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Abstract

Background: Chronic pain constitutes one of the most common reasons for seeking health care services and may
even lead to disability. Chronic pain has been associated with depression and deterioration of the quality of life.
The aim of our study is to outline the burden of chronic pain in the context of a primary health care (PHC) setting
in Greece and to investigate its association with depression and quality of life.

Methods: A cross-sectional study was conducted from September 2016 to November 2016. The subjects of the
study comprised 200 individuals who visited the regional medical center of Ag. Theodoroi, Greece. The collected
data were from a representative sample of 200 adults and included demographic data, social and medical history,
presence and characteristics of chronic pain and questions from three questionnaires for the assessment of pain
(BPI- short form), the investigation of depression (PHQ-9) and the evaluation of the quality of life (EuroQ-5D)
validated in Greek language. Multiple regression analysis was used in order to find associated factors with quality of
life, depression and chronic pain.

Results: A percentage of 56.8% of the participants, the majority of whom (62%) were women, reported chronic
pain. Among individuals with pain, lower back area was the most common location. Based on the given
questionnaire, depression was detected in 22. 5% of the participants who claimed chronic pain. Regression analyses
revealed that women and respondents with chronic mental disorders like depression and anxiety had significantly
higher scores on the pain scale and suffered pain which had a greater impact on their daily activities. According to
regression analysis decreased quality of life was expressed by women, as well as participants with a chronic mental
disorder. A significant reverse correlation emerged between the quality of life, depression and pain scales.

Conclusion: Chronic pain, as it has been studied within this PHC setting, is a common health care problem.
Individuals who had experienced chronic pain and depression had a lower health-related quality of life.
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Background
Pain is an unpleasant experience, with biological, cul-
tural, religious and philosophical aspects [1]. Chronic
pain (CP) constitutes one of the most common reasons
for seeking care in primary health care [2].
It is estimated that one in five Europeans suffers from

chronic pain (CP); thus, significant burden is transferred
to individuals, families and careers, as well as to healthcare

providers and national economies [3]. Studies performed
in different settings have demonstrated that CP affects be-
tween 10 and 30% of the adult population in Europe [3].
The American Academy of Pain Management has charac-
terized pain as the “silent epidemy”, while in the USA,
more than 50 million Americans suffer from chronic pain
due to illness, disability or accident [4]. Also, insufficient
pain management constitutes a major problem for suf-
ferers which could be avoided with the application of a
well-organized pain management program [5]. World-
wide, several Ministries of Health, the World Health
Organization (WHO) and the International Association
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for the Study of Pain (IASP) highlight the necessity of an
interactive approach to pain management and suggest a
multidimensional response in terms of care [3].
While CP is known to be relatively common, prevalence

is estimated to be highly variable. As referred to in the Na-
tional Health Interview Survey in 2016, the prevalence of
CP among U. S adults was 20.4 and 8.0% of them had
high-impact chronic pain [6]. A systematic review of epi-
demiological studies of CP (5) reported a range of esti-
mates (from 2 to 40%) across 15 studies. They suggested
that this variability might be due to differences in the
population and the mode of data collection [7]. According
to a recent study, which was conducted in the UK, the es-
timated prevalence of chronic pain was 43% [8]. At the
same time the prevalence of patients with chronic pain
among the general population in Spain was 16.6%, with at
least one person affected in every four Spanish homes [9].
Consequently, chronic pain affects people variously and
constitutes a medical problem and not just a symptom.
People with chronic pain also have a significantly higher

prevalence of depression compared to those who do not
report chronic pain [10]. Many chronic pain patients have
typical disabilities: they frequently experience depression,
anxiety, sleep disturbance, fatigue [11], and they experi-
ence a deterioration in the quality of life (QoL) [12].
However, although chronic pain may be considered as a

prognostic factor for depression, while depression consti-
tutes a prognostic factor for chronic pain [13, 14], this re-
lation should receive greater attention in primary care
research. People seek medical help, not only to relieve the
pain but also because pain affects social and work function
and their daily activities and causes emotional discomfort
[15, 16]. It also has a negative impact on family relations,
social interaction and professional life. As a result, they ex-
perience a significant deterioration in the quality of life
and consequently depression and disability [17].
The majority of patients with chronic pain are usually

seen in primary health care (PHC) setting in most coun-
tries [2]. Studies conducted on these patients in PHC are
very significant as such studies might help to improve
the identification and management of these patients. Un-
fortunately, both mental health disorders and pain have
not received the attention that deserved in PHC in
Greece. In this country, PHC reform is underway, a
focus on both clinical entities has been considered as an
interesting and challenging idea.
For the above reasons, we turned our attention to

chronic pain. The main areas of study were three:

a) To assess the burden of chronic pain among the
people who visited the primary care center (PCC)
in a specific area of Greece

b) To identify pain characteristics like duration,
frequency and location

c) To examine the impact of chronic pain on
depression and quality of life

Methods
The study sample was a random of individuals who vis-
ited the PCC for any reason. For the purpose of the
study, chronic pain is defined as constant pain or pain
that flares up frequently, and has been experienced for
at least 3 months [18].
The sample consisted of 200 individuals who were

assessed using questionnaires. One of the main strengths
of this study is that used questionnaires were with many
parameters such as socioeconomic, demographic and
health characteristics of participants. This helped to col-
lect data that allows estimating better the study popula-
tion, allows to describe more association between chronic
pain and these characteristics, can be used several times
and it may sufficiently characterize patient’s pain.

Setting
The present cross-sectional study was conducted in one
PCC in a suburban region named Ag. Theodoroi, in the
Prefecture of Corinthia, Greece, between September
2016 and November 2016. It is a public primary health
care unit, in which two general practitioners work, and
is located about 65 km south-west of Athens. The regis-
tered permanent residents are 4643. However, during
summertime, due to its proximity to tourist resorts and
destinations, the target group triples. The educational
level of the population is relatively low, with only 30%
having completed compulsory education, and where only
10% have completed higher education. Of the permanent
residents, 2.945 are economically inactive, while those in
employment are numbered approximately 1.500 [19].

