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Abstract: To investigate the physiopathology of pain in chronic inflammatory rheumatic diseases
(CIRDs), we assessed the prevalence of migraine and neuropathic pain in 499 patients with CIRDs.
We studied 238 patients with rheumatoid arthritis, 188 with spondyloarthritis (SpA), 72 with psoriatic
arthritis (PsA), and 1 unclassified. Migraine was diagnosed according to IHS migraine diagnostic
criteria. Neuropathic pain was diagnosed when patients scored at least 3 on the DN4 questionnaire.
Participants completed a validated self-assessment questionnaire. Migraine prevalence was 34%
(165/484), and it was highest in PsA. Risk factors for migraine were a high level of anxiety, female sex,
young age, and TNF-alpha inhibitor treatment (OR = 1.90 (1.13-3.25)). Besides, high disease activity
was a risk factor in SpA. Blood CRP level was not significantly associated with migraine. Of 493
patients with CIRDs, 21.5% had chronic pain with neuropathic characteristics. Compared to the
French general population, these patients had significantly higher prevalences of migraine (two-fold)
and neuropathic pain (three-fold). This study showed that migraine and neuropathic pain frequently
occurred in patients with rheumatic diseases. Therefore, upon reporting residual pain, these patients
should be checked for the presence of migraine or neuropathic pain, despite adequate clinical control
of rheumatic disease.

Keywords: rheumatic diseases; migraine; neuropathic pain

1. Introduction

Chronic inflammatory rheumatoid diseases (CIRDs) are a class of rheumatic diseases that includes
rheumatoid arthritis (RA), spondyloarthritis (SpA), and psoriatic arthritis (PsA). The common feature
of these diseases is that they cause inflammatory pain, which leads to functional disability. The current
therapeutic objective is to achieve clinical remission, that is, the absence of pain, joint swelling,
spinal stiffness, and biological inflammatory syndrome [1,2]. However, although patients are in clinical
remission, some have reported persistent pain. The most likely hypothesis is that the nociceptive
pathways are sensitized and endogenous controls of nociception are altered in CIRDs, a chronic
algogenic disease. This condition might be described as the presence of a fibromyalgia state associated
with CIRDs. Clauw et al. reported that 10-30% of patients with RA, osteoarthritis, or lupus met the
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criteria for fibromyalgia [3]. The prevalence of fibromyalgia was estimated to be 6 to 17% in RA and 4
to 15% in spondyloarthritis [4-6]. In a previous study, we found that 24% of 143 patients with CIRDs
met the criteria for fibromyalgia [7]. However, a recent study showed that the frequency of neuropathic
pain, defined as pain arising as a direct consequence of a lesion or disease affecting the somatosensory
system, was relatively high among patients with RA, PsA, or SpA, without necessarily meeting the
criteria for fibromyalgia [8]. Therefore, persistent pain in patients with CIRDs might not be linked
to the presence of fibromyalgia; instead, it might involve other parameters. The physiopathology of
pain in rheumatic diseases remains unknown; indeed, few studies have evaluated the frequency of
neuropathic pain in CIRDs. In one study, Koop et al. found that, among 159 patients with RA, 27 (17%)
had likely neuropathic pain and 34 (21.4%) had possible neuropathic pain [9]. Similarly, although
many studies have described a link between chronic inflammatory activity and the risk of migraine
in multiple sclerosis and inflammatory bowel disease [10,11], very few studies have described the
occurrence of migraine in CIRDs. In the general French population, the prevalence of migraine is 21.3%
and the prevalence of chronic neuropathic pain is 6.9% [12,13]. Although there is no pathophysiological
relationship between migraine and neuropathic pain, it has been shown in a previous study focusing
on pain in patients with multiple sclerosis that these two pain entities were associated [10]. As there
was a rationale for an increased prevalence of both migraine and neuropathic pain types in CIRDs,
we decided to study both in the same study.

This study aimed to assess the prevalence of migraine and neuropathic pain in patients with CIRDs
that were routinely followed in a Rheumatology department. We then compared these prevalences
with those found in the general French population.

2. Methods

2.1. Ethical Considerations

This study was approved by the local Ethics Committee (Comité de Protection des Personnes
Sud-Ouest et Outre-Mer II) (n°ID-RCB: 2017-A01655-48). All included patients provided written consent
to participate in the study, in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.

