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Abstract  

Headache is the most common type of pain following mild traumatic brain injury.  Roughly half 

of those with persistent post-traumatic headache (PPTH) also report neck pain which is 

associated with greater severity and functional impact of headache.  This observational cohort 

study aimed to identify biological phenotypes to help inform mechanism-based approaches in 

the management of PPTH with and without concomitant neck pain.  Thirty-three military 

Veterans (mean (SD) = 37±16 years, 29 males) with PPTH completed a clinical assessment, 

quantitative sensory testing, and magnetic resonance imaging of the brain and cervical spine. 

Multidimensional phenotyping was performed using a Random Forest analysis and Partitioning 

Around Medoids (PAM) clustering of input features from three biologic domains:  1) resting state 

functional connectivity (rsFC) of the periaqueductal gray (PAG), 2) quality and size of cervical 

muscles, and 3) mechanical pain sensitivity and central modulation of pain.  Two subgroups 

were distinguished by biological features that included forehead pressure pain threshold and 

rsFC between the PAG and selected nodes within the default mode, salience, and sensorimotor 

networks.  Compared to the High Pain Coping group, the Low Pain Coping group exhibited 

higher pain-related anxiety (p=0.009), higher pain catastrophizing (p=0.004), lower pain self-

efficacy (p=0.010), and greater headache-related disability (p=0.012).   Findings suggest that 

greater functional connectivity of pain modulation networks involving the PAG combined with 

impairments in craniofacial pain sensitivity, but not cervical muscle health, distinguish a clinically 

important subgroup of individuals with PPTH who are less able to cope with pain and more 

severely impacted by headache. 
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Introduction  

 Approximately 1.7 million individuals sustain a traumatic brain injury (TBI) requiring 

medical care each year in the United States, with nearly half of those hospitalized reporting 

residual disability one year later1,2. The majority of TBIs are classified as mild in severity and are 

characterized by post-concussive symptoms that can include headaches, musculoskeletal pain, 

dizziness, fatigue, sleep disturbances, and cognitive-emotional impairments1-3.  Post-traumatic 

headache (PTH) is the most common type of pain reported among civilian4 and veteran5 

populations with mild TBI, and nearly half of those who experience PTH report headache 

symptoms that persist 3 or more months after initial onset (i.e., persistent post-traumatic 

headache (PPTH))6.  Approximately half of individuals with PPTH also report co-occurring neck 

pain4,5,7 which has been associated with greater severity and functional impact of headache8.   

Despite the high prevalence of PPTH, clinical management varies widely9 and treatment 

outcomes are often poor10.  For example, individuals with PPTH frequently report that 

pharmacological interventions lack efficacy, and 87% of those receiving treatment in headache 

clinics or rehabilitation centers express dissatisfaction with their treatment status7.   

 Current treatment recommendations for PTH rely on guidelines for primary headache 

disorders due to a lack of evidence-based protocols for the management of secondary 

headaches following TBI11,12.  This approach is likely insufficient to address the complex etiology 

of PTH, which can include neurologic, mechanical, metabolic, and/or psycho-emotional effects 

of head trauma13-15.  PTH has a heterogeneous clinical presentation in which symptoms often 

resemble those of migraine but can also present as tension-type headache (TTH) or a mix of 

primary headache types7,16,17.  Migraine and TTH are attributed to different pathophysiologic 

processes thought to involve sensitization of the trigeminovascular system18 or myofascial 

tissues in the craniocervical region19, respectively.  In both types of primary headache, 

enhanced noxious signaling from sensitized peripheral tissues is thought to contribute to 

adaptations within the central nervous system that perpetuate spreading and chronification of 
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pain18,19.  Some have proposed that PPTH may also result from a neuropathic pain state 

involving peripheral sensitization of both trigeminal and cervical afferents coupled with 

nociplastic adaptions within the central nervous system13,20.   

  A growing body of evidence supports a role for nociplastic adaptations in pain sensitivity 

and functional connectivity of brain networks in the development and persistence of PTH.  

Several studies have used quantitative sensory testing to document localized mechanical 

hyperalgesia of craniocervical tissues in individuals with PPTH compared to headache-free 

controls with and without mild TBI, suggesting that PPTH involves regional sensitization of head 

and neck tissues21-24.  Other studies have documented differences in connectivity within and 

between functional brain networks known to be involved in pain processing that distinguish PTH 

from other types of headache and pain-free controls25,26.  Functional connectivity measures the 

strength of correlation between low frequency fluctuations in the blood oxygenation level-

dependent (BOLD) functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) signal that result from 

coordinated interactions between the spontaneous neural activity of anatomically distinct brain 

regions27.  Longitudinal data have demonstrated that alterations in functional connectivity of the 

periaqueductal gray (PAG), a region within the brainstem that plays a critical role in the 

descending pain modulation network28,29, predicts the development of PPTH following TBI30,31.  

Structural evidence further suggests that reduced axonal connectivity of the PAG in individuals 

with mild TBI is associated with the clinical severity of post-traumatic pain32.  Although existing 

studies have observed a wide variety of functional connectivity changes in PPTH25,33, some 

evidence supports attenuated connectivity of the PAG with both the default mode network 

(DMN)30 which regulates attention toward introspective thoughts and self-referential processing 

and the sensorimotor network (SMN)31 which discriminates and responds to sensory stimuli.  

The salience network (SN) is another network commonly studied in chronic pain disorders due 

to its role in coordinating responses to behaviorally relevant stimuli such as pain29.  Alterations 

in functional connectivity of the SN have been associated with changes in emotional regulation 
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following TBI34, however, the role of this network and its interaction with the PAG has not been 

studied in PPTH more specifically.   

 Brainstem regions including the PAG modulate activity of the trigeminal nucleus where 

there is convergence of afferent input from cerebrovascular, meningeal, and upper cervical 

structures35,36.  It has been suggested that noxious afferent input resulting from direct 

mechanical injury to cervical tissues during head trauma may contribute to PTH37-41.  This is 

supported by evidence that traumatic neck injuries such as whiplash associated disorder (WAD) 

share many of the distinguishing clinical features of post-concussive syndrome in patients with 

mild TBI, including headaches with concurrent neck pain that can persist for years after a 

traumatic injury42,43.  Patients with WAD show consistent evidence of reduced size and quality of 

cervical muscles that are not present in the acute phase of a traumatic neck injury and are not 

observed in individuals who recover from WAD or in those with chronic idiopathic (i.e., non-

traumatic) neck pain44,45.  Prevalent among patients with chronic WAD, muscle atrophy and fatty 

infiltrates are hallmarks of impaired muscle health caused by chronic disuse, peripheral 

denervation, and/or degeneration following traumatic injury45,46.  Although not directly 

investigated in the context of PPTH, these findings indicate that traumatized neck muscles 

exhibit maladaptive changes over time that may contribute to symptoms of persistent headache 

with concurrent neck pain.  