Participants, and sample
Participants were people who visited the medical center
for any reason, they were above 18 years of age and youn-
ger than 75 years of age and they spoke Greek fluently.
As described in the flow chart given (Fig. 1), a total of

984 individuals visited the medical center of which 637
met all the inclusion criteria. Of these, 35 refused to par-
ticipate in the study. For the remaining 602, a selection
was used; thus, every third patient was asked to
complete a questionnaire either by himself or with the
aid of the researcher. All in all, the sample of the study
included 200 individuals who had visited the medical
center for whatever reason. The participants that com-
pleted the questionnaire and those that refused had
similar demographics concerning age and sex.
In addition to the restrictions mentioned above, were

excluded:
• Those with lower limb amputation.
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• Those with musculoskeletal trauma suffered in the
last 3 months.
• Those that were unable to walk.
• Those with schizophrenia or other psychotic

disorder.
• Those that had been diagnosed with neurological

conditions such as stroke, multiple sclerosis, Parkinson’s
disease and polyneuropathy.

Data collection tools
Data was collected in printed form, including
An information letter, describing the purposes of the

study, its duration and how to respond to the
questionnaires.
A letter of consent, for participating in the research

meant to be signed.
A demographics form, comprising of questions regarding

the subject’s full social and medical history. We collected
data about family status (married/ single/divorced/
widowed), educational status (primary school/ middle or
high school/ university), smoking (yes or no), alcohol con-
sumption (one drink per day or more) and data about
their medical history (chronic disease, such as cardiovas-
cular disease, diabetes, chronic obstructive pulmonary

disease and chronic mental disorder such as depression
and anxiety). The form was created by the researcher for
the needs of the study.
The questionnaire for pain assessment, Brief Pain In-

ventory (BPI), which includes 9 questions related to pain
occurring within the last 24 h. The BPI rates the inten-
sity of pain, as well as the interference caused by the
pain. The Pain Severity rating is the average of 4 items,
which are scored from 0 (no pain) to 10 (acute pain),
while the Pain Interference rating is the average of 7
items (0 meaning no interference and 10 meaning
complete interference); relative mood, physical activity,
work, social activity, relationships, sleep and the joy of
life. The BPI questionnaire has been translated into
Greek and validated in a palliative care unit for cancer
patients [20]. Approval for the use of the particular
questionnaire has been obtained by the author [21].
The questionnaire for the investigation of depression in Pri-

mary Health Care Services, Patient Health Questionnaire-9
(PHQ-9): PHQ-9 is related to 9 symptoms relevant to the
9 criteria of DSM-IV, concerning depression syndrome
experienced within the last two weeks. Each of the cri-
teria is rated from 0 (absence) to 3 (almost daily). A val-
idation study is available in Greek [22]. For the diagnosis

Fig. 1 Flow Chart of the Sample
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of depression the cutoff point 10 was used, given the fact
that the questionnaire’s validation in Greek was adminis-
tered to rheumatic patients, and the optimal cutoff point
being 10 with sensitivity 81.2%, and specialty 86.7% [22].
This is also in line with previously published inter-
national studies since the most commonly mentioned
cutoff points for depression diagnosis is 10 [23]. For the
use of PHQ-9 no reproduction or translation permission
is required as it is available via the internet.
The questionnaire for quality of life assessment Euro- 5

D: Euro Qol- 5 D-3 L shows five dimensions of the qual-
ity of life assessment: mobility, self-care, daily activities,
anxiety and depression [24]. Each one is classified within
three levels of severity. The EQ-5D instrument has been
validated in the Greek general population [25].

Statistical analysis
Continuous variables were expressed as mean values (SD)
or with median and interquartile range (IQR), while cat-
egorical variables were expressed as absolute and relative
frequencies. For the comparison of proportions, the Fisher’s
exact tests were used. The normality assumption was evalu-
ated using Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. Student’s t-tests were
used for the comparison of continuous variables between
two groups and analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used for
the comparison of continuous variables between more than
two groups. Univariate comparisons for BPI dimensions
were made using Mann-Whitney and Kruskal -Wallis tests
because the distribution was not normal. Pearson’s or
Spearman’s correlation coefficients (r) were used to test the
association of two continuous measures.
Linear regression analysis in a stepwise method (p for

entry 0.05, p for removal 0.10) was used in order to find
independent factors associated with BPI dimensions, EQ-
5D and PHQ-9 in subjects with chronic pain. For BPI di-
mensions, log-transformations were made, due to their
skewed distribution. Adjusted regression coefficients (β)
with standard errors (SE) were computed from the results
of the linear regression analyses. Also, standardized re-
gression coefficients were performed as a measure of the
effect of independent variables. Additionally, R squared
was reported as the percent of the variance explained by
the model. Independent variables initially entered in the
model for BPI dimensions, were demographics, while in-
dependent variables for PHQ-9 were demographics and
BPI dimensions. Independent variables initially entered in
the model for EQ-5D, were demographics, BPI dimen-
sions and PHQ-9, while having a chronic mental condi-
tion was not included because of its correlation with
PHQ-9. The variables that entered into the models were
checked for multicollinearity using tolerance value and
Variance Inflation Factor (VIF). No problems of multicol-
linearity were diagnosed since for all independent vari-
ables that finally entered into the models the tolerance

value was more than 0.2 and the VIF was less than 10.
Sample size of 200 participants, was chosen in order to
achieve a 95% power to detect significant differences at
the 0.05 level of significance and at an effect size of 0.13
or more, via regression analysis. According to Cohen
(1988) values of effect size near 0.02 are considered small,
near 0.15 are considered medium and above 0.35 are con-
sidered large. Thus we choose the value of 0.13 that is
near 0.15 in order to have enough power to reveal signifi-
cant findings of medium or large effect sizes [26]. All re-
ported p values are two-tailed. Statistical significance was
set at p < 0.05 and analyses were conducted using SPSS
statistical software (version 19.0).

Results
Descriptive data
The sample consists of 200 participants (76 men and
124 women) with an average age of 62.2 years (old)
(SD = 14.5). Sample characteristics are presented in
Table 1. One hundred and ninety five of the participants
were Greek (97.5%) and 69 (34.5%) were smokers. One
hundred and forty (70%) of the study-population re-
ported a chronic disease and 34 (17.1%) a mental dis-
order: 23 (11.5%) of them had been diagnosed by a
physician with depression, while 24 (70.6%) of the partic-
ipants who had been diagnosed with a mental disorder
had been using the medication.