2.2. Patients

All patients who visited the Rheumatology Department of Clermont-Ferrand University Hospital
for RA, SpA, or PsA were invited to participate in the study. The following criteria were used to
classify patients: The 2010 American College of Rheumatology/European League Against Rheumatism
criteria for RA and the Classification Criteria for Psoriatic Arthritis for PsA. For SpA, we used the New
York criteria for ankylosing spondylitis or the axial Assessment of SpondyloArthritis International
Society (ASAS) criteria for non-radiographic spondyloarthropathy or the peripheral ASAS criteria for
peripheral spondyloarthropathy.

We collected clinical and demographic data, including age, gender, tobacco use, type of rheumatic
disease, and year of diagnosis. Disease activity was assessed with the Disease Activity Score in
28 joints, based on the erythrocyte sedimentation rate (DAS28 ESR), for RA or PsA, and with
the Bath Ankylosing Spondylitis Disease Activity Index (BASDAI) for SpA and PsA. Functional
disability was evaluated with the health assessment questionnaire (HAQ). Anxiety and depression
were evaluated with the hospital anxiety and depression (HAD) questionnaire [14]. All participants
also completed the pain catastrophizing scale [15]. Systemic inflammation was evaluated based on the
blood CRP level. We also recorded comorbidities that could cause chronic pain, such as osteoarthritis,
obesity, Gougerot-Sjogren syndrome, fibromyalgia, and current treatments. Each patient completed a
self-assessment questionnaire validated in previous studies to report migraine and/or neuropathic
pain [10,16].
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2.3. Survey

To ensure a maximal response rate, the questionnaire was deliberately simple; it was designed
to be completed in less than 15 min for most of the patients. Validated questionnaires were used
to limit the risk of bias. All participants first responded to the question: “Are you experiencing or
have you experienced pain or headache during the last 3 months?”. Participants who responded
“No” skipped the remainder of the pain questionnaire, and they completed the sections on anxiety,
depression, and disease activity. Participants who responded “yes” completed specific surveys that
covered headaches and other types of pain. After completion, the questionnaires were checked for
accuracy by one of the investigators.

Headaches. The first part of the questionnaire served to identify migraine; it included the
diagnostic criteria for a strict migraine established in the third edition of the International Classification
of Headache Disorders [17]. This questionnaire was similar to a self-administered questionnaire used
previously in French surveys to diagnose strict and probable migraines [12]. Migraines were diagnosed
according to the following International Headache Society (IHS) migraine diagnostic criteria: Typical
headache that lasted 4-72 h without treatment, at least two of four typical headache characteristics
(unilateral, pulsatile, pain intensity >4/10 on the visual analogue scale (VAS) for pain, increase in pain
with physical activity), at least one of two types of nonpain-associated symptoms (nausea and/or
vomiting, photophobia, and phonophobia). Participants were diagnosed with a strict migraine when
their attacks met all the IHS diagnostic criteria for migraines. Participants were diagnosed with a
probable migraine when their attacks met all but one of the four diagnostic criteria for migraines
without an aura. With this method, a previous study estimated that migraine prevalence was 21.3%
in the general population in France [12]. This diagnostic questionnaire was followed by a six-item,
short-form survey for measuring headache impact (HIT-6) [18]. Chronic migraine is characterized
by the presence of >15 days of headache per month for at least three months, with headache having
the same clinical features of migraine without aura for at least eight of those 15 days in the absence
of medication overuse [17]. In the present study, those with migraine who experienced headache
>15 days per month were considered to have chronic migraine, as proposed in previous studies [10,16].

Other pain types. A grading system is recommended for neuropathic pain’s diagnosis [19].
Although this is the gold standard, such a grading system can be difficult to use for nonspecialists and
using validated screening questionnaires in large epidemiological studies is commonly accepted. In the
present study, the subjects answered the two questions (including seven items) from the DN4 interview
questionnaire regarding the characteristics of their pain [13]. A score of 1 was given to each positive
item and a score of 0 to each negative item. The total score was calculated as the sum of the seven
items. Respondents with a total score >3 were considered to have neuropathic pain characteristics [13].
Initially, the DN4 interview questionnaire was validated as a clinician-administered questionnaire.
A complementary validation was made, and the results of the self-reported and clinician-administered
questions for each of the seven items showed excellent consistency (k coefficients with a 95% confidence
interval (CI) of 0.82-0.95, p < 0.001). The self-administered DN4 questionnaire had a sensitivity of
81.6% and a specificity of 85.7% for an optimal cut-off score of 3 out of 7, being similar to those
observed in the initial study using a clinician-administered version of the questionnaire [20]. With this
method, a previous study estimated that the prevalence of chronic neuropathic pain was 6.9% in the
general population in France [13]. Participants also completed the brief pain inventory (BPI) [21],
which measured both pain intensity and whether pain interfered with everyday life.