 Heterogeneity in the clinical presentation of PPTH and its pathophysiology is a major 

barrier for effective management of this disabling condition47,48.  Identification of biologically 

based phenotypes is a critical step in the development of interventions that better target the 

mechanisms responsible for PPTH, particularly among those who experience high impact 

headaches with co-occurring neck pain.  This study aimed to identify subgroups of individuals 

with PPTH who share common underlying impairments in functional connectivity of the PAG, 

cervical muscle health, pain sensitivity, and dynamic pain modulation.  We hypothesized that a 

subgroup of individuals with impaired cervical muscle health and craniocervical hyperalgesia 
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(peripheral impairments) combined with attenuated functional connectivity of the PAG and 

impaired pain modulation (central impairments) would report greater clinical severity of PPTH 

compared to individuals with impaired pain modulation in the absence of cervical muscle 

pathology.           

 

Materials and Methods 

Participants 

 A feasibility sample of 53 military Veterans with PPTH enrolled in this observational 

cohort study.  MRI scans were collected for a subset of 38 participants.  Five of these 

participants were excluded due to poor signal quality or technical issues during data collection.  

The final sample of 33 participants was powered to detect between-group differences having an 

effect size of 1.03 or larger with α=0.05 and power =0.80 (G*Power 3.1.9.7).  Veterans with 

PPTH were recruited by convenience through a Veteran TBI Registry and clinic flyers and 

mailed advertisements at the Veterans Administration San Diego Healthcare System 

(VASDHS).  Prospective participants were screened by telephone to determine eligibility.  

Criteria from the 2009 VA/Department of Defense (DOD) Clinical Practice Guidelines verified 

the occurrence and severity of TBI from electronic medical records49.  We defined PPTH using 

diagnostic criteria from the International Classification of Headache Disorders (ICHD-III)50, 

including both acute- (within 7 days) and delayed-onset (up to 12 months) of headaches which 

continued to persist for 3 or more months after a traumatic head injury and were still present at 

the time of enrollment. To ensure that the study sample reflected the natural variation in co-

occurring neck symptoms seen in the broader PPTH population, participants 18 to 60 years of 

age with a primary complaint of PPTH were enrolled regardless of the presence or severity of 

neck pain.  Individuals with a history of severe TBI or persistent head or neck pain prior to the 

first-identified TBI were excluded.  Additionally, we excluded those with widespread pain in 

multiple body regions other than the neck and head, and those reporting a lifetime history of 
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chronic pain due to injuries other than TBI.  Individuals with systemic (e.g., diabetes, lupus) or 

neurological (e.g., fibromyalgia, stroke) conditions potentially affecting sensation and those with 

major psychological conditions (e.g., bipolar disorder, psychosis) or with a current substance 

use disorder were also excluded. Due to well-documented effects of chronic opioid therapy on 

central pain processing51, those using opioids or other narcotic analgesics were excluded from 

participation and all other medications were recorded for analysis.  Finally, pregnant females 

and individuals with standard contraindications for MRI were excluded for safety.  These 

exclusion criteria were selected to minimize potential confounders while maintaining a valid 

representation of clinical characteristics that are prevalent among those with PPTH and may be 

important for phenotyping. 

 Eligible participants were scheduled for a single experimental session which included a 

semi-structured clinical interview followed by completion of demographic and clinical surveys, 

MRI scanning, and quantitative sensory testing by trained research personnel.  Participants 

were asked to refrain from using alcohol or analgesic medications 24-hours prior to testing 

except when medically contraindicated.  Written informed consent was obtained from all 

participants prior to study enrollment.  The study was conducted in accordance with procedures 

approved by the VASDH) Institutional Review Board and Research and Development 

Committee. 

 

Clinical Interview and Survey Assessments 

 Participants completed a clinical interview with an examiner trained to administer the 

Boston Assessment of TBI – Lifetime (BAT-L)52,53 and a semi-structured headache history for 

TBI adapted from prior literature16.  Following the clinical interview, participants completed 

sociodemographic and clinical surveys which were scored in the VA Research Electronic Data 

Capture (REDCap) platform.  Self-reported demographics included age, height, weight, sex, 

race/ethnicity, education, and branch of military service.     
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 The primary patient-reported outcome was headache-related disability measured by the 

Headache Impact Test (HIT-6).  The HIT-6 has been shown to be valid and reliable in the 

assessment of primary headache disorders with a minimal clinically important change (MIC) of 5 

points when anchored on either a 50% reduction in number of headache days or feeling 

much/very much improved following treatment54,55.  The PROMIS Pain Intensity Scale56 (3a 

Adult – v2.0) was also used to assess pain intensity for headaches and neck pain separately.  

General psychological symptoms including depressed and anxious mood (PROMIS 8a Adult – 

v1.0 for Depression and Anxiety57, respectively), exposure to wartime stressors (Combat 

Exposure Scale58), and post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD Checklist for DSM-559; PCL-5) 

were assessed using validated measures. Raw PROMIS scores were converted to norm 

referenced T-scores, with values greater than 50 indicating more severe pain intensity relative 

to populations with at least minimal pain and more severe anxiety and depressive symptoms 

relative to the general adult population.  Pain-related cognitive-emotional coping was evaluated 

using measures of anxiety and fear of pain (20-item Pain Anxiety Symptoms Scale60,61; PASS-

20), pain catastrophizing (Pain Catastrophizing Scale62; PCS), and self-efficacy for managing 

pain (Pain Self Efficacy Questionnaire63; PSEQ).    

 

MRI Image Acquisition and Processing 

 Participants completed a 60-min MRI acquisition session to collect brain and cervical 

images.  Scans were performed on a 3T GE Discovery MR750 (DV25) MRI System using a 

brain coil equipped with a cervical collar attachment (GE Signa Head Neck Spine Array (HNS) 

coil, SoundImaging Inc., no. 5341333).  At the end of the data acquisition session, participants 

were asked to rate the severity of headache, neck pain, pain in other body regions, 

anxiousness, and sleepiness experienced while in the scanner using separate numeric rating 

scales.   