Main results
The burden of chronic pain
One hundred and thirteen of the sample (56.8%) reported
an experience of chronic pain, according to the criterion
definition used for this study, with a median duration of 5
years (IQR: 2–10 years). For 105 out of the 113 patients
(92.6%), the pain was located, in at least one part of the
musculoskeletal system. Fifty five of these patients (48.6%)
the pain was located in more than two regions, in 57 cases
identified as being on the lumbar spine (50.5%), in 41
cases on lower limbs (36.3%) and in 32 cases on upper
limbs (28.3%). Of those who reported chronic pain, 46
(41%) were relieved with medication and 79 (70%) had
consulted an orthopedic doctor, 11 (9.7%) had consulted
other health provider, while 23 (20.3%) had never men-
tioned anything concerning the pain either to a doctor or
to any other health provider.

BPI scale
The pain was assessed with the use of the ΒPI scale. The
score for patients suffering from chronic pain, on the
“Pain Severity Score Scale” ranged from 0 to 8.75 with
an average of 3.63 points (SD = 2.06), while on the “Pain
Interference Score Scale” ranged from 0 to 9.29 points
with the average value being 3.95 points (SD = 2. 78). In
univariate analyses (Table 2), greater Pain Severity Score
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was found in those with chronic mental disorder and in
those that pain depends on weather changes. Also, in
univariate analyses, greater Pain Interference Score was
found in those with chronic mental disorder, in women
and in those that pain depends on weather changes.
Results from stepwise multiple linear regression ana-

lyses in those with chronic pain, with BPI dimensions as
dependent variables, are shown in Table 3. The existence

of a chronic mental disorder was associated with greater
Pain Severity Score, while being female was associated
with greater Pain Interference Score.

Depression in subjects with chronic pain
Regarding depression, 22.5% of the participants were cate-
gorized as having depression, according to PHQ-9 score,
in those with chronic pain and the corresponding propor-
tion was 8.5% in those without pain (p = 0.009). Univariate
analysis in subjects with chronic pain (Table 4) showed a
positive correlation on the depression scale with the pain
scales. The more pain the participants experienced, the
more their daily life was affected and more symptoms of
depression did they experience. Also, greater scores of de-
pression were found in women in single/ divorced/
widowed, in those with chronic mental disorder and in
those that pain depends on weather changes.
Multiple linear regression analysis of subjects with

chronic pain showed that females had significantly more
depression symptoms, as well as those patients with a
chronic mental disorder. Also, a higher score on the pain
interference scale was significantly associated with more
depression symptoms (Table 5).

Quality of life in subjects with chronic pain
Regarding the quality of life, association of study vari-
ables with EQ-5D in subjects with chronic pain as
assessed using univariate analyses are shown in Table 4.
Lower levels on EQ-5D were found for women, for Sin-
gle/ Divorced/ Widowed and those with chronic mental
disorder, in additionally, increased levels on Pain Sever-
ity Score (p < 0.001), Pain Interference Score (p < 0.001)
and depression score from PHQ-9 (p < 0.001) were asso-
ciated with lower levels of health-related quality of life.
When multiple regression analysis was conducted with

EQ-5D as the dependent variable in cases with chronic
pain (Table 5), it was found that Pain Severity Score and
the depression score were independently associated with
EQ-5D levels.

Discussion
Main findings and discussion in the light of literature
In this study, the results confirmed the negative impact
of chronic pain and depression on the patients’ quality
of life. Univariate analyses showed that individuals with
chronic pain and depression had lower quality of life
(HRQoL). Based on regression analysis, a significant
negative correlation between quality of life and pain and
depression scale was found. Therefore, the more pain
the participants experienced, the worse their quality of
life was. Similarly, the more symptoms of depression,
they had, the worse their quality of life was. The findings
agree with the literature, which confirms the reciprocal
nature of the depression and chronic pain relationship

Table 1 Sample characteristics

Ν (%)
Ν = 200

SOCIODEMOGRAPHIC

Age, mean (SD) 62.2 (14.5)

Sex

Men 76 (38.0)

Women 124 (62.0)

Family status

Married/ in a relationship 155 (77.5)

Single/ Divorced/ Widowed 45 (22.5)

Children

No 24 (12.4)

Yes 169 (87.6)

Nationality

Greek 195 (97.5)

Other 5 (2.5)

Working 44 (22.0)

Educational status

Primary school 85 (42.7)

Middle/High school 78 (39.2)

University 36 (18.1)

Smoking 69 (34.5)

Alcohol consumption 40 (20.0)

CLINICAL

Chronic disease 140 (70.0)

Chronic mental disorder 34 (17.1)

Medication for mental disorder 24 (70.6)

Diagnosed by a physician with depression 23(11.5)

Chronic pain 113 (56.8)

Duration of pain (years), median (IQR) 5 (2–10)

Specialist consultation for pain relief 90 (80.4)

Pain depends on weather changes 80 (72.1)

Pain Severity Score, mean (SD) 1.78 (2.32)

Pain Interference Score, mean (SD) 1.92 (2.77)

Depression score PHQ-9, mean (SD) 4.34 (4.15)

PHQ-9 > 10 31 (16.6)

EQ-5D score, mean (SD) 0.74 (0.27)

Health status (VAS), mean (SD) 73.41 (19.78)
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and poorer quality of life in these patients. Similar re-
sults were found in two very recent studies which show
that the presence of depressive symptoms, affects pa-
tients’ quality of life [27, 28]. A study in patients with
fibromyalgia (FM) shows that depression has a similar
and additive effect in negatively influencing the physical

functioning of FM patients and their HRQoL [27]. An-
other study which was held in Japan in patients with
back pain (CLBP) proved that depression among CLBP
patients was associated with higher pain scores and
lower HRQoL scores, as well as lower workforce prod-
uctivity and increased health care use [28].