2.4. Statistical Analysis

The primary objective of this study was to assess the prevalence of migraine and neuropathic
pain in a sample of patients with inflammatory rheumatic diseases. Continuous data are presented
as the mean =+ standard deviation (SD) or the median and interquartile range (IQR), based on the
statistical distribution. The assumption of normality was checked with normal probability plots and the
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Shapiro-Wilk test. Prevalence and categorical data are presented as the percentage and 95% confidence
interval (95% CI).

Continuous parameters were compared between independent groups (RA/SpA/PsA, with/without
migraine, with/without neuropathic pain) with the ANOVA or student t-test. Alternatively, when the
assumptions of parametric tests were not met, we used the Kruskal-Wallis test or Mann-Whitney test.
The homoscedasticity hypothesis was verified with the Bartlett test. Categorical data were compared
between groups with the chi-squared test or Fisher’s exact test. Binary variables of particular interest,
like the presence/absence of migraine or pain, were evaluated with generalized linear models (i.e.,
logistic regression), which included these variables as response variables and estimated the odds
ratios (OR) and corresponding 95% CI. Furthermore, we performed multivariable analyses to make
simultaneous adjustments for variables that showed univariate significance or clinical relevance.

We compared the prevalences of migraine and neuropathic pain in our sample to those of the
general population, based on Lanteri and Bouhassira studies. Differences were expressed as ORs,
based on the Mantel-Haenszel method [12,13].

All statistical analyses were performed with R and STATA software. All tests were two-sided,
and the type I error was set at 5%. Following Rothman, we chose to report all the individual p-values
and confidence intervals, without doing any mathematical correction for distinct tests comparing two
modalities (Rothman, K.J. Epidemiology 1990).

3. Results

We included 499 patients with CIRDs (238 with RA, 188 with SpA, 72 with PsA, and one patient
not classified). Patient characteristics are summarized in Table 1 and Figure 1.

Rheumatoid arthritis (n=238)
Pain: 133/229 (58.1%)
Male: 22.7%
Age: 60.6112.3 years
Time from onset: 15.6£12.2 years
Overall CIRDs population (n=499) Active disease: 21.6%
Time from onset: 14.0£11.9 years

Activeldisensa 229 Spondyloarthritis (n=188)

Pain: 130/187 (69.5%)

Male: 47.3%

Age: 47.4114.1 years

Time from onset: 12.7+£11.4 years
Active disease: 38.3%

Psoriatic arthritis (n=72)
Pain: 49/71 (69.0%)
Male: 36.1%
Age: 52.5+13.0 years

No pain: 175/488 (35.9%) Pain: 313/488 (64.1%) Time from onset: 11.9+11.7 years

Male: 44.0% Male: 28.4% Active disease: 47.4%
Age: 58.2+14.4 years Age: 52.1+14.0 years

Time from onset: 15.4+12.9 years  Time from onset: 13.1+11.0 years

Active disease: 31/153 (20.3%) Active disease: 106/271 (39.1%)

Headaches: 52.7% (n=165)
Male: 22.4%

—————> Age: 49.2+12.8 years
Time from onset: 12.74£10.3 years
Active disease: 63/142 (44.3%)

Chronic pain with NC: 33.9% (n=106)
Male: 27.4%
————> Age: 51.3+13.8 years
Time from onset: 12.0£11.3 years
Active disease: 44/91 (48.4%)