 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 18, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313761doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313761
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Brain Imaging 

 Participants were asked to rest quietly with eyes open during collection of anatomical 

and functional scans.  Anatomical scans (MPRAGE) were collected with 208 sagittal slices (flip 

angle=8, TE= 2ms, TR=2500ms, TI=1060ms, acquisition matrix=320x320, reconstruction 

matrix=512x512, FOV=256mmx256mm, slice thickness=0.8mm, parallel imaging=2).  The 

resting state acquisition (T2* EPI) was collected in three separate runs with 60 axial slices (flip 

angle=52, TE= 30ms, TR=800ms, acquisition matrix=104x104, FOV=208mmx208mm, slice 

thickness=2mm, multiband=6).  The resting state seed-based analysis was performed using the 

standard afni resting state process pipeline through afni_proc.py (Appendix A). The primary 

region of interest (ROI) for the PAG was defined by a 3-mm radius sphere around MNI 

coordinates previously associated with altered PAG rsFC in primary migraine (2,-30,-6)64 and 

most closely aligned with coordinates identifying the dorsolateral PAG in prior studies65.  Based 

on prior literature66-68, extraction ROIs were selected within the default mode network (DMN: 

medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC), posterior cingulate cortex/precuneus (PCC),  subgenual 

anterior cingulate cortex (sgACC), lateral temporal cortex (LTC), inferior parietal cortex(IPC)), 

salience network (SN: temporoparietal junction (TPJ), anterior insula (aINS), dorsolateral 

prefrontal cortex (DLPFC), middle cingulate cortex (MCC)), and sensorimotor network (SMN: 

primary motor cortex (M1), primary sensory cortex (S1), supplementary motor area (SMA), 

thalamus, posterior insula (pINS), cerebellum).   

 

Cervical Imaging 

 Anatomical images of the cervical spine were obtained in supine using a high-resolution 

3D iterative decomposition of water and fat with echo asymmetry and least squares estimation 

(IDEAL) sequence69 to quantify fat and lean muscle.  Scans were acquired from the C1 to T1 

vertebral levels according to the following parameters: TR=1974, TE=16, FoV=25.6, acquisition 

and reconstruction matrix 256x256, and 1mm3 voxel size. Bilateral cervical muscle (longus colli 
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and capitus combined, cervical multifidus, obliquus capitus superior, and rectus capitus 

posterior major) volumes were extracted from 3D anatomical datasets using previously 

documented, semi-automated segmentation routines for spine muscles70-72. Whole muscle 

volumes were measured to account for postural and regional differences in muscle structure 

throughout the cervical spine across subjects. The fraction of fat within the muscle volume was 

calculated from 3D IDEAL images based on isolation of the independent contributions of water 

(Sw) and fat (SF) to the total MR signal. Fat fraction (FF) was then quantified using the following 

equation73: 𝐹𝐹𝐹𝐹 = 𝑆𝑆𝐹𝐹
𝑆𝑆𝑤𝑤+𝑆𝑆𝐹𝐹

.  Whole muscle volume and FF values did not significantly differ across 

right and left sides of the body, therefore, individual values for each marker of cervical muscle 

health were averaged across sides for each muscle.  Cervical MRI image processing was 

conducted by an assessor who was blind to the clinical characteristics and group status of study 

participants.           

        

Quantitative Sensory Testing (QST) 

Pain Sensitivity  

 A trained examiner who was blind to imaging outcomes quantified pain sensitivity using 

a hand-held digital algometer (AlgoMed; Medoc Advanced Medical Systems, Israel) to assess 

pressure pain threshold (PPT) at four regional test sites on the head and neck (forehead, 

temporalis muscle, cervical spine, upper trapezius) and one remote test site on the volar 

forearm.  Test sites were selected based on prior studies of PTH22,74.  To minimize accessory 

muscle activity during testing, participants sat upright in a chair with the back and arms fully 

supported and the position of the head stabilized by a second examiner.  Pressure stimuli were 

applied manually with a 1‐cm2 rubber‐tip algometer at a rate of 30 kPa/s22,74 using real-time 

force feedback visible only to the examiner.  Participants were instructed to press a response 

button at the exact moment the pressure sensation from the algometer started to feel 
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uncomfortable or slightly painful; the pressure at this moment was recorded and the mean of 2 

trials at each test site (90-sec interstimulus interval (ISI)) was recorded as the PPT.  Sites were 

tested in random order, and individual trials were repeated if pain intensity was rated greater 

than 2 on a numeric pain rating scale (NPRS)75,76 ranging from 0 (no pain) to 10 (worst pain 

imaginable).   PPT values did not significantly differ across right and left sides of the body for 

muscles tested bilaterally, therefore, individual values were averaged across sides for each test 

site.            

 

Dynamic Pain Modulation 

 Temporal summation (TS), quantified by the increase in pain intensity evoked by 

repeated application of a constant noxious stimulus, is considered a psychophysical correlate of 

centrally mediated wind-up in humans77.  The present study adapted a protocol with established 

reliability for assessing mechanical TS in healthy adults78.  Briefly, 10 consecutive pressure 

stimuli (application rate = 100kPa/sec, hold time = 1-sec hold, ISI = 1-sec) were applied to the 

right volar forearm using a handheld pressure algometer at a constant intensity equal to 1.5x the 

PPT assessed as described above for each participant.  Two trains of 10 stimuli were separated 

by a 2-min rest break.  Pain intensity was assessed during the first, fifth, and tenth trials of each 

train with a verbal numeric pain rating score (NPRS).  Mechanical TS was quantified as the 

difference between the NPRS from the first trial and the highest score from subsequent trials 

within each train.  TS values were averaged across both trains, with positive values indicating 

greater TS.                 

