 (27.5%) 5(11.5%)
A level
Sub-groups of
2 years of study after
education 5(12.5%) 3(7.5%) 10(23.1%) 46.56 <0.01
A level
levels
Bachelor degree 7 (17.5%) 2 (5%) 9 (20.9%)
Master’s Degree 7(17.5%) 0 (0%) 11 (25.5%)
Ph.D and higher 3(7.5%) 0 (0%) 6 (14%)
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Table 1: Participant demographic characteristics. Data are presented as medians for
continuous variables and as numbers and percentages for categorical variables in each

group.

Identification of Motor Imagery abilities

The MIQ-RS total scores for participant with complex regional pain syndrome, chronic limb
pain and matched healthy participants showed high heterogeneity. This variability meant
that groups of participants could not be categorised as having no, impaired or normal motor
imagery ability based on the MIQ-RS total scores for both the healthy and painful side (Fig.

1).

Indeed, if we apply the classification proposed by Mclnnes et al. (Mclnnes et al., 2016),
which was developed based on participants with brain lesions, it appears that all groups,
including those with complex regional pain syndrome, chronic limb pain and healthy
participants, show impairments (between 49 and 73) in explicit motor imagery even in
unaffected side (Appendix S1, Table S2). The median values of the MIQ-RS Total scores for

the affected side and the unaffected side are shown in Appendix S1 (Table S2).
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Figure 1 : Violin plot of categorisation of total MIQ-RS scores between complex regional pain
syndrome, chronic limb pain and healthy groups

Between-Individuals coefficient of variation

The coefficient of variation between individuals for the CRPS group is 24.53% for the
affected side and 22.52% for the unaffected side. For the CLP group, the coefficient of
variation is 18.13% for the affected side and 19.05% for the unaffected side. For the healthy
group, the coefficient of variation is 15.84% for the right side and 17.85% for the left side.
These results show a high dispersion of results, especially for the CRPS group, but with

consistency between the affected and unaffected side for the pain groups.

Comparison of Ml abilities between groups

There were no statistical differences between the three groups for the MIQ-RS total mean

score (H(2) = 1.795, p = 0.408, n? = -0.002) (Figure 2), the kinesthetic mean subscore (H(2) =
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0.936, p = 0.626, n? = -0.009), or the visual mean subscore (H(2) = 4.175, p = 0.124, n> =

0.018) (Appendix S1, Table S3).

L

MIQ-RS Score (/7 points)

2

o BFg =2.57 BF;, =7.28 BFy; = 1.07

MIQ-RS Total MIQ-RS KMI MIQ-RS VMI
Sub-scores

GROUP cp [] cres [ | HeaTHY

Figure 2: Violin plots of MIQ-RS mean scores between complex regional pain syndrome,
chronic limb pain and healthy groups with Bayesian null hypothesis tests (BFO1) between
groups.

Comparison of Ml abilities between the affected and unaffected sides

Complex regional pain syndrome Group analysis

There was no statistical difference between the affected side and the unaffected side for the
MIQ-RS total mean score (W = 347.500, p = 0.826, r = 0.148), kinesthetic mean subscore (W
= 377.000, p = 0.706, r = 0.086) and visual mean subscore (W = 272.500, p = 0.0881, r =

0.0187).The results are summarised in Appendix S1 (Table S4).

Motor Imagery in CRPS, COHEN-AKNINE, 2023 13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.02.23288051
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.02.23288051; this version posted June 25, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC 4.0 International license .

Chronic limb pain group analysis

There was also no statistical difference between the affected side and the unaffected side
for the MIQ-RS total mean score (W = 343.500, p = 0.910, r = 0.148), kinesthetic mean
subscore (W = 372.500, p = 0.983, r = 0.334) and visual mean subscores (W = 317.500, p =

0.514, r =0.006) in the CLP group (Appendix S1, Table S4).

The complete inferential statistical analysis can be found in the Supplementary Information

document (Appendix S2 in html).

Bayesian Null Hypothesis Testing

Frequentist analysis showed no significant differences between the groups or between the
affected and unaffected sides. Therefore, a Bayesian null hypothesis testing approach was

used to draw conclusions about the null hypothesis and group similarities (Kruschke, 2021).