Figure 1. Distribution of rheumatic diseases, migraine, and neuropathic pain among study participants.
CIRDs: Chronic inflammatory rheumatic diseases; NC: Neuropathic characteristics. The number in the
denominator corresponds to the number of patients with available data.
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Table 1. Characteristics of patients with chronic inflammatory rheumatic diseases.
e All Patients RA SpA PsA
Characteristic N = 499 N = 238 N =plSS N=72 p Value
Age, years 545+ 14.4 60.6 +12.3 474 +14.1 52.5+13.0 <0.001
[range] [18-87] [27-87] [18-85] [22-87] ’
Men, 1 (%) 170 (34.1%) 54 (22.7%) 89 (47.3%) 26 (36.1%) <0.001
Smokers, 11 (%) 104 (23.2%) 42 (17.6%) 45 (23.9%) 17 (23.6%) 0.49
Fibromyalgia, 1 (%) 32 (6.4%) 9 (3.7%) 16 (8.5%) 7 (9.7%) 0.14
Obesity, 1 (%) 95 (19.0%) 39 (16.4%) 33 (17.6%) 22 (30.6%) 0.008
Osteoarthritis, 1 (%) 89 47 26 16 0.28
Gougerot-Sjogren, 1 (%) 10 (2.0%) 9 (3.7%) 0 (0.0%) 1(1.4%) 0.049
Depression, 11 (%) 41 (8.2%) 17 (7.1%) 20 (10.6%) 4(5.6%) 0.46
Disease duration, years 11.2 [4.9-20.0] 14.0 [6.1-21.1] 9.0 [4.5-18.2] 9.5 [4.0-15.3] 0.01
Active disease, 11 (%) 42/194 (21.6%)  70/183 (38.3%)  27/57 (47.4%)
DAS28 ESR score 234 +1.23 2.39 + 1.38
BASDAI, mm 33.6 £20.2 33.8 +20.5
CRP, mg/L 3.0 [1.3-6.0] 3.0 [1.2-6.5] 29[1.2-4.7] 3.0[2.4-7.7] 0.11
HAQ score 0.58 + 0.60 0.64 + 0.67 0.52 +0.53 0.52 +0.53 0.09
HAD Anxiety score 78 +4.0 7.7 +42 8.1+37 7.8+4.0 0.81
PCS score 155+ 11.5 141 +115 16.8 £ 11.3 15.8 £+ 11.3 0.22
HAD Depression score 53+3.9 50+3.6 57+43 49+35 0.94
Treatments
Pain treatment, n (%) 112 (22.4%) 50 (21.0%) 38 (20.2%) 24 (33.3%) 0.11
NSAID, 1 (%) 108 (21.6%) 30 (12.6%) 61 (32.4%) 17 (23.6%) <0.001
Corticosteroid, 1 (%) 53 (10.6%) 46 (19.3%) 5(2.7%) 2 (2.8%) <0.001
Methotrexate, 1 (%) 234 (46.9%) 163 (68.4%) 34 (18.1%) 36 (50.0%) <0.001
Sulfasalazine, 1 (%) 23 (4.6%) 7 (2.9%) 10 (5.3%) 6 (8.3%) 0.26
Leflunomide, 1 (%) 19 (3.8%) 15 (6.3%) 3 (1.6%) 1 (1.4%) 0.051
Anti-TNF-alpha, 7 (%) 241 (48.3%) 77 (32.4%) 130 (69.1%) 33 (45.8%) <0.001
Hydroxychloroquine, 1 (%) 59 (11.8%) 57 (23.9%) 1 (0.05%) 0 (0.0%)
Tocilizumab, 1 (%) 23 (4.6%) 23 (9.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Abatacept, n (%) 7 (1.4%) 7 (2.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Rituximab, 1 (%) 288 (5.6%) 27 (11.3%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Ustekinumab, 71 (%) 7/499 (1.4%) 0/238 (0.0%) 5 (2.7%) 2 (2.8%)
Strict Migraine, 7 (%) 64/484 (13.2%)  23/203 (11.3%)  26/186 (14.0%)  15/71 (21.1%) 0.12
Strict + probable migraine, n (%)  165/484 (34.0%)  62/226 (27.4%)  71/186 (38.2%)  32/71 (45.1%) 0.02
Neuropathic pain, 7 (%) 106/493 (21.5%)  41/233 (17.6%)  50/187 (26.7%)  14/72 (19.4%) 0.02

RA: Rheumatoid arthritis; SpA: Spondyloarthritis; PsA: Psoriatic arthritis; DAS28: Disease activity in 28 joints, ESR:
Erythrocyte sedimentation rate; CRP: C-reactive protein; HAQ: Health assessment questionnaire; BASDAI: Bath
ankylosing spondylitis disease assessment index; HAD: Hospital anxiety and depression; PCS: Pain catastrophizing
scale; NSAID: Non-steroid anti-inflammatory drug. Quantitative values are expressed as the mean =+ standard
deviation or the median [interquartile range], unless otherwise indicated.