 

 Conditioned Pain Modulation (CPM) refers to the change in pain intensity experienced at 

a primary test site when a second noxious stimulus is applied to a remote body region; in 

humans, this test is thought to reflect the efficiency of diffuse noxious inhibitory controls, a 

widespread reduction in afferent nociceptive signaling modulated by serotonergic spino-
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brainstem-spinal pathways79.  We assessed CPM as the change in PPT (phasic test stimulus) 

for the right temporalis muscle immediately after submerging the left hand to wrist level in an 

8oC circulating water bath (cold pressor test; tonic conditioning stimulus) compared to an 

identical control condition using tepid water to account for the non-thermal sensory effects of 

hand immersion.  A sequential paradigm80 was used in which PPT was assessed twice (ISI = 

15-sec) for the temporalis muscle81 immediately upon withdrawing the hand from the water bath 

in each temperature condition.  The tepid condition was performed first to avoid carry over 

effects from the cold pressor response82.  Normalized CPM was calculated as: CPM (%) = 

(mean PPTTEPID – mean PPTCOLD) / mean PPTTEPID) * 100, such that negative values of CPM 

indicated more efficient endogenous pain inhibition80.  Measurement reliability has been found 

to be excellent using the cold pressor test as a conditioning stimulus for CPM83. 

 

Statistical Analyses 

Classification of Subgroups 

 Multidimensional phenotyping of the PTH cohort was performed with a Random Forest 

(RF) analysis and Partitioning Around Medoids (PAM) clustering of input features from 3 

biologic domains:  1) brain network connectivity with the PAG, 2) cervical muscle health, and 3) 

quantitative sensory tests of pain sensitivity and modulation. RF is a machine learning approach 

that can be used to identify data features that are most important for classifying individuals with 

a heterogenous clinical condition into subgroups who share similar distinguishing 

characteristics.  The RF is used as both a supervised and unsupervised learning method.  This 

analysis has previously been used to identify subtypes of primary migraine84 and is preferred to 

other analytic approaches using multiple features because it is less affected by intercorrelated 

variables.85  The RF procedure generates an ensemble of loosely correlated decision trees 

using bootstrapped samples of the original data with approximately one-third of the data 

remaining out-of-sample for each tree used to calculate misclassification (out-of-bag error).  The 
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magnitude of the decrease in accuracy when a variable is excluded from the prediction of 

subgroup membership indicates the importance of that variable. This is determined by 

permuting each variable one at a time in the out-of-sample data.  

 An initial unsupervised RF analysis was conducted by generating a proximity matrix that 

included all variables across all three measurement domains (46 input features).  The number of 

trees grown was 10000 and for every split in a tree, the RF selected a random subset of 7 

predictor variables.  Clustering with this proximity matrix and the PAM algorithm identified k=2 

PTH subgroups having the largest average silhouette coefficient 86 plotted across a range of 

possible subgroup numbers.  PAM is a clustering algorithm that is more robust to noise and 

outliers as compared to the more commonly used k-means algorithm.  Subgroups were 

visualized in two dimensions using a multidimensional scaling (MDS) plot to display the 

proximity between data points in multiple dimensions reflecting non-linear combinations of 

variables included in the analysis.   

 To reduce the number of data features and prevent overfitting, a supervised RF analysis 

was then used to identify which predictor variables were statistically important (p<0.10) by 

ranking variables based on their importance for discriminating between the two subgroups.  

Variable importance was quantified by the mean decrease in accuracy, which reflects the extent 

to which model accuracy for identifying subgroups would decrease if the variable were removed 

from the analysis. To reduce error from extraneous features in the classification model, a final 

supervised RF analysis including only the statistically important variables was used to assign 

subgroup membership prior to assessing model accuracy. Error for identifying each subgroup 

and overall out-of-bag error for distinguishing subgroups with the final RF algorithm were 

calculated.  Analyses to classify subgroups were performed with randomForest, rfPermute, and 

cluster packages in R version 4.2.0.87 
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Comparison of Subgroup Characteristics 

 Normality was assessed for all variables with the Shapiro-Wilks test and descriptive 

statistics were calculated as mean (SD) for parametric distributions and median (IQR) for 

nonparametric distributions.  Differences in sociodemographic and clinical characteristics were 

compared between PPTH subgroups using independent sample t-tests for approximately 

normal data. Mann Whitney U was used as a nonparametric test and categorical variables were 

compared with Fisher Exact tests.  Biologic features found to be important in differentiating 

PPTH subgroups were also compared using similar methods.  Clinical correlates of biologic 

features were assessed by Pearson or Spearman Rank correlations using the HIT-6 as the 

primary clinical outcome for headache-related disability.  Analyses used to compare subgroup 

characteristics and assess correlations with clinical outcomes were performed in SPSS version 

28.0 using a significance criterion of α=0.05.    

Results 

 Sociodemographic and TBI characteristics for the full PPTH cohort (N=33) and 

subgroups identified by classification of biologic features are provided in Table 1.  Consistent 

with other Veteran cohorts, participants were predominantly high school or college educated 

males ranging from 23 to 55 years of age.  The sample was racially and ethnically diverse and 

represented all branches of military service, with the majority being Non-Hispanic Caucasian 

Navy Veterans. Eighty-eight percent of the sample experienced more than one TBI during their 

lifetime.  The most significant TBI occurred between 1.5 to 32 years prior to enrollment, was 

most frequently attributed to a blunt head injury, and was classified as mild in severity for all 

participants.  There was wide variation in the lifetime cumulative severity of TBI (BAT-L score 

range = 2 to 12 points). Sociodemographic and injury characteristics did not differ between 

subgroups (Table 1).  There were also no significant differences in symptom severity on the day 
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of testing for headache (median (IQR) NPRS points = 2(4) vs. 0(3), p=0.235), neck pain (2(3) 

vs. 2(4), p=0.928), other body pain (2(3) vs. 1(3), p=0.842), anxiousness (2(4) vs. 0(3), 

p=0.181), or sleepiness (7(7) vs. 7(5), p=0.986) for Low Pain Coping vs. High Pain Coping 

groups, respectively.    

Subgroup Classifications 

 Two subgroups of individuals with PPTH were identified by the RF analysis and PAM 

clustering as shown by the MDS plot in Figure 1.  These two groups were labeled ‘High Pain 

Coping’ and ‘Low Pain Coping’ based on the distinguishing clinical characteristics described 

below.  The overall out-of-bag error for group classification was 6.1%, with less error in the 

classification of Low Pain Coping (0.0% classification error) compared to High Pain Coping 

(15.4% classification error) individuals. Figure 2 shows the biologic features that best 

distinguished subgroups in the final supervised RF analysis.  Features are shown in order of 

importance based on the mean decrease in accuracy (MDA) for each variable in the overall 

model, with MDA values plotted separately for each group.  Important biologic features (p<0.10) 

included rsFC between the PAG and selected nodes within the default mode network 

(PCC/precuneus), salience network (MCC, TPJ, DLPFC), and sensorimotor network (SMA, M1, 

thalamus, S1, cerebellum).  Only one quantitative sensory test (forehead PPT) was found to be 

important in distinguishing PPTH subgroups.  Notably, no measures of cervical muscle health or 

dynamic pain modulation were important in the classification model. 