Thus, we confirmed the absence of between-group differences in explicit motor imagery
abilities with moderate evidence for the null hypothesis (BFo; > 5), specifically in Kinesthetic

Motor Imagery (KMI) with a Bayesian factor of 7.28, as detailed in Appendix S1 (Table S5).

We also confirmed the absence of differences in explicit motor imagery abilities between the
affected and unaffected side in both the CRPS and CLP groups, with moderate evidence for

the null hypothesis (BFp; > 5). Details are provided in Appendix S1 (Table S6).

This indicates that chronic pain does not affect explicit motor imagery abilities as assessed

by the MIQ-RS (Fig. 2).
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In simpler terms, our analysis suggests that there is a 7-fold probability that there are no
differences in kinesthetic motor imagery abilities between the groups. Similarly, when
comparing motor imagery (both kinesthetic and visual) between the unaffected side and the
affected side in individuals with complex regional pain syndrome and chronic limb pain,

there is also a five-fold probability that no differences exist.

However, we could not confirm the similarity between groups for the total and visual mean

subscores.

DISCUSSION

In this study we observed high inter-individual variability, with dispersion around the group
medians ranging from 15% to 25% for total explicit motor imagery scores. There were no
significant differences between groups or between the affected and unaffected side. A
secondary analysis showed similar explicit motor imagery abilities between groups and
between the affected and unaffected side. The significance of these findings will be

discussed below.

First, our study revealed significant variability in explicit mental imagery abilities between
participants, consistent with the broader spectrum of explicit imagery vividness identified in
the literature, ranging from aphantasia to hyperphantasia, as reported by Zeman (Zeman,
2024). The MIQ-RS was unable to discriminate between healthy and painful individuals,
suggesting that it may not effectively capture explicit motor imagery at the group level. The

observed heterogeneity between individuals in explicit motor imagery abilities does not
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reflect changes in these abilities over time, nor does it allow us to understand the dynamics,
i.e. whether individuals suffering from chronic pain had the ability to engage in explicit
mental imagery prior to the onset of chronic pain. However, our results show that patients
with chronic pain exhibit greater variability in ability compared to healthy individuals, a
pattern consistent with the theory of pain-sensorimotor interactions (Murray & Sessle,
2024). This theory highlights the influence of biological, psychological and social factors on
changes in sensorimotor behaviour in patients with chronic pain. Similarly, our findings
suggest that the heterogeneity observed in sensorimotor changes may also extend to explicit

motor imagery abilities.

Secondly, the absence of differences between groups for total mean scores and visual mean
subscores was not confirmed by our Bayesian Null Hypothesis Testing. This may suggest that
factors such as age may differentially affect explicit motor imagery abilities. Indeed,
performance on implicit motor imagery tasks has been shown to be influenced by age (Muto
et al., 2022). However, for explicit motor imagery tasks, age appears to differentially affect
performance, with younger individuals showing greater visual dominance while older
individuals showing stronger kinesthetic abilities, as differences are observed across
different task types (Saimpont et al., 2015; Subirats et al., 2018). Furthermore, the brain
areas involved in the modalities of motor imagery tasks differ (Lotze & Moseley, 2022b).
Implicit and explicit motor imagery tasks activate similar areas, particularly in the beta band
frequency of electroencephalography, but implicit tasks are less spatially specific and more
intense than explicit tasks, suggesting different ways of mobilising sensorimotor areas
(Osuagwu & Vuckovic, 2014). However, individuals can perform hand laterality judgment
tasks (explicit motor imagery) without using a motor imagery-based strategy (Mibu et al.,

2020). Furthermore, kinesthetic tasks have shown greater brain activation and correlation
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with brain areas in fMRI than visual modalities (Confalonieri et al., 2012; Lee et al., 2019).

These findings provide additional confidence in our results.