Nearly two-thirds of patients 313/488 (64.1%) reported that they experienced pain. Active disease
was particularly prevalent in the PsA group (47%). In contrast, in the RA group, the mean DAS28
ESR (2.34 + 1.23) corresponded to disease remission. The entire population showed low systemic
inflammation (median CRP = 3.0 mg/L, IQR: 1.3-6.0) and low rates of fibromyalgia (6%) and depression
(8%). Nearly half of the patients were treated with methotrexate or Tumor Necrosis Factor (TNF)-alpha
inhibitors, particularly for RA and SpA, respectively.

The prevalence of migraine was 34% (165/484) and the prevalence of strict migraine was 13.2%
(64/484). These prevalences were higher in the PsA group. Parameters associated with a higher

prevalence of migraine are shown in Tables 2—4.
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Table 2. Parameters associated with occurrence of migraine, strict and probable, in inflammatory

rheumatic diseases.

Patients with Patients without Univariate Multivariable
Parameter Migraine n = 165 Migraine n = 324 p-Value p-Value
& = & = OR [95%CI] OR [95%CI]

Age, years 492 +12.8 56.7 + 14.7 p < 0.001 p =0.002
[range] [20-82] [18-87] OR =0.96[0.95-0.97]  OR =0.97 [0.95-0.99]

. . . p < 0.001 p <0.001
Female, 1 (%) 128/165 (77.6%) 190/319 (59.6%) OR=234[154.3.64]  OR = 3.65 [2.01-6.84]

0, 0, o, p = 0'78
Smokers, 11 (%) 39 (26.7%) 64 (22.2%) OR = 1.03 [0.81-1.31]

VAS for disease p <0.001 p=044

activity, mm 34.0+£257 254+240 OR =1.01[1.00-1.02]  OR = 1.00 [0.99-1.02]
- - p=0.90
CRP, mg/L 3.0 [1.4-6.3] 2.9[1.2-6.0] OR = 1.0 [0.98-1.02]

Disease duration, p=0.08 p=0.85
years 12.714.8-18.8] 12:6[5.0-20.1] OR =0.99[096-1.00]  OR =1.00[0.98-1.03]

) p < 0.001 p=0.003
HAD Anxiety score 95+4.0 6.85 + 3.6 OR = 1.20 [1.14-1.27] OR = 1.13 [1.04-1.23]

HAD Depression p < 0.001 p=046
score 64+42 4.66 3.6 OR=112[1.07-1.18]  OR = 1.03 [0.95-1.12]

p =0.001 p =095
PCS score 178+114 13.9+11.2 OR =1.03[1.01-1.05]  OR = 1.00 [0.97-1.02]

Pain treatment ¥, o o p=0.02 p=020
1 (%) 46/165 (27.9%) 60/319 (19%) OR=167[1.07-259]  OR = 1.56 [0.79-3.06]

Anti-TNF-alpha . o p = 0.005 p=0.017
treatment *, 11 (%) 96/156 (58.2%) 143/319 (44.8%) OR = 1.71 [1.17-2.51] OR =1.90 [1.13-3.25]

Neuropathic pain, o o p <0.001 p =0.005
1 (%) 62/165 (37.6%) 43/318 (13.5%) OR = 3.85 [2.46-6.06] OR =2.49 [1.32-4.71]

* Other treatments did not show a significant difference between groups. VAS: Visual analogue scale; CRP: C-reactive
protein; HAD: Hospital anxiety and depression; PCS: Pain catastrophizing scale. Quantitative values are expressed
as the mean + standard deviation or the median [interquartile range], unless otherwise indicated.

Table 3.

rheumatoid arthritis.