Table 2 Univariate analysis results for BPI dimensions in the group of subjects that reported chronic pain (N = 113)

Pain Severity Score Value P Pain Interference Score Value P

Median (IQR) Median (IQR)

Sex

Men 2.00 (0.00 ─ 4.25) 1087+ 0.121+ 1.29 (0.00 ─ 6.14) 1015+ 0.041+

Women 3.00 (1.75 ─ 4.75) 3.43 (0.57 ─ 6.00)

Age, r 0.12‡ 107‡‡ 0.233 0.12‡ 105‡‡ 0.226

Family status

Married/ in a relationship 2.75 (0.75 ─ 4.25) 706.5+ 0.063+ 2.51 (0.00 ─ 5.43) 599.5+ 0.111+

Single/ Divorced/ Widowed 3.63 (2.00 ─ 5.00) 4.41 (2.00 ─ 7.29)

Children

No 3.13 (1.88 ─ 4.88) 491.5+ 0.468+ 4.57 (1.79 ─ 6.71) 408+ 0.139+

Yes 3.00 (1.25 ─ 4.50) 2.43 (0.00 ─ 5.79)

Working

No 3.00 (1.50 ─ 4.75) 806.5+ 0.200+ 3.29 (0.29 ─ 6.14) 739+ 0.096+

Yes 2.13 (0.00 ─ 3.00) 1.43 (0.00 ─ 4.43)

Educational status

Primary school 4.00 (2.00 ─ 4.75) 6.92++ 0.061++ 4.14 (0.71 ─ 6.29) 3.75++ 0.153++

Middle/High school 2.00 (1.00 ─ 3.75) 2.64 (0.00 ─ 6.00)

University 2.13 (0.00 ─ 3.00) 1.71 (0.00 ─ 4.43)

Smoking

No 3.00 (1.50 ─ 4.25) 1301+ 0.591+ 2.57 (0.00 ─ 5.86) 1267.5+ 0.600+

Yes 3.00 (1.25 ─ 5.00) 3.29 (0.00 ─ 6.14)

Alcohol

No 3.00 (1.50 ─ 4.50) 968+ 0.935+ 3.29 (0.00 ─ 5.86) 872.5+ 0.519+

Yes 2.25 (0.75 ─ 6.00) 1.71 (0.00 ─ 6.14)

Chronic physical problem

No 2.00 (1.25 ─ 3.25) 801+ 0.067+ 1.43 (0.00 ─ 4.07) 739+ 0.038+

Yes 3.00 (1.50 ─ 4.75) 3.29 (0.29 ─ 6.29)

Chronic mental disorder

No 2.50 (1.00 ─ 4.25) 751+ 0.035+ 2.29 (0.00 ─ 5.29) 764.5+ 0.092+

Yes 3.88 (2.50 ─ 5.00) 4.14 (1.14 ─ 6.43)

Duration of pain .10‡ 97‡‡ 0.325 −0.02‡ 95‡‡ 0.858

Specialist consultation for pain relief

No 2.00 (0.00 ─ 3.63) 671+ 0.074+ 1.00 (0.00 ─ 3.79) 648+ 0.064+

Yes 3.00 (1.50 ─ 4.75) 3.43 (0.14 ─ 6.14)

Pain depends on weather changes

No 1.75 (0.00 ─ 3.25) 846.5+ 0.014+ 1.14 (0.00 ─ 5.14) 872.5+ 0.034+

Yes 3.00 (1.75 ─ 4.75) 3.71 (0.50 ─ 6.14)

‡Spearman’s correlation coefficient; ‡‡number of observations used for Spearman’s correlation coefficient; +Mann-Whitney test [U-value is stated]; ++Kruskal-Wallis
test (χ2 value is stated with df = 2)
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Regarding depression, univariate analysis in patients
with chronic pain has shown a positive correlation with
the pain scales. Previous studies and reviews assessed
the interaction between depression and chronic pain
[29–33]. Bair et al., reported that morbidity of depres-
sion and anxiety with chronic musculoskeletal pain is
strongly associated with more severe pain and greater
pain interference with daily activities, compared to indi-
viduals with pain only [30]. Furthermore Bair conducted
a literature review, which shown that the prevalence of
pain in a depressed sample and the prevalence of depres-
sion in a pain sample are higher than the prevalence
rates when the conditions are individually examined
[31]. In a study conducted by computer- assisted tele-
phone reviews the prevalence of chronic pain due to any
cause was 22,9%. Approximately 1/3 of the group with
chronic pain had comorbid depression (7,8% of the en-
tire sample) [32]. Most of these studies, have indicated
the correlation between depression and pain, particularly
examining the way through in which the danger of depres-
sion increases, depending on the various aspects of pain
deterioration (e.g. severity, frequency, duration and num-
ber of symptoms). Apart from this correlation, there are
rising indications that depression and pain share the same
neurobiology and neuroanatomical pathways [31, 34] and
studies have distinctly elucidated a significant overlap in
the pathophysiological process of pain and depression.
Hence, the recognition of the relationship between pain
and depression can assist in the treatment of pain, since
similar pharmaceutical approaches are used to treat these
conditions [35].
High rates of chronic pain, and the resultant heavy

burden, were found. More than half (56.8%) of patients
that came to the PCC for whatever reason reported
chronic pain with an average duration of 5 years. In an
epidemiological study in the UK with a random sample
of 5036 patients the 50.4% of patients’ self-reported
chronic pain [36] while Arnow et al. found that chronic
pain was present in 45% of the sample [29]. What was
observed was that the proportion of the patients, who

reported chronic pain, was even greater than that of the
patients with chronic diseases, such as cardiovascular
(46%) and diabetes (15.5%), illnesses that traditionally
are categorized at the higher scale of chronic diseases
[37]. Given the burden of chronic pain as a presentation
in primary care, and that the vast majority of patients
with chronic pain are managed in primary care, physi-
cians should have adequate evidence, training and re-
sources to assess and manage chronic pain. Better
training, combined with the assistance of current guide-
lines, could play an important role in improving man-
agement of chronic pain.
The vast majority of patients (92.6%) mentioned that

they were in pain, in at least one part of the musculoskel-
etal system, most often in the lumbar spine and then, in
the joints of the lower limbs, a finding that is supported
by previously published findings [38, 39]. This finding ex-
plains why a large number of patients have consulted an
orthopedic doctor and physioterapist. Twenty percent
(20%) had not mentioned pain at al. Even though this per-
centage is not high, it indicates however that there are
people that suffer in silence. This finding is in agreement
with another study conducted in rural Greece and has
shown that most people with musculoskeletal pain do not
seek care from primary care services. Researchers con-
cluded that patients consulting the PCC due to musculo-
skeletal pain were more likely to be experiencing mental
distress and bad physical functioning [39].
An interesting finding, according to multiple regres-