Third, our findings contrast with previous studies that have identified effects of chronic pain
on explicit motor imagery abilities (La Touche et al., 2019). In such studies, participants with
chronic LBP exhibited more catastrophizing than healthy controls, with previous research
showing a significant interaction between motor imagery and levels of catastrophizing
(Moseley et al., 2008). Furthermore, a pilot study showed that stress conditions affect
implicit but not explicit motor imagery abilities in healthy individuals (Schlatter et al., 2020),
and it is well documented that participants with chronic pain report higher levels of stress
(Mills et al., 2019). Furthermore, cognitive factors have been shown to influence implicit
motor imagery tasks (Pelletier et al., 2018). These results could explain our discrepancy by
highlighting the importance of the interaction between psychological factors and motor

imagery abilities.

Motor imagery tasks target the same brain networks as voluntary motor movements and
motor imagery therapy has been shown to be effective in improving neuronal excitability
and synaptic conductance in both healthy and pathological individuals (Bowering et al.,
2013; Decety, 1996; Lotze & Moseley, 2022a; Rios-Ledn et al., 2024; Ruffino et al., 2017).
Interestingly, CRPS participants show no change in motor planning when engaged in object
affordance tasks (Ten Brink et al., 2024), suggesting that motor imagery may represent a
more conscious experience of motor planning, as described by the perceptual-cognitive
model (Hurst & Boe, 2022). This finding highlights the potential of explicit motor imagery as
an entry point for rehabilitation aimed at improving motor performance and reducing pain.

However, engaging in explicit motor imagery tasks can induce pain and sudomotor
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symptoms in patients with complex regional pain syndrome (CRPS), suggesting the need for
a graduated approach to exposure even during motor imagery therapy sessions {(Moseley et

al., 2008).

Explicit imagery training is the second stage of Graded Motor Imagery (GMI) therapy, which
consists of three phases: starting with implicit motor imagery tasks, progressing to explicit
motor imagery tasks, and ending with mirror therapy. The sequence of these phases is
thought to be important for the benefits of the therapy (Lotze & Moseley, 2022b; Moseley,
2005). Despite its effectiveness, GMI shows inconsistent results, which could be explained by
the interindividual variability observed in our study and previously described by others
(Méndez-Rebolledo et al., 2017; Smart et al., 2022). Individuals with lower explicit motor
imagery abilities could exhibit hypoactivation, which could explain a form of motor disuse or
dysfunction (Kantak et al., 2022; Punt et al., 2013). Consequently, assessment of motor
imagery vividness using more inclusive tools than the MIQ-RS could allow tailoring of
rehabilitation programmes to individual needs prior to mirror therapy. This personalised
approach could effectively address the different subtypes of CRPS and improve recovery

outcomes (Knudsen et al., 2023; Mangnus et al., 2023).

All in all, our results suggest that chronic pain affects cortical function and structure {(Yang &
Chang, 2019) differently depending on the processes involved in motor behaviour, the type
of pain, the presence of psychological factors or individual behavioral strategies related to
motor imagery. Our findings are consistent with the notion of reciprocal changes in motor
behaviour and plasticity induced by chronic pain, as well as clinical recovery and plasticity
induced by exercise (Hodges & Smeets, 2015; Kourosh-Arami & Komaki, 2023; Merkle et al.,

2020).
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Limitations include the non-random order of questionnaire completion and the aggregation
of upper, lower and spinal motor imagery scores in the calculation of the MIQ-RS score,
which may have masked specific limb scores. Furthermore, the lack of homogeneity of the
subgroups in terms of physical activity level, education level, and pain duration may have
biased our results, although all participants were inactive {physical activity less than 2.5
hours per week) and all pain groups were chronic {pain duration more than three months).
Educational level appears to be a predictor of pain chronicity (Prego-Dominguez et al., 2021),
and despite the lower educational level in the pain groups, there were no differences in
motor imagery abilities, which may mitigate the recruitment bias in our study. Our study did
not assess pain intensity, which could have revealed potential sources of bias in different

subtypes of chronic pain patients (Knudsen et al., 2023).