Parameters associated with the occurrence of migraine, strict and probable, in

Parameters Patients with Patients without Univariate p Value Multivariable p Value
Migraine n = 62 Migraine n = 164 OR [95%CI] OR [95%CI]
Age, years 56.2 +11.0 61.8 +12.5 p =0.003 p=0.03
[range] [30-76] [27-87] OR = 0.96 [0.94-0.99]  OR = 0.96 [0.93-0.99]
. ) p =0.001 p =059
Female 54/62 (87.1%) 121/164 (73.8%) OR - 2.4 [1.1-5.8] OR = 142 [0.43-5.67]
0, 0, p = 0'15
Smokers 13/56 (23.2%) 28/150 (18.7%) OR = 1.30 [0.91-1.84]
p =002 p=0.08
DAS28 ESR score 274+ 1.19 224+1.33 OR=137[1.05-180]  OR=1.35[0.97-1.89]
g g p=042
CRP, mg/L 3.0 [1.8-6.3] 2.9[1.0-6.6] OR = 1.02 [0.97-1.06]
Disease duration, p=0.26
years 12.4 [5.0-20.3] 14.7 [7.0-21.7] OR = 0,99 [0.96-1.01]
. . . p =045
Erosive RA 26/62 (41.9%) 78/164 (47.5%) OR = 0.80 [0.44-143]
RF and/or ACPA o o p=0.80
positive 49/62 (79.0%) 127/160 (77.4%) OR = 1.01 [0.55-2.30]
. p <0.001 p =083
HAD Anxety score 93+46 69+ 3.66 OR=1.16[1.08-1.25]  OR =0.99 [0.86-1.12]
HAD Depression p <0.001 p=0.03
score 65+42 443.27 OR=1.16[1.07-126]  OR = 1.14 [1.01-1.30]
PCS score 172 +12.0 125 +10.9 p =002 p=0.48

OR =1.04 [1.01-1.07]

OR = 1.01 [0.98-1.05]

All treatments showed no significant difference between groups. DAS28: Disease activity in 28 joints, ESR:
Erythrocyte sedimentation rate; CRP: C-reactive protein; RA: Rheumatoid arthritis; RF: Rheumatoid factor; ACPA:
Anti-citrullinated peptides’ antibodies; HAD: Hospital anxiety and depression; PCS: Pain catastrophizing scale.
Quantitative values are expressed as the mean + standard deviation, the median [interquartile range], or the number

(%), as indicated.
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Table 4. Parameters associated with the occurrence of migraine, strict and probable, in spondyloarthritis.

Parameter Patients with Patients without Univariate p Value Multivariable p Value
Migraine n =71 Migraine n = 115 OR [95%CI] OR [95%CI]
Age, years 44.8 +12.9 48.8 + 14.6 p=0.06 p=0.15
[range] [20-82] [18-85] OR= 0.98 [0.96-1.00] OR=0.98 [0.96-1.01]
o o p <0.001 p=0.01
Female 49/71(69.0%) 49/115 (57.4%) OR= 3.0 [1.62-5.70] OR = 25[13-52]
o o p=0.55
Smokers 22/62 (35.5%) 26/101 (25.7%) OR= 1.12 [0.76-1.66]
p <0.001 p =0.004
BASDAL mm 415+194 288+194 OR =1.03[1.02-1.05]  OR= 1.03 [1.01-1.05]
p=0.66
CRP, mg/L 2.9[1.0-4.3] 29[1.4-4.7] OR= 0.99 [0.96-1.02]
Disease duration, p=0.13
years 6.6 [4.7-15.4] 9.9 [3.7-18.5] OR= 0.98 [0.95-1.00]
. p <0.001 p =0.004
HAD Anxiety score 9.5+ 3.6 71+£35 OR =1.20 [1.10-1.31] OR = 1.19 [1.06-1.34]
HAD Depression p=0.06 p=023
score 64+ 44 52+42 OR=1.07[0.99-1.14]  OR= 0.94 [0.84-1.04]
PCS score 184+ 106 15.7 + 11.8 p=0.15

OR= 1.02 [0.99-1.05]

All treatments showed no significant difference between groups. BASDAI: Bath ankylosing spondylitis disease
assessment index; CRP: C-reactive protein; HAD: Hospital anxiety and depression; PCS: Pain catastrophizing scale.
Quantitative values are expressed as mean + standard deviation, the median [interquartile range], or the number

(%), as indicated.