Subgroup Differences in Important Biologic Features 

 Table 2 reports subgroup differences in mean (SD) Fisher zr values reflecting the 

strength of PAG rsFC for all brain fMRI features found to be important in differentiating PPTH 

phenotypes.  All features were significantly different between Low Pain Coping and High Pain 

Coping subgroups (p≤0.002).  On average, PAG activity was positively correlated with the 
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activity of all other network nodes of interest for the Low Pain Coping group whereas the High 

Pain Coping group showed anticorrelated activity. 

 Subgroup differences in median (IQR) pain sensitivity (PPT) for regional and remote test 

sites are illustrated in Figure 3.  The Low Pain Coping group had significantly greater regional 

pain sensitivity (lower PPT) at the forehead (p=0.048), consistent with the role of this feature as 

an important variable.  PPT also tended to be lower for the Low Pain Coping group at other 

regional test sites, although these differences did not reach significance and were not 

considered important distinguishing features (temple PPT, p=0.080; neck PPT, p=0.080; 

shoulder PPT, p=0.281).  There were no group differences in pain sensitivity assessed remotely 

at the forearm (p=0.501).   

Subgroup Differences in Clinical Characteristics  

 Table 3 compares psychological and clinical characteristics of the two PPTH subgroups 

that were identified from biologic features.  Clinically, these groups were distinguished by 

significantly greater pain-related anxiety (PASS, p=0.009), higher pain catastrophizing (PCS, 

p=0.004), lower pain self-efficacy (PSEQ, p=0.010), and more severe headache-related 

disability (HIT-6, p=0.012) for the Low Pain Coping group compared to the High Pain Coping 

group.  Notably, differences in pain-related cognitive-emotional coping and headache disability 

were observed in the absence of group differences in more general cognitive-emotional 

symptoms (anxiety, depression, combat stress, post-traumatic stress) or the type, intensity, and 

frequency of headache and neck pain.  Compared to the High Pain Coping group, a greater 

proportion of individuals in the Low Pain Coping group reported taking one or more prescription 

medications (62% v. 100%, p=0.005).  The proportion of individuals using anti-inflammatory 

medications was higher (70% v. 23%, p=0.013) whereas use of cardiovascular medications was 

lower (10% v. 46%, p=0.035) in the Low Pain Coping group.  Low and High Pain Coping groups 
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did not differ in the prevalence of psychoactive or analgesic medication use (45% v. 46%, 

p=0.948) or in the use of preventive/abortive medication for headache (25% v. 0%, p=0.131).     

Correlates of Headache-related Disability     

 Headache-related disability (HIT-6) was moderately correlated with rsFC between the 

PAG and the cerebellum (r=0.51, p=0.003), IPC (r=0.42, p=0.016) and TPJ (r=0.41, p=0.019), 

indicating that higher levels of disability were associated with greater connectivity between each 

of these brain regions and the PAG.  HIT-6 scores were also inversely correlated with regional 

but not remote pain sensitivity (forehead PPT, ρ=-0.45;  p=0.008; temple PPT, ρ=-0.44;  

p=0.011; neck PPT, ρ=-0.47;  p=0.005; shoulder PPT, ρ=-0.38;  p=0.032; forearm PPT, ρ=-

0.30;  p=0.094), indicating that higher levels of disability were associated with greater 

craniocervical pain sensitivity (i.e., lower PPT).  Finally, there was a moderate inverse 

correlation between HIT-6 and longus colli muscle volume (r=-0.41, p=0.018), indicating that 

higher levels of disability were associated with less muscle volume.  No other indices of 

dynamic pain modulation (CPM, TS), muscle size (volume), or muscle quality (FF) were 

significantly correlated with headache disability.         

Discussion 

 This is the first study to perform multidimensional phenotyping using biologic indicators 

of central and peripheral impairments in the same cohort of individuals with PPTH.  Contrary to 

expectation, subgroups were predominantly differentiated by functional connectivity of the PAG 

with other brain networks known to be involved in pain processing and not by differences in the 

size, quality, or mechanical sensitivity of cervical muscles.  Compared to high coping individuals 

with PPTH, low coping individuals had greater rsFC between the PAG and selected nodes 

within the DMN, SMN, and SN, along with heightened mechanical pain sensitivity in the 

forehead.  Clinically, individuals with low pain coping reported greater pain-related anxiety, 
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higher pain catastrophizing, and reduced self-efficacy for managing pain.  These individuals 

also reported greater impacts of headache on daily functioning.  Group differences in pain-

related coping and disability were observed despite no differences in general mood or the type, 

frequency, and intensity of head and neck pain.  Collectively, these findings suggest that a 

subgroup of individuals with high levels of disability and more maladaptive coping styles may 

tonically engage top-down pain modulation pathways while at rest, yet greater engagement of 

the PAG by higher brain centers appears insufficient to reduce heightened pain sensitivity of 

craniofacial tissues in these individuals.   

 

Functional Connectivity of the Periaqueductal Grey in Headache 

 The PAG is critical for homeostatic regulation of salient body functions.  This includes 

modulation of pain through opioid- and non-opioid mediated pathways engaged by distinct 

anatomical subdivisions within the PAG.88   Prior research has demonstrated that the PAG is 

susceptible to axonal injury following TBI32,33 and exhibits altered functional connectivity with key 

regions of the DMN and SMN that correlate with acute symptom severity and predict the 

development of persistent post-traumatic head and neck pain30,31.  Our results extend these 

findings by demonstrating that differences in rsFC between the PAG and both the DMN 

(PCC/precuneus) and SMN (S1, M1, SMA, thalamus, and cerebellum) are important for 

distinguishing subgroups with clinically meaningful differences in headache disability in the 

chronic stage of PTH.  Interestingly, a recent tractography study using whole-brain graph 

analysis also identified the PCC/precuneus (implicated in emotional salience and multisensory 

integration) as a primary pathologic hub in episodic migraine89.  These findings suggest that 

dysfunction of DMN connectivity may be a common mechanism underlying both PPTH and 

chronic migraine.       