sion analysis was that women had more depression
symptoms and complained more about pain, compared
to men. The pain had a greater effect on their daily lives
denoting a worse quality of life. In epidemiological stud-
ies, women have generally reported more pain than men
[40, 41]. The reasons why this gender difference appears
are still not completely clear. Several explanations have
been given in previous studies, which include the differ-
ent experiences per gender. Women are those who most
often seek health care services, and are more willing
than men to refer to pain according to several epidemio-
logical studies [42]. Also, socio-cultural differences in-
clude the role differences between the two genders, the
stereotypes and the expectations of the roles [43]. Fur-
thermore, there is some evidence today that biopsycho-
logical factors, such as the involvement of estrogen and
progesterone are possible mechanisms, while the en-
dogenous opioid system also plays a role of importance
[42–44]. Cognitive and emotional factors such as stress,
depression and catastrophizing (believing something to
be worse than it really is), have also been referred to as
factors that contribute to different reactions concerning
pain between the two genders [34].
Another finding that emerged from univariate analyses

of BPI is that pain scales were found to be increased in

Table 3 Results from stepwise multiple linear regression
analyses with BPI dimensions as dependent variables in the
group of subjects that reported chronic pain (N = 113)

βǁ SEǂ Beta¶ P

Dependent variable: Pain Severity Score

Chronic mental disorder 0.14 0.07 0.19 0.048

R square of the model = 2.6%

Dependent variable: Pain Interference Score

Sex, women vs. men 0.16 0.08 0.20 0.041

R square of the model = 3.3%

ǁregression coefficient; ǂStandard Error; analyses were conducted on cases
with chronic pain; ¶ standardized regression coefficient
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Table 4 Univariate analysis results for EQ-5D and PHQ-9 in the group of subjects that reported chronic pain (N = 113)

EQ-5D score Value (df) P PHQ9 score Value (df) P

Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Sex

Men 0.72 (0.25) 2.84 (103) + 0.005+ 3.18 (2.74) −3.44 (103) + 0.001+

Women 0.57 (0.26) 7.06 (5.60)

Age, r −0.05‡ 103‡‡ 0.634 −0.10‡ 103‡‡ 0.321

Family status

Married/ in a relationship 0.64 (0.26) 2.10 (103) + 0.038+ 5.21 (4.35) −2.07 (103) + 0.041+

Single/ Divorced/ Widowed 0.51 (0.28) 7.84 (6.12)

Children

No 0.54 (0.34) 0.90 (100) + 0.373+ 7.00 (5.85) −0.86 (99) + 0.394+

Yes 0.62 (0.26) 5.54 (5.50)

Working

No 0.60 (0.27) 1.46 (103) + 0.148+ 6.19 (5.65) −1.29 (103) + 0.200+

Yes 0.69 (0.25) 4.43 (3.44)

Educational status

Primary school 0.55 (0.29) 2.67 (2. 102) ++ 0.074++ 6.18 (5.72) 0.57 (2. 102) ++ 0.567++

Middle/High school 0.67 (0.24) 6.00 (5.80)

University 0.68 (0.23) 4.56 (4.08)

Smoking

No 0.61 (0.28) 0.21 (103) ++ 0.838+ 5.16 (4.39) 1.69 (103) ++ 0.095+

Yes 0.62 (0.24) 7.08 (5.89)

Alcohol

No 0.61 (0.27) 0.65 (103) + 0.520+ 6.00 (5.58) −0.61 (103) + 0.546+

Yes 0.65 (0.27) 5.15 (4.91)

Chronic physical problem

No 0.64 (0.26) −0.38 (103) + 0.702+ 5.23 (4.97) 0.57 (103) + 0.569+

Yes 0.61 (0.27) 6.00 (5.80)

Chronic mental disorder

No 0.68 (0.22) −4.81 (103) + < 0.001+ 4.93 (4.86) 3.28 (103) + 0.001+

Yes 0.40 (0.31) 9.09 (6.95)

Duration of pain −0.04‡ 93‡‡ 0.686 −0.12‡ 95‡‡ 0.25

Specialist consultation for pain relief

No 0.71 (0.22) −1.84 (103) + 0.069+ 4.80 (6.14) 0.92 (103) + 0.361+

Yes 0.59 (0.28) 6.08 (5.50)

Pain depends on weather changes

No 0.67 (0.27) −1.22 (102) + 0.224+ 3.71 (2.93) 2.48 (102) + 0.015+

Yes 0.6 (0.27) 6.52 (5.43)

Pain Severity Score, r −0.65‡ 104‡‡ < 0.001 0.44‡ 105‡‡ < 0.001

Pain Interference Score, r −0.62‡ 102‡‡ < 0.001 0.50‡ 104‡‡ < 0.001

Depression score PHQ-9, r −0.63‡ 100‡‡ < 0.001

‡Pearson’s correlation coefficient; ‡‡degrees of freedom for Pearson’s correlation coefficient; +Student’s t-test [t-value (DF) is stated]; ++ANOVA [F-value (df1,df2)
are stated]
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patients that reported pain depending weather changes.
Previous researchers reported that weather conditions
affect chronic pain [45]. The most frequently reported
physical complaints associated with the weather were joint
and muscle aches [45]. The results from a study in pa-
tients with fibromyalgia showed that data for pain levels,
emotional measures and weather conditions were signifi-
cantly associated [46]. While, the results of a cohort study
in patients with hip osteoarthritis (OA) support the gen-
eral opinion of OA patients that barometric pressure and
relative humidity influence perceived OA symptoms [47].