Female sex and a higher level of anxiety were always associated with migraine, regardless of the
type of rheumatic disease. Younger patients had a higher risk of migraine in the entire population
and in the RA group. High disease activity (BASDAI, OR = 1.03, 95% CI: 1.01-1.05) was associated
with the prevalence of migraine only in the SpA group. Systemic inflammation was never significantly
associated with migraine. TNF-alpha blockade treatment was associated with a significantly higher
risk of migraine (OR = 1.90, 95% CI: 1.13-3.25). Other treatments were not associated with the
occurrence of migraine. Among the 165 patients with migraine, 124 (75.2%) had HIT-6 scores above 55,
which indicated that headache had an important impact on these patients. In addition, the prevalence
of chronic migraine was very high (12%). We found no difference in the headache burden among the

three CIRDs groups (Table 5).

Table 5. Comparison of the 165 patients with migraine.

P ¢ All Patients RA SpA PsA Val
arameter N =165 N =62 N=71 N =32 p value
Age, years 492 +12.8 56.2 + 11.0 448 +12.9 455+98 - 0,001
[range] [20-82] [30-76] [20-82] [22-63] p=5
Men, 1 (%) 37/165 (22.4%)  8/62 (12.9%) 22/71 (31.0%) 7/32 (21.9%) p =004
HIT-6 > 55,1 (%)  120/165 (72.7%)  46/62 (742%)  49/71(69.0%)  25/32 (78.1%) p=0.60
Headaches 215 10,49 45 100) 953 (17.0%) 7/69 (10.1%) 2/27 (7.4%)
d/month, 1 (%) =0.28
Headaches 8-14 o . . . p=0.
d/month, n (%) 22/149 (14.8%) 4/53 (7.5%) 12/69 (17.4%) 6/27 (22.2%)
Headaches <8 0119 73 000)  40/53 (75.5%) 50069 (72.5%)  19/27 (70.4%)

d/month, n (%)

RA: Rheumatoid arthritis; SpA: Spondyloarthritis; PsA: Psoriatic arthritis; HIT-6: Six-item Headache Impact Test.
Quantitative values are expressed as the mean + standard deviation or the median [interquartile range], unless

otherwise indicated.

Among 493 patients with inflammatory rheumatic diseases, 21.5% had chronic neuropathic
pain characteristics. The intensity of pain was moderate (5.0 + 1.5). Prevalence was significantly
higher in the SpA group (26.7%) than in the PsA (19.4%) and RA (17.6%) groups (p = 0.02). Active



J. Clin. Med. 2020, 9, 1890 8of 13

disease (OR = 1.00, 95% CI: 1.00-1.03), and salazopyrine treatment (OR = 1.90. 95% CI: 1.05-12.7)
were associated with a higher risk of neuropathic pain (Table 6). Moreover, neuropathic pain was
associated with migraine (p < 0.001) (Table 2). For active disease, we observed a significant neuropathic
pain x migraine (strict and probable) interaction (p = 0.02). This interaction was highlighted by the
higher DAS28 ESR scores observed in patients with neuropathic pain and migraine (2.98 + 1.36)
compared to patients without migraine or neuropathic pain (2.18 + 0.93), patients with neuropathic
pain but no migraine (2.26 + 0.91), and patients with migraine but no neuropathic pain (2.21 + 0.92).
However, the neuropathic pain x migraine interaction was not a significant factor in the HAQ (p = 0.33),
HAD anxiety (p = 0.74), PCS (p = 0.99), or HAD depression (p = 0.65) tests.

Table 6. Parameters associated with the occurrence of neuropathic pain in rheumatic disease.