 We also examined connectivity between the descending pain modulation network and 

the SN which helps detect and coordinate responses to salient stimuli by switching from 
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activation of the DMN during self-referential mind wandering to activation of the executive 

control network during goal-oriented attention to potentially noxious stimuli29.  For the first time, 

we show that rsFC between the PAG and SN (MCC, TPJ, and DLPFC) is important in 

distinguishing PPTH phenotypes, with PAG-MCC connectivity emerging as the most important 

feature in the classification model.  The MCC is activated by nociceptive stimuli from the 

thalamus and has direct projections to the PAG90.   This region is involved in the cognitive-

emotional control of behavioral responses to pain, particularly fear-evoked nocifensive 

behaviors91,92. The TPJ and DLPFC both function to integrate top-down contextual knowledge 

with bottom-up sensory information when coordinating behavioral responses to pain93.   

 The prominent role of PAG connectivity with brain regions involved in cognitive-

emotional processing of pain is well aligned with the clinical phenotypes of PPTH subgroups 

identified by these features.  Specifically, PPTH subgroups differed in clinical measures of pain-

related cognitive-emotional coping (i.e., pain-related anxiety, pain catastrophizing, and pain self-

efficacy) with no appreciable differences in more general affect or the type, frequency, or 

intensity of headache and neck pain.  Moreover, high coping individuals with less pain-related 

anxiety and catastrophizing and greater self-efficacy for managing pain reported less impact of 

headache on their daily lives with a clinically meaningful difference in the magnitude of HIT-6 

scores54.  Notably, PAG connectivity with key nodes within the DMN (IPC) and SN (TPJ) were 

correlated with headache disability, consistent with a prior study of DMN connectivity in acute 

PTH30.   Together, these findings suggest that intrinsic connectivity of the PAG with brain 

networks underlying cognitive-emotional regulation of pain plays an important role in behavioral 

coping and disability resulting from PPTH.  This is aligned with a primary role of the dorsolateral 

PAG in coping strategies that involve active defense behaviors in response to perceived 

threats65,88.  Behavioral94 and neuromodulatory95 interventions shown to modulate these brain 

networks and improve symptoms in other chronic pain disorders may hold promise for 

enhancing clinical outcomes in individuals with PPTH and warrant further investigation.  
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 Interestingly, the PAG showed uniformly anticorrelated activity with all brain networks in 

high coping individuals, whereas those with low pain coping showed positively correlated 

activity.  This finding was unexpected given prior observations that attenuated functional 

connectivity between the PAG and DMN has been associated with worse clinical outcomes 

following acute PTH30,31.   Previous reports in healthy adults have described both positive and 

anticorrelated connectivity of the PAG with multiple brain regions65,96, including the majority of 

those identified as important features of PPTH in the present study.  While there is general 

consensus that positively correlated activity reflects functionally coordinated activity of 

anatomically remote brain regions, the interpretation of anticorrelated activity is less clear.  

Some evidence suggests that negative correlations may be an artifact of global signal 

removal97, whereas other studies indicate that anticorrelated activity is a neural phenomenon 

reflecting opposing functions of distinct networks that remain detectable with alternate methods 

of preprocessing93,98,99.  From this perspective, it is possible that positively correlated network 

activity in individuals with low pain coping reflects greater intrinsic engagement of the 

descending pain network by the DMN and SMN at rest, as well as by the SN when transitioning 

attention toward salient stimuli such as ongoing or spontaneous pain.  Conversely, 

anticorrelated activity in individuals with high pain coping could indicate disengagement of the 

PAG by these networks while at rest.  While greater engagement of the PAG may be beneficial 

during recovery from acute PTH30,31, overreliance on pain modulation networks in the presence 

of poor cognitive-emotional functioning may be maladaptive in the chronic stage of headache. 

Given that the same preprocessing steps were used for all participants, it seems unlikely that 

differences in correlated and anticorrelated network activity were solely caused by processing 

artifacts.  Additional studies are needed to clarify the interpretation of differences in the relative 

magnitude and directionality of correlated BOLD signals in the acute and chronic stages of PTH.      
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Pain Sensitivity and Dynamic Pain Modulation in Headache  

 Systematic reviews of mechanical pain sensitivity in primary headache show consistent 

evidence of reduced craniocervical PPT in individuals with migraine and TTH compared to 

healthy controls100,101.  A fewer number of investigations report similar findings for individuals 

with PTH21-24,74.  The largest of these studies21 (N=200) found significantly reduced PPT values 

for individuals with PPTH compared to healthy controls for the temporalis (159 vs. 207 kPa) and 

upper trapezius (259 vs. 313 kPa) muscles, respectively.  PPT measured at the same test sites 

in the present cohort were comparable to values reported by Ashina et al.21 for individuals with 

PPTH and 25-40% lower than pain-free controls.  These observations are consistent with prior 

reports suggesting that heightened sensitivity of craniocervical tissues to noxious mechanical 

stimuli is a characteristic feature of headache disorders, including PPTH.  In contrast to 

localized differences in forehead PPT, we found no difference in pain sensitivity at the forearm 

between low and high coping PPTH subgroups, suggesting that heightened sensitization in 

lower functioning individuals may be localized to the trigeminal cervical complex. This finding 

aligns with the notable absence of remote mechanical hyperalgesia in prior studies comparing 

PTH to headache-free controls with and without TBI22-24,74 and suggests a lack of widespread 

central sensitization extending beyond the region of localized injury. 

 Few studies have evaluated dynamic measures of central pain modulation in PTH.  

Using methods similar to the present study, Carey et al.74 found less efficient CPM but no 

difference in mechanical TS among individuals with acute TBI compared to healthy controls.  

Consistent with findings from our PPTH cohort, deficits in CPM were not associated with 

headache severity during the acute phase of TBI.  In contrast, Defrin et al.23 found deficiencies 

in CPM relative to pain-free controls with and without TBI which were correlated with headache 

intensity in a PPTH population.  Findings on CPM in primary headache are also mixed102, with 

some evidence suggesting that CPM declines more rapidly with repeated exposure to noxious 

stimuli in migraineurs despite being initially similar to healthy controls103.  While speculative, 
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these findings could indicate more rapid depletion of endogenous mechanisms for central 

inhibition of pain in chronic headache disorders characterized by frequent episodes of pain.  

Waning efficiency of CPM with repeated engagement of the descending pain modulation 

network might explain why resting connectivity of higher brain centers to the PAG was found to 

be important in differentiating PPTH phenotypes in the present study, whereas the response to 

a single CPM challenge was not.  Additional studies of dynamic pain modulation are needed to 

clarify the role of central inhibition and facilitation of pain in both primary and secondary 

headache disorders.     