Future research should pursue a deeper understanding of the efficacy mechanisms
underlying different motor imagery training tasks (explicit, implicit, external, internal) in
patients with complex regional pain syndrome (Diers, 2019), using more objective measures
such as brain imaging in longitudinal research designs. In addition, exploring patient
identification methods for personalised interventions, similar to those explored in chronic
low back pain research (Simula et al., 2020), may help to identify individuals suitable for

specific interventions {Mangnus et al., 2023).

CONCLUSION

Individuals with CRPS and chronic limb pain showed high inter-individual variability in explicit

motor imagery tasks, similar to that observed in healthy people, with preserved abilities
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between groups and sides. This supports the recommendation of mental imagery therapy to

improve motor function and reduce pain in chronic pain patients.
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Appendix S1

Participants demographic characteristics

GROUP | AGE | SEX UPPER LOWER BMI DIPLOMA LEVEL OF PAIN PAIN PATHOLOGY
DOMINANT | DOMINANT PHYSICAL DURATION SIDE
ACTIVITY
HEALTHY | 21-25 | Male Right right 21 Master’s Degree >1h30 of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 26-30 | Male Right right 18 2 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to
level high level per week
HEALTHY | 31-35 | Male Right left 22 2 years of study after A >1h30 of moderate to
level high level per week
HEALTHY | 36-40 | Male Right right 21 Bachelor degree >1h30 of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 36-40 | Male Right right 29 Master’s Degree >1h30 of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 36-40 | Male Right right 22 A Level / High School >1h and <1h30 of
diploma or equivalent moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 36-40 | Male Right left 20 2 years of study after A >1h30 of moderate to
level high level per week
HEALTHY | 36-40 | Male Right right 30 Bachelor degree < 1h of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 46-50 | Male Right right 23 Master’s Degree < 1h of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 51-55 | Male Right right 30 Ph.D. and higher < 1h of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 51-55 | Male Right left 25 1 years of study after A >1h and <1h30 of
level moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 51-55 | Male Right right 25 Master’s Degree >1h30 of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 56-60 | Male Right right 27 Ph.D. and higher < 1h of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 56-60 | Male Right left 29 Ph.D. and higher >1h and <1h30 of
moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 66-70 | Male Right left 31 Ph.D. and higher >1h30 of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 66-70 | Male Right right 24 1 years of study after A >1h and <1h30 of
level moderate to high level
per week
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HEALTHY | 21-25 | Female | Right right 20 2 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to
level high level per week
HEALTHY | 31-35 | Female | Right right 20 Ph.D. and higher >1h and <1h30 of
moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 31-35 | Female | Right left 39 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to
level high level per week
HEALTHY | 31-35 | Female | Right left 27 1 years of study after A >1h and <1h30 of
level moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 36-40 | Female | Left right 21 Ph.D. and higher >1h and <1h30 of
moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 36-40 | Female | Right right 36 Bachelor degree >1h30 of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 36-40 | Female | Right right 20 Bachelor degree >1h30 of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 36-40 | Female | Right right 19 Bachelor degree < 1h of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 36-40 | Female | Right right 29 2 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to
level high level per week
HEALTHY | 41-45 | Female | Right right 21 Master's Degree >1h and <1h30 of
moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 41-45 | Female | Right right 24 Master's Degree < 1h of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 46-50 | Female | Right left 21 Bachelor degree < 1h of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 46-50 | Female | Right right 21 2 years of study after A >1h and <1h30 of
level moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 46-50 | Female | Right right 20 2 years of study after A >1h and <1h30 of
level moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 46-50 | Female | Right right 28 2 years of study after A >1h and <1h30 of
level moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 46-50 | Female | Right right 25 Master’s Degree >1h30 of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 46-50 | Female | Right right 23 Master’s Degree < 1h of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 46-50 | Female | Right left 23 Master’s Degree >1h and <1h30 of
moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 51-55 | Female | Right right 21 Master’s Degree < 1h of moderate to