Impact of the study
The current study comprises one first attempt to record
the chronic pain in PHC setting in Greece. Although the
study is bounded by several limitations, its findings may
have an impact on the clinical practice and the decision
making of clinicians.
Our study revealed a high proportion of people who re-

ported chronic pain and the negative impact it had on
their psychology and quality of life. Given the fact that the
general practice setting is easily accessible to the patients,
the need for the physicians to be properly trained is evi-
dent. Practical guidelines and recommendations on the
management of chronic pain are necessary, in order to be
able to improve the medical care provided. Physicians also
recognize and deal with chronic pain incidents, instead of
only focusing on the disease indices. Also, more research
based on Primary Care is needed to inform doctor’s as-
sessment and their management of chronic pain.
Efficient pain management includes a multidisciplinary

and integrated approach the aim of which is to minimize
the pain as much as possible, but also to train the patients
in the achievement of wellbeing, regardless of their
chronic pain. Physicians should deal with chronic pain as
a serious clinical entity, by focusing on both the physical
and mental symptoms. A typical psychological assessment

could be the key-point in potential depression comorbid-
ity or other psychosomatic disorders which have a nega-
tive impact on the individuals’ quality of life. This fact
constitutes a basic prerequisite so that treatment options
can lead to a positive health outcome.
In this context, the correlation of depression and

chronic pain seems to be strong; accordingly, screening
for mental disorders should be required for anyone
reporting chronic pain.
Finally, this current study probably constitutes one of

the very few studies of the PHC, where pain has been
measured with the BPI. While it could be assumed that
the BPI does not constitute the proper tool for the as-
sessment of pain in this kind of patient, because was ori-
ginally designed to assess cancer-related pain, (and is
now the most commonly used cancer pain assessment
instrument) [48, 49] it has been proven an easy and ac-
curate way to measure it. This fact shows that this par-
ticular tool can be used for the measurement of chronic
pain in similar populations.

Limitations
Nevertheless, the survey presents certain visible limita-
tions and weaknesses. Firstly, the study data is collected
only from one practice. Thus, the external validity of this
study seems to be limited and under discussion. Second,
the study is cross-sectional design which limits firm state-
ments about the direction of causality between pain and
psychological dysfunction (for example depression). Third,
an important limitation is the absence of measurement of
pain-specific constructs (other than pain interference)
such as pain catastrophizing, acceptance and self-efficacy,
all of which have been associated with psychological dys-
function and quality of life in individuals with chronic
pain. Nevertheless, we do not have sufficient evidence that
the study findings are far from the current Greek reality;
as a result, the conclusions might contribute to a broader
evaluation of chronic pain and its association with depres-
sion and the quality of life of an individual. Besides, a re-
view of current published data reveals that research
activity concerning chronic pain should include a qualita-
tive approach, like interviews, in order to investigate thor-
oughly (relevant) patients’ beliefs and attitudes. In this
context, during interviews with patients suffering from
osteoarthritis of the knee, it became obvious that individ-
uals did not necessarily consider this kind of pain as a
symptom of illness [50]. According to this point of view,
the qualitative approach should be included in the meth-
odology of such research projects, in order to obtain all
useful data so that conclusions are reliable.

Conclusion
Throughout the current study it became quite obvious
that the burden of chronic pain in a Greek suburban area

Table 5 Results from stepwise multiple linear regression
analyses for depression scale and EQ-D, in the group of subjects
that reported chronic pain (N = 113)

βǁ SEǂ Beta¶ P

Dependent variable: EQ-5D

Pain Interference Score −0.04 0.01 −0.42 < 0.001

PHQ9 score −0.02 0.00 −0.42 < 0.001

R square of the model = 52%

Dependent variable: Depression scale PHQ9

Sex, women vs. men 2.50 1.01 0.21 0.015

Chronic mental disorder 2.84 1.12 0.21 0.013

Pain Interference Score 0.81 0.16 0.43 < 0.001

R square of the model = 32%

ǁregression coefficient; ǂStandard Error; analyses were conducted on cases
with chronic pain; ¶ standardized regression coefficient
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is high and constitutes a health issue of importance. The
acknowledgement of the psychological burden of chronic
pain could be ameliorated with the screening of any pa-
tient suffering inexplicable pain and/or an inexplicable de-
terioration of an agonizing condition.

Abbreviations
BPI: Brief Pain Inventory; CLBP: Chronic low back pain; CP: Chronic Pain; Euro-
5 D: Euro Qol 5 D; FB: Fibromyalgia; HRQOL: Health- Related Quality of Life;
IASP: International Association for the Study of Pain; OA: Osteoarthritis;
PCC: Primary Care Center; PHC: Primary Health Care; PHQ-9: Patient Health
Questionnaire-9; WHO: World Health Organization

Acknowledgements
We are grateful to the patients who gave their time to complete
questionnaires.

Authors’ contributions
ER, DD and CL contributed to the study and the research design. ER
administered questionnaires and led the writing of the project. ER, VR and PA
collected the data. CT has carried out the statistical analysis. CL has been
involved in drafting the manuscript and supervising it critically. All individuals
were responsible for project implementation and were accredited with
authorship. Αll authors read and approved the final version of the manuscript.

Funding
The study was conducted by the researchers and there was no financial
reward for the participants. All conditions governing the conduct of research
activity in Greece were adhered to.

Availability of data and materials
The data sets used and analyzed during the current study are available from
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Before data collection, the approval of the local ethics committee, the
Scientific Committee of the 6th Regional Health Directorate of Greece, was
requested. The committee with a formal document approved the research
presented in the current manuscript (reference number 86–7/3/2016).
Besides this, all the participants were asked for informed written consent for
their participation and those who did not wish to take part, were excluded.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1Medical Center of Ag. Theodoroi-Loutrakiou, Dimitriou Stamou 8 St, Ag.
Theodoroi, Corinthia, Greece. 2Medical Psychology, Laboratory, Medical
Psychology, University of Ioannina, Medical School, University of Ioannina,
Ioannina, Greece. 3Nursing Department, University of West Attica, Scientific
Partner of Faculty of NursingNational and Kapodistrian University of Athens,
Athens, Greece. 4Hellenic Navy, Navy Hospital of Athens, Scientific Partner of
Faculty of Nursing, Adjunct Academic Staff, MSc Health Care Management,
National and Kapodistrian University of Athens, Hellenic Open University,
Athens, Greece. 5Biostatistician, Centre for Health Services Research,
Department of Hygiene, Epidemiology and Medical Statistics, Medical School,
University of Athens, Athens, Greece. 6General Practice and Primary Health
Care, Clinic of Social and Family Medicine, Medical School, University of
Crete, Heraklion, Greece.

Received: 22 July 2018 Accepted: 12 December 2019

References
1. Vlaxos A, Vlaxos S. Hsiodos Theogonia. Athens: Papadimas; 2007.