               

Cervical Tissue Health  

 Despite suggestions that noxious afferent input from injured or deconditioned cervical 

tissues might contribute to sensitization of the trigeminal cervical complex in headache 

disorders37, few imaging studies have examined cervical tissue health in relation to PPTH.  One 

retrospective analysis of patients treated for head trauma found that reduced size of the rectus 

capitus posterior minor was associated with the severity of acute PTH and predicted recovery 

time for post-concussive symptoms41.  Although our results cannot determine the extent to 

which cervical muscles may be impaired relative to headache-free controls, we found little 

evidence to support a major role for muscle size or quality on the severity of PPTH in our cohort.  

Reduced volume of the longus colli muscle was moderately associated with greater headache 

disability, but no such associations were observed for muscle volume or fat fraction for other 

cervical muscles examined in this study.  Additionally, no indices of cervical muscle health were 

important in distinguishing PPTH phenotypes when considered alongside other indices of brain 

connectivity and pain sensitivity.  These findings were unexpected, given strong evidence 

supporting a role for cervical muscle injury and deconditioning in chronic WAD44,45,104 which 

shares many clinical features of mild TBI including comorbid headache and neck pain40.  

Prospective longitudinal studies similar to those for WAD are needed to clarify the role of 
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cervical tissue injury and subsequent changes in muscle health on recovery profiles for PTH 

and neck pain following TBI.  

 

Study Limitations and Future Directions 

 Several important limitations should be addressed in future investigations.  First, we 

explored a large number of candidate biomarkers in a small exploratory cohort of Veterans with 

PPTH.  To minimize overfitting, we used a multistep process of variable reduction with a 

machine learning approach that is robust to correlations within the feature set and has been 

shown to perform with high accuracy even with small sample sizes (N<50)105.   However, our 

findings may not generalize to civilian or athlete populations, or to individuals with acute PTH.  

Well established biologic and clinical sex differences in headache106 could also affect the 

biologic features important for distinguishing subgroups of PPTH among women.  Therefore, 

findings from our classification model require independent external validation in a larger and 

more heterogeneous sample.  Input features were selected a priori based on prior literature and 

did not include many features that might also be important in differentiating biologic phenotypes 

of PPTH.  For example, mechanical injury of non-muscular cervical structures (e.g., ligament, 

disc) have been suggested as peripheral sources of neck pain in both headache and WAD, 

albeit with limited evidence107,108.  Our brain imaging analysis focused on functional connectivity 

of the PAG as a primary region of interest due to its role in central pain modulation and 

evidence of changes in axonal connectivity following TBI.  Future studies could examine 

phenotypes using network connectivity or task-related activation of other brain regions 

previously associated with PPTH26,109.   

 

Conclusion 

Findings suggest that greater functional connectivity of pain modulation networks involving the 

PAG combined with impairments in craniofacial pain sensitivity, but not cervical muscle health, 
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distinguish a clinically important subgroup of individuals with PPTH who are less able to cope 

with pain and more severely impacted by headache.  These individuals may tonically engage 

top-down pain modulation pathways while at rest, yet greater engagement of the PAG by higher 

brain centers appears insufficient to reduce heightened pain sensitivity of craniofacial tissues. 

Screening and targeted interventions to improve cognitive-emotional pain coping may help 

improve outcomes for this subgroup of individuals with PPTH.   
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Table 1.  Sociodemographic and Injury Characteristics for Persistent Post-Traumatic Headache Cohort  

 Full Cohort 
(N=33) 

Low Pain 
Coping 
(N=20) 

High Pain 
Coping 
(N=13) 

p-
value 

Sociodemographic Characteristics 
Age (years)* 37.0 (16.5) 37.5 (16.3) 37.0 (7.5) 0.758 
Body Mass Index (kg/m2) 29.9 (3.9) 29.5 (4.2) 30.4 (3.5) 0.751 
Sex      
     Female 4 (12) 3 (15) 1 (8) 0.638 
     Male 29 (88) 17 (85) 12 (92)  
Ethnicity        
     Not Hispanic 23 (70) 14 (70) 9 (69) 0.963 
     Hispanic 10 (30) 6 (30) 4 (31)  
Race      
     White 23 (70) 13 (65) 10 (77) 0.914 
     Asian/Pacific Islander 5 (15) 3 (15) 2 (15)  
     Black 4 (12) 3 (15) 1 (8)  
     Multiracial 1 (3) 1 (5) 0 (0)  
Education (years) 14.7 (1.7) 14.5 (1.6) 15.1 (1.8) 0.338 
Branch of Military Service     
     Navy 17 (52) 13 (65) 4 (31) 0.224 
     Marine 8 (24) 4 (20) 4 (31)  
     Army 2 (6) 1 (5) 1 (8)  
     Air Force 2 (6) 0 (0) 2 (15)  
     Coast Guard/National Guard 2 (6) 1 (5) 1 (8)  
     Not reported 2 (6) 1 (5) 1 (8)  
TBI Characteristics  
BAT-L score (0-60 points)* 6.0 (5.0) 6.5 (5.5) 4.0 (3.0) 0.235 
Number of lifetime TBIs 5.7 (6.3) 6.3 (6.9) 4.9 (5.5) 0.529 
Time since most significant TBI (months)* 148.0 (111.5) 154.0 (160.0) 148.0 (63.0) 0.703 
Grade of most significant TBI     
     Mild - Grade I 6 (18) 4 (20) 2 (15) 0.944 
     Mild - Grade II 22 (67) 13 (65) 9 (70)  
     Mild - Grade III 5 (15) 3 (15) 2 (15)  
Mechanism of most significant TBI      
     Blunt only 27 (82) 17 (85) 10 (77) 0.621 
     Blast only 5 (15) 2 (10) 3 (23)  
     Blast with secondary blunt 1 (3) 1 (5) 0 (0)  
Combat Related TBI     
     Yes 14 (42) 8 (40) 6 (46) 0.727 
     No 19 (58) 12 (60) 7 (54)  

Values are number (%) or mean (SD) unless otherwise noted as *median (IQR)  
TBI = Traumatic Brain Injury, BAT-L = Boston Assessment of Traumatic Brain Injury 
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Table 2.  Subgroup Differences in Periaqueductal Gray Resting State Functional Connectivity for Most Important Features Differentiating 

Persistent Post-Traumatic Headache Phenotypes  
 

 

 

Values are mean (SD) Fisher zr for resting sate functional connectivity (rsFC) between the periaqueductal grey (PAG) and left (l) or right (r) middle cingulate 
cortex (MCC), posterior parietal cortex (PCC), supplementary motor area (SMA), primary motor cortex (M1), primary sensory cortex (S1), thalamus, 
temporoparietal junction (TPJ), dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (dlPFC), cerebellum, and inferior parietal cortex (IPC).   
 