high level per week
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HEALTHY | 51-55 | Female | Right left 21 Bachelor degree >1h and <1h30 of
moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 51-55 | Female | Left left 20 Master’s Degree >1h and <1h30 of
moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 51-55 | Female | Right right 24 Bachelor degree < 1h of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 56-60 | Female | Right left 28 2 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to
level high level per week
HEALTHY | 61-65 | Female | Right right 28 Bachelor degree < 1h of moderate to
high level per week
HEALTHY | 61-65 | Female | Right right 25 A Level / High School >1h and <1h30 of
diploma or equivalent moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 61-65 | Female | Right left 23 1 years of study after A >1h and <1h30 of
level moderate to high level
per week
HEALTHY | 61-65 | Female | Right left 21 2 years of study after A >1h30 of moderate to
level high level per week
CRPS 31-35 | Male Right right 40 2 years of study after A >1h and <1h30 of 4 Right
level moderate to high level Lower
per week Limb
CRPS 36-40 | Male Right left 26 A Level / High School >1h and <1h30 of 7 Right
diploma or equivalent moderate to high level Lower
per week Limb
CRPS 46-50 | Male Right right 24 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 8 Left
level high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 46-50 | Male Right right 30 2 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 8 Right
level high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 51-55 | Male Right right 20 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 6 Right
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 56-60 | Male Right right 29 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 8 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 61-65 | Male Right right 26 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 19 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 61-65 | Male Right right 28 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 5 Right
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 66-70 | Male Right left 30 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 15 Left
level high level per week Lower

Limb
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CRPS 21-25 | Female | Left left 21 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 13 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 26-30 | Female | Right left 19 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 1 Left
level high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 31-35 | Female | Right right 23 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 15 Right
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 31-35 | Female | Right right 29 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 13 Left
level high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 31-35 | Female | Right right 23 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 10 Right
level high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 36-40 | Female | Right right 20 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 21 Right
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 36-40 | Female | Right right 24 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 7 Right
level high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 41-45 | Female | Left right 24 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 12 Left
level high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 41-45 | Female | Right right 30 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 6 Right
level high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 46-50 | Female | Left right 23 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 90 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 46-50 | Female | Right right 25 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 32 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 46-50 | Female | Right left 30 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 36 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 46-50 | Female | Right right 18 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 10 Right
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 51-55 | Female | Right left 26 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 11 Left
level high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 51-55 | Female | Left left 35 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 13 Right
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 51-55 | Female | Right right 22 Bachelor degree >1h30 of moderate to 3 Right
high level per week Upper

Limb
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CRPS 51-55 | Female | Right left 30 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 10 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 51-55 | Female | Right right 23 A Level / High School >1h and <1h30 of 26 Right
diploma or equivalent moderate to high level Lower
per week Limb
CRPS 51-55 | Female | Left left 26 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 6 Left
level high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 56-60 | Female | Right right 40 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 6 Right
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 56-60 | Female | Right right 27 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 9 Right
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 56-60 | Female | Right right 29 Bachelor degree < 1h of moderate to 11 Right
high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 56-60 | Female | Right right 22 2 years of study after A >1h30 of moderate to 30 Left
level high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 61-65 | Female | Right right 19 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 5 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 61-65 | Female | Right right 28 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 3 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 61-65 | Female | Right right 30 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 8 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 61-65 | Female | Right right 25 1 years of study after A >1h and <1h30 of 8 Left
level moderate to high level Lower
per week Limb
CRPS 71-75 | Female | Right right 26 A Level / High School >1h30 of moderate to 35 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 71-75 | Female | Right right 21 A Level / High School >1h30 of moderate to 46 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CRPS 81-85 | Female | Right right 24 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 7 Left
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper
Limb
CRPS 81-85 | Female | Right right 23 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 6 Right
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CLP 18-21 | Male Right left 18 A Level / High School >1h30 of moderate to 5 Right Cruciate ligament
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower surgery