2. Gureje O, Von Korff M, Simon GE, Gater R. Persistent pain and well-being. A
world health organization study in primary care. JAMA. 1998;280(2):147–51.
https://doi.org/10.1001/Jama. 280.2.147.

3. Breivik H, Collett B, Ventafridda V, Cohen R, Gallagher D. Survey of chronic pain in
Europe: prevalence, impact on daily life, and treatment. Eur J Pain. 2006;10:287–333.

4. Baker M, Collett B, Fischer A, Herrmann V, Huygen F, Tölle T, Trueman P,
Varrassi G, Vazquez P, Vos K, Gustorff B, Simoens S, Tourné J, Michelet D,
Mikkonen L. Pain proposal: improving the current and future management of
chronic pain. A European Consensus Report. 2010. Available at http://www.
dgss.org/fileadmin/pdf/Pain_Proposal_European_Consensus_Report.pdf

5. Woolf AD, Zeidler H, Hagland U, et al. Musculoskeletal pain in Europe: its
impact and a comparison of population and medical perceptions of
treatment in eight European countries. Ann Rheum Dis. 2004;63:342–7.

6. Dahlhamer J, Lucas J, Zelaya C, et al. Prevalence of chronic pain and high-
impact chronic pain among adults — United States, 2016. Morb Mortal
Wkly Rep. 2018;67:1001–6. https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.mm6736a2.

7. Verhaak PFM, Kerssens JJ, Dekker J, Sorbi MJ, Bensing JM. Prevalence of chronic
benign pain disorder among adults: a review of the literature. Pain. 1998;77:231–9.

8. Fayaz A, Croft P, Langford RM, et al. Prevalence of chronic pain in the UK: a
systematic review and meta-analysis of population studies. BMJ Open. 2016;
6:e010364. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2015-010364.

9. Dueñas M, Salazar A, Ojeda B, et al. A nationwide study of chronic pain
prevalence in the general Spanish population: identifying clinical subgroups
through cluster analysis. Pain Med. 2015;16(4):811–22.

10. Dersh J, Polatin PB, Gatchel RJ. Chronic pain and psychopathology: research
findings and theoretical considerations. Psychosom Med. 2002;64(5):773–86.

11. Nugraha B, Gutenbrunner C, Barke A, Karst M, Schiller J, Schäfer P, Falter S, Korwisi B,
Rief W. Treede RD; IASP taskforce for the classification of chronic pain. The IASP
classification of chronic pain for ICD-11: functioning properties of chronic pain. Pain.
2019;160(1):88–94. https://doi.org/10.1097/j.pain.0000000000001433.

12. Lerman SF, Rudich Z, Brill S, Shalev H, Shahar G. Longitudinal associations
between depression, anxiety, pain, and pain-related disability in chronic
pain patients. Psychosom Med. 2015;77:333–41.

13. Fishbain DA, Cutler R, Rosomoff HL, Rosomoff RS. Chronic pain-associated depression:
antecedent or consequence of chronic pain? A review. Clin J Pain. 1997;13(2):116–37.

14. Meyer T, Cooper J, Raspe H. Disabling low back pain and depressive
symptoms in the community-dwelling elderly: a prospective study. Spine.
2007;32(21):2380–6.

15. Gureje O, Von Korff M, Simon G, Gater R. Persistent pain and well-being. A
World Health Organization study in primary care. JAMA. 1998;280(2):147–51.
https://doi.org/10.1001/Jama. 280.2.147.

16. Dueñas M, Ojeda B, Salazar A, Mico JA, Failde I. A review of chronic pain
impact on patients, their social environment and the health care system. J
Pain Res. 2016;9:457–67.https://doi.org/10.2147/JPR.S105892.

17. Von Korff ΒM, Ormel ΒJ, KeefeΒ FJ, Dworkin Β. Grading the severity of
chronic pain. Pain. 1992;50:133–49.

18. International Association for the Study of Pain Task Force on Taxonomy.
Classification of chronic pain. 2nd ed. Seattle, WA: IASP Press; 1994.

19. Greek National Statistic Service, 2011. Available at: http://www.statistics.gr/
el/statistics/-/publication/SAM04/-.

20. Mystakidou K, Mendoza T, Tsilika E, Befon S, Parpa E, Bellos G, Vlahos L,
Cleeland C. Greek brief pain inventory: validation and utility in cancer pain.
Oncology. 2001;60(1):35–42.

21. Cleeland CS, Ryan KM. Pain assessment: global use of the BRief pain
inventory. Ann Acad Med Singap. 1994;23(2):129–38.

22. Hyphantis T, et al. Diagnostic accuracy, internal consistency and convergent
validity of the Greek version of the PHQ-9 in diagnosing depression in
rheumatologic disorders. Arthritis Care Res. 2011;63(9):1313–21.

23. Manea L, Gilbody S, McMillan D. Optimal cut off score for diagnosing
depression with the Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ-9): a meta analyses.
CMAJ. 2012;184(3):E191–6.

24. Yfantopoulos J. The Greek version of the Euro Qol 5D. Arch Hellenic Med.
2001;18(2):180–91.

25. Kontodimopoulos N, Pappa E, Niakas D, Yfantopoulos J, Dimitraki C, Tountas
Y. Validity of the EuroQoL (EQ-5D) instrument in a Greek general
population. Value Health. 2008;11(7):1162–9.

26. Cohen J. Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences. New York:
Routledge Academic; 1988.

27. Tesio V, Di Tella M, Ghiggia A, et al. Alexithymia and depression affect quality
of life in patients with chronic pain: a study on 205 patients with fibromyalgia.
Front Psychol. 2018;9:442. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg. 2018.00442.

Rapti et al. BMC Psychology            (2019) 7:86 Page 10 of 11

https://doi.org/10.1001/Jama. 280.2.147
http://www.dgss.org/fileadmin/pdf/Pain_Proposal_European_Consensus_Report.pdf
http://www.dgss.org/fileadmin/pdf/Pain_Proposal_European_Consensus_Report.pdf
https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.mm6736a2
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2015-010364
https://doi.org/10.1097/j.pain.0000000000001433
https://doi.org/10.1001/Jama. 280.2.147
https://doi.org/10.2147/JPR.S105892
http://www.statistics.gr/el/statistics/-/publication/SAM04/-
http://www.statistics.gr/el/statistics/-/publication/SAM04/-
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg. 2018.00442


28. Tsuji T, Matsudaira K, Sato H, Vietri J. The impact of depression among
chronic low back pain patients in Japan. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. 2016;
17(1):447. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-016-1304-4.