 
 
 

PAG rsFC   Network Node MNI Coordinates 
      x                y                z 

Low Pain Coping 
       (N=20) 

High Pain Coping 
        (N=13) 

p-value 

rMCC67 Salience Network 2 12 34 0.052 (0.062) -0.019 (0.030) <0.001 
rSMA68 Sensorimotor Network 2 3 53 0.050 (0.038) -0.020 (0.055) <0.001 
lSMA68 Sensorimotor Network -2 3 53 0.046 (0.043) -0.023 (0.055) <0.001 
rPCC67 Default Mode Network 8 -50 28 0.060 (0.066) -0.017 (0.036) <0.001 
lM168 Sensorimotor Network -43 -18 52 0.018 (0.048) -0.016 (0.045) <0.001 
rThalamus 66 Sensorimotor Network 22 -24 0 0.034 (0.057) -0.022 (0.027) <0.001 
lS1 68 Sensorimotor Network -49 -19 36 0.031 (0.038) -0.037 (0.039) <0.001 
lTPJ67 Salience Network -60 -38 26 0.033 (0.037) -0.034 (0.045) <0.001 
lDLPFC67 Salience Network -38 40 28 0.028 (0.038) -0.021 (0.033) <0.001 
lCerebellum 66 Sensorimotor Network -46 -58 -30 0.034 (0.035) -0.017 (0.032) <0.001 
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Table 3.  Comparison of Psychological and Clinical Characteristics for Persistent Post-Traumatic 

Headache Subgroups Identified from Biologic Features 

 

Values are number (%) or mean (SD) unless otherwise noted as *median (IQR)  
PROMIS=Patient-Reported Outcome Measurement Information System; PTSD=Post-traumatic stress disorder; DSM = Diagnostic 
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, TTH=Tension Type Headache 
 
 
 

 Low Coping 
    (N=20) 

      High Coping 
       (N=13) 

P-Value 

Psychological Characteristics 
PROMIS Depression (T-score) 56.9 (7.3) 54.2 (9.1) 0.364 
PROMIS Anxiety (T-score) 61.3 (5.7) 58.2 (5.4) 0.125 
Combat Exposure Scale (0-41 points)* 18.0 (21.8) 12.0 (18.5) 0.650  
PTSD Checklist for DSM-5 (0-80 points) 39.6 (16.4) 30.0 (10.7) 0.073 
Pain Anxiety Symptoms Scale (0-100 points)* 40.5 (32.3) 14.0 (29.0) 0.009  
Pain Catastrophizing Scale (0-52 points)* 18.0 (12.0) 8.0 (12.0) 0.004  
Pain Self-Efficacy Questionnaire (0-60 points) 32.2 (9.4) 44.1 (15.6) 0.010  
Clinical Characteristics 
Headache Impact Test-6 (36-78 points) 63.2 (4.4) 56.1 (8.4) 0.012 
Headache Type    

Migraine-like 4 (20) 1 (7) 0.327 
TTH-like 0 (0) 1 (7)  
Mixed 16 (80) 11 (86)  

PROMIS Pain Intensity – Headache (T-score) 59.9 (6.8) 56.6 (7.3) 0.186 
Headache frequency    

Once a month or less 0 (0) 2 (15) 0.428 
Once a week 6 (30) 3 (23)  
Several times a week 11 (55) 6 (47)  
Daily or Constant 3 (15) 2 (15)  

PROMIS Pain Intensity – Neck Pain (T-score) 59.3 (10.3) 58.6 (5.7) 0.837 
Neck pain frequency    

Once a month or less 4 (20) 1 (8) 0.320 
Once a week 5 (25) 1 (8)  
Several times a week 2 (10) 4 (31)  
Daily or Constant 9 (45) 7 (53)  
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FIGURE LEGENDS 

Figure 1. Multidimensional Scaling Plot of Subgroup Assignments for Persistent Post-

Traumatic Headache Phenotypes.  Two subgroups of individuals with persistent post-

traumatic headache were identified using a Random Forest analysis and Partitioning Around the 

Medoids clustering of input features from 3 biologic domains: 1) resting state functional 

connectivity of the periaqueductal gray, 2) quality and size of cervical muscles, and 3) 

mechanical sensitivity and modulation of pain.  Distinct clustering of participants assigned to 

High Pain Coping (gray squares, N=13) and Low Pain Coping (black circles, N=20) subgroups 

is visualized in two dimensions using multidimensional scaling to reflect non-linear combinations 

of features included in the analysis. 

 

Figure 2.  Mean Decrease in Accuracy (MDA) for Most Important Features Differentiating 

Persistent Post-Traumatic Headache Phenotypes.  Significant features are shown in order of 

importance based on the MDA for each variable in the overall classification model.  MDA values 

are plotted separately for High Pain Coping (gray bars, N=13) and Low Pain Coping (black bars, 

N=20) subgroups. Significant features included resting state functional connectivity of the 

periaqueductal gray with other brain regions and mechanical pain sensitivity at the forehead.  

Abbreviations: rsFC=resting state functional connectivity, r=right, l=left, MCC= middle cingulate 

cortex, SMA= supplementary motor area, PCC= posterior cingulate cortex/precuneus, M1= 

primary motor cortex, S1= primary sensory cortex, TPJ= temporoparietal junction, DLPFC= 

dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, PPT=pressure pain threshold. 

 

Figure 3.  Comparison of Mechanical Pain Sensitivity for Persistent Post-Traumatic 

Headache Phenotypes.  Bars show median (IQR) for pressure pain threshold (PPT) assessed 

at four local test sites in the craniocervical region and one remote test site at the forearm in High 

Pain Coping (gray bars, N=13) and Low Pain Coping (black bars, N=20) subgroups.  There was 
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a trend for lower PPT (i.e., higher pain sensitivity) in the group with low pain coping at all 

craniocervical test sites, with a significant difference between groups at the forehead (*p<0.05).   
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Figure 1 
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Figure 2 
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Figure 3 
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