Limb
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CLP 26-30 | Male Right right 30 Bachelor degree >1h and <1h30 of 2 Left Severe sprain
moderate to high level Upper
per week Limb
CLP 31-35 | Male Right right 30 A Level / High School >1h and <1h30 of 54 Right menisectomy
diploma or equivalent moderate to high level Lower
per week Limb
CLP 31-35 | Male Left left 41 Master’s Degree >1h30 of moderate to 48 Left Arthrosis
high level per week Lower
Limb
CLP 36-40 | Male Right right 30 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 15 Right Wrist pseudarthrosis
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 41-45 | Male Right left 48 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 100 Right femoro acetabular
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower conflict
Limb
CLP 41-45 | Male Right left 21 Bachelor degree >1h30 of moderate to 26 Left Tendinopathy
high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 41-45 | Male Right right 24 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 8 Right Acromioclavicular
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper disjunction
Limb
CLP 46-50 | Male Right left 26 Master’s Degree < 1h of moderate to 3 Left collarbone fracture
high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 46-50 | Male Right left 28 Ph.D. and higher < 1h of moderate to 60 Left osteonecrosis
high level per week Lower
Limb
CLP 51-55 | Male Right right 24 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 7 Right thumb ligamentoplasty
level high level per week Upper D
Limb
CLP 51-55 | Male Right left 26 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 12 Right Carpal tunnel
level high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 56-60 | Male Right left 27 1 years of study after A >1h30 of moderate to 35 Right epicondylitis
level high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 66-70 | Male Right right 30 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 60 Right Total Hip Replacement
level high level per week Lower
Limb
CLP 71-75 | Male Right right 22 A Level / High School >1h30 of moderate to 12 Right Tendinopathy
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 76-80 | Male Right right 28 A Level / High School >1h30 of moderate to 0,5 Left Infection
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CLP 76-80 | Male Right left 25 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 18 Left Arthrosis
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower

Limb
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CLP 26-30 | Female | Right right 24 2 years of study after A >1h30 of moderate to 8 Left Meniscal tear
level high level per week Lower
Limb
CLP 26-30 | Female | Right left 31 Master’s Degree >1h30 of moderate to 37 Right Wrist fracture
high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 31-35 | Female | Right right 20 2 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 12 Right Ankle instability
level high level per week Lower
Limb
CLP 36-40 | Female | Right right 19 Master’s Degree >1h30 of moderate to 12 Right Femoro patellar
high level per week Lower syndrome
Limb
CLP 36-40 | Female | Right right 24 A Level / High School >1h and <1h30 of 72 Left Tendinopathy
diploma or equivalent moderate to high level Upper
per week Limb
CLP 41-45 | Female | Right right 25 2 years of study after A >1h and <1h30 of 12 Right Tendinopathy
level moderate to high level Upper
per week Limb
CLP 46-50 | Female | Right right 18 A Level / High School >1h30 of moderate to 3 Right leg fracture and
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower cruciate ligament tear
Limb
CLP 46-50 | Female | Right right 24 Bachelor degree >1h and <1h30 of 6 Left intra synovial kyste
moderate to high level Lower
per week Limb
CLP 46-50 | Female | Right right 32 Master’s Degree >1h30 of moderate to 10 Right Tendinitis
high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 46-50 | Female | Right right 39 Master's Degree < 1h of moderate to 5 Right malleolus fracture and
high level per week Lower sprain
Limb
CLP 46-50 | Female | Right left 22 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 15 Left Rotator cuff
diploma or equivalent high level per week Upper tendinopathy
Limb
CLP 46-50 | Female | Right right 41 Master's Degree >1h30 of moderate to 100 Right Tendinopathy
high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 51-55 | Female | Right right 22 1 years of study after A < 1h of moderate to 7 Left Finger drop
level high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 51-55 | Female | Right right 27 Ph.D. and higher >1h and <1h30 of 48 Left Rhizarthrosis
moderate to high level Upper
per week Limb
CLP 56-60 | Female | Right right 20 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 60 Left Arthroscopy
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower
Limb
CLP 56-60 | Female | Right right 24 2 years of study after A >1h30 of moderate to 8 Left Fracture
level high level per week Upper