29. Arnow BA, Hunkeler EM, Blasey CM, Lee J, Constantino MJ, Fireman B,
Kraemer HC, Dea R, Robinson R, Hayward C. Comorbid depression, chronic
pain, and disability in primary care. PsychosomMed. 2006;68(2):262–8.

30. Bair MJ, Wu J, Damush TM, Sutherland JM, Kroenke K. Association of
Depression and Anxiety Alone and in combination with chronic
musculoskeletal pain in primary care patients. Psychosom Med. 2008;70(8):
890–7. https://doi.org/10.1097/PSY.0b013e318185c510. Epub 2008 Sep 16

31. Bair MJ, Robinson RL, Katon W, et al. Depression and pain comorbidity. A
literature review. Arch Intern Med. 2003;163(20):2433–45. https://doi.org/10.
1001/archinte.163.20.2433.

32. Miller LR, Cano A. Comorbid chronic pain and depression: who is at risk? J Pain.
2009;10(6):619–27. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2008.12.007. Epub 2009 Apr 23

33. Kroenke K, Wu J, Bair MJ, Krebs EE, Damush TM, Tu W. Reciprocal
relationship between pain and depression: a 12-month longitudinal analysis
in primary care. J Pain. 2011;12(9):964–73. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.
2011.03.003. Epub 2011 Jun 16

34. Fillingim RB, King CD, Ribeiro-Dasilva MC, Rahim-Williams B, Riley JK. Sex,
gender, and pain: a review of recent clinical and experimental findings. J
Pain. 2009;10(5):447–85. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2008.12.001.

35. Goldstein DJ, Lu Y, Detke MJ, Hudson J, Lyengar S, Demitrack MA. Effects of duloxetine
on painful physical symptoms with depression. Depress Anxiety. 2003;45:17–28.

36. Elliott AM, Smith BH, Penny KI, Smith WC, Chambers WA. The epidemiology
of chronic pain in the community. Lancet. 1999;354:1248–52.

37. Rosamond W, Flegal K, Friday G, Furie K, Go A, Greenlund K, Haase N, Ho M,
Howard V, Kissela B, Kittner S, Lloyd-Jones D, McDermott M, Meigs J, Moy C,
Nichol G, O’Donnell CJ, Roger V, Rumsfeld J, Sorlie P, Steinberger J, Thom T,
Wasserthiel-Smoller S, Hong Y. Heart disease and stroke statistics: 2007
update: a report from the American Heart Association Statistics Committee
and Stroke Statistics Subcommittee. Circulation. 2007;115:e69–e171.

38. Jinks C, Ong BN, Richardson J. A mixed methods study to investigate needs
assessment for knee pain and disability. Population and individuals perspectives.
BMC MusculoskeletDisord. 2007;8:59. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2474-8-59.

39. Antonopoulou M, Antonakis N, Hadjipavlou A, Lionis C. Patterns of pain and
consulting behaviour in patients with musculoskeletal disorders in rural
Crete. Greece Fam Pract. 2007;24(3):209–16.

40. Hasselström J, Liu-Palmgren J, Rasjö-Wrååk G. Prevalence of pain in general
practice. Eur J Pain. 2002;6:375–85, 36

41. Unruh AM. Gender variations in clinical pain experience. Pain. 1996;65:123–67.
42. Hunt K, Adamson J, Hewitt C, Nazareth I. Do women consult more than men?

A review of gender and consultation for back pain and headache. J Health
Serv Res Policy. 2011;16(2):108–17. https://doi.org/10.1258/jhsrp.2010.009131.

43. Barsky AJ, Peekna HM, Borus JF. Somatic symptom reporting in women and
men. J Gen Intern Med. 2001;16:266–75.

44. Craft RM, Mogil JS, Aloisi AM. Sex differences in pain and analgesia: the role
of gonadal hormones. Eur J Pain. 2004;8:397–411.

45. Shutty M, Cundiff G, DeGood D. Pain complaint and the weather: weather sensitivity
and symptom complaints in chronic pain patients. Pain. 1992;49(2):199–204.

46. Fagerlund AJ, Iversen M, Ekeland A, Moen CM, Aslaksen PM. Blame it on the
weather? The association between pain in fibromyalgia, relative humidity,
temperature and barometric pressure. PLoS One. 2019;14(5):e0216902.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0216902.

47. Dorleijn DM, Luijsterburg PA, Burdorf A, Rozendaal RM, Verhaar JA, Bos PK,
et al. Associations between weather conditions and clinical symptoms in
patients with hip osteoarthritis: a 2-year cohort study. Pain. 2014;155(4):808–
13. Epub 2014/01/28. pmid:24462921

48. Daut RL, Cleeland CS, Flanery RC. Development of the Wisconsin Brief Pain
Questionnaire to assess pain in cancer and other diseases. Pain. 1983;17:197–210.

49. Wang XS, Cleeland CS, Wittink HM, Carr DB. Outcomes measurement in
cancer pain. In: Pain Management: Evidence, Outcomes, and Quality of Life.
A Sourcebook. London: Elsevier; 2008. p. 361–76.

50. Sanders C, Donovan J, Dieppe P. The significance and consequences of having
painful and disabled joints in older age: co-existing accounts of normal and
disrupted biographies. Sociol Health Illn. March 2002;24(2):227–53.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Rapti et al. BMC Psychology            (2019) 7:86 Page 11 of 11

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-016-1304-4
https://doi.org/10.1097/PSY.0b013e318185c510
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.163.20.2433
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.163.20.2433
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2008.12.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2011.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2011.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2008.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2474-8-59
https://doi.org/10.1258/jhsrp.2010.009131
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0216902
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24462921

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Setting
	Participants, and sample
	Data collection tools
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Descriptive data
	Main results
	The burden of chronic pain
	BPI scale
	Depression in subjects with chronic pain
	Quality of life in subjects with chronic pain


	Discussion
	Main findings and discussion in the light of literature
	Impact of the study
	Limitations


	Conclusion
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Authors’ contributions
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Author details
	References
	Publisher’s Note