Limb
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CLP 56-60 | Female | Right left 23 Ph.D. and higher >1h30 of moderate to 1 Right wrist fracture and
high level per week Upper disjunction
Limb
CLP 61-65 | Female | Right left 26 A Level / High School < 1h of moderate to 12 Left Total Knee
diploma or equivalent high level per week Lower Replacement
Limb
CLP 61-65 | Female | Right right 29 2 years of study after A >1h30 of moderate to 10 Right Carpal tunnel
level high level per week Upper
Limb
CLP 66-70 | Female | Right left 22 Bachelor degree < 1h of moderate to 100 Left Knee arthrosis
high level per week Lower
Limb
CLP 71-75 | Female | Right right 22 Bachelor degree >1h and <1h30 of 2,5 Right Bimalleolar fracture
moderate to high level Lower
per week Limb
CLP 71-75 | Female | Right right 22 Bachelor degree >1h30 of moderate to 5 Right Rotator cuff
high level per week Upper tendinopathy
Limb
CLP 81-85 | Female | Right right 39 Bachelor degree < 1h of moderate to 24 Right Arthrosis
high level per week Lower

Limb
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Groups Total MIQ-RS score : Total MIQ-RS score :
Median [I?QR] affected side unaffected side
CRPS 74 [24] 71 [21.25]
CLP 77.5[16.25] 74 [20.25]
Total MIQ-RS score : Total MIQ-RS score :
right side left side
Healthy 76 [18.5] 72 [21]

Table S2 : Total MIQ-RS scores for complex regional pain syndrome, chronic limb pain and
healthy groups, side by side. Data are presented as median and interquartile range (IQR).

Groups CLP CRPS Healthy P value
Median [IQR]
5.54[1.16 5.29[1.71 5.36 [1.32
MIO-RS [1.16] [1.71] [1.32] 108
Total Mean (4.84-6) (4.29-6) (4.75-6.1)
5.21[1.36 5.01 [2.04 5.29[2.14
MIO-RS [1.36] [2.04] [2.14] e
KMI Mean (4.64-6) (3.86-5.89) (3.86-6)
5.93[1.18 5.5[1.39 6[1.5
MIO-RS [1.18] [1.39] [1.5] 1o
VMI Mean (5.29-6.46) (4.64-6.04) (5-6.5)

Table S3 : MIQ-RS mean scores for complex regional pain syndrome, chronic limb pain and
healthy group. Data are presented as median and interquartile range (IQR).

Affected Side Unaffected Side P value
Gr_oups
Median [IQR] Complex Regional Pain Syndrome group
5.29[1.71 5.07[1.51
MIQ-RS 7 45 0.826
Total Mean (4.29-6) (4.36-5.88)
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MIQ-RS 0.706
KMI Mean (3.86-5.89) (4.04-5.71)
] 5.5 [1.39] 5.29 [1.21]
MIQ-RS 0.881
VMI Mean (4.64-6.04) (4.79-6)
Chronic limb pain group
MIQ-RS 5.54[1.16] 5.29 [1.45]
0.910
Total Mean (4.84-6) (4.63-6.01)
MIQ-RS 5.21[1.36] 5.14 [1.46]
0.983
KMI Mean (4.64-6) (4.54-6)
MIQ-RS 5.93[1.18] 5.86 [1.39]
0.514
VMI Mean (5.29-6.46) (4.93-6.32)

Table S4 : MIQ-RS mean subscores between the affected and unaffected side in patients
with chronic limb pain (CLP). Data are presented as median and interquartile range (IQR).

Table S5 : MIQ-RS mean subscores between the CRPS, CLP and healthy groups. Scores
are expressed as Bayesian Factor BFys according to the Bayesian Null Hypothesis Testing

(* BFg1 > 5) BFOl

MIQ-RS

2.57
Total Mean
MIQ-RS

7.28*
KMI Mean
MIQ-RS

1.07
VMI Mean
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(* BFo1 >5) CRPS Group CLP Group

MIQ-RS

6.57* 6.65*
Total Mean
MIQ-RS

7.57* 6.74*
KMI Mean
MIQ-RS

5.84* 9.86*
VMI Mean

Table S6 : MIQ-RS mean subscores between the unaffected and affected side for the CRPS
and CLP groups. Scores are expressed as Bayesian Factor BFO1 according to the Bayesian
Null Hypothesis Testing.
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