Patients with Patients without Univariate Multivariable
Parameter Neuropathic Pain =~ Neuropathic Pain p Value p Value
n =106 n=2392 OR [95%CI] OR [95%CI]
Age, years 513+ 13.8 55.4 + 14.5 p =001 p=026
[range] [22-82] [18-87] OR =0.96[0.95-0.98]  OR =1.00 [0.96-1.01]
. . p=0.11
Female 77/106 (72.6%) 252/392 (64.3%) OR = 1.48 [0.93-2.40]
o o p=0.87
Smokers 29/99 (29.3%) 74/349 (21.2%) OR = 1.02 [0.78-1.33]
VAS disease p < 0.001 p=0.02
activity, mm 39.4+26.0 249236 OR=1.02[1.01-1.03]  OR = 1.00 [1.00-1.03]
. g p=091
CRP, mg/L 3.0 [1.3-5.7] 3.0 [1.3-6.0] OR = 1.00 [0.97-1.02]
Disease duration, p =0.06 p=0.06
years 7.9145-179] 12.6[5.1-20.3] OR=098[0.96-1.00]  OR =1.01 [0.94-1.03]
p < 0.001 p=0.01
HAQ 0.86 + 0.64 0.51+0.57 OR =2.44[1.73-347]  OR = 1.43 [1.18-3.50]
. p <0.001 p=0.13
HAD Anxiety score 94+ 3.8 74 +39 OR = 1.13 [1.07-1.19] OR = 1.00 [0.98-1.17]
HAD Depression p < 0.001 p=047
score 6:9+4.1 48437 OR =1.14[1.08-120]  OR =1.13[0.94-1.13]
p =0.003 p=071
PCS score 18.6 + 10.9 14.6 +11.5 OR= 1.03 [1.01-1.05] OR = 1.00 [0.97-1.02]
NSAID Treatment* 30106 (28.3%) 78/392 (20.0%) p =006 p=013
e s OR = 1.59 [0.96-2.58] OR = 0.97 [0.85-3.21]
. . ) . p =0.004 p=0.19
Pain Treatment 35/106 (33.0%) 77/392 (19.6%) OR = 2.01 [1.25-3.23] OR = 1.56 [0.79-3.09]
Sulfasalazine 9/106 (8.5%) 14/392 (3.6%) p=0.04 p=0.04

Treatment *

OR = 2.51 [1.02-5.89]

OR =1.90 [1.05-12.7]

* Other treatments did not show a significant difference between groups. VAS: Visual analogue scale; CRP: C-reactive
protein; HAD: Hospital anxiety and depression; HAQ: Health Assessment Questionnaire; PCS: Pain catastrophizing
scale; NSAID: Non-steroid anti-inflammatory drug. Quantitative values are expressed as mean =+ standard deviation,

the median [interquartile range], or the number (%), as indicated.

Compared to the general population, our cohort showed significantly higher rates of migraine
(OR =191, 95% CI: 1.57-2.32) and neuropathic pain (OR = 3.71, 95% CI: 2.97-4.62), based on the
Mantel-Haenszel method. Similarly, we observed significant differences in strict and probable
migraine rates between the general population and our cohort, when we performed separate analyses,
according to gender (OR = 1.74, 95% CI: 1.38-2.19 for females and OR = 1.75, 95% CI: 1.20-2.54 for
males) and age (OR = 2.05, 95% CI:1.18-3.57 for ages <35 years; OR = 2.52, 95% CI: 1.87-3.40, for ages
35-54 years; and OR = 2.38, 95% CI: 1.74-3.25, for ages >54 years). However, we found no significant
difference in the effect of gender (i.e., female vs. male) on the prevalence of migraines between our
patients (OR = 2.34, 95% CI: 1.54-3.64) and the general population (OR = 2.36, 95% CI: 2.14-2.60;
p = 0.96). The effects of age (i.e., ages 35-54 years vs. >54 years and ages <35 years vs. >54 years) on
the prevalence of migraines were also similar between our patients (respectively, OR = 2.92, 95% CI:
1.93-4.42 and OR = 2.67, 95% CI: 1.43-4.98) and the general population (respectively, OR = 2.75, 95% CI:
2.43-3.13; p = 0.44; and OR = 3.09, 95% CI: 2.71-3.53; p = 0.19). The higher frequency of neuropathic
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pain in our sample compared to the general population was more dramatic among younger patients
(OR =7.00, 95% CI: 3.70; 13.24, for ages <35 years; OR = 6.23, 95% CI: 4.47; 8.68, for ages 35-54 years;
and OR = 1.72, 95% CI: 1.21; —2.45, for ages >54 years), but was not different between the sexes
(OR = 3.52, 95% CI: 2.70; 4.57 for females; and OR = 3.43, 95%CI: 2.28; 5.15 for males).

4. Discussion

This study showed that patients with rheumatic disease had a two-fold increase in migraine
prevalence (34%) and a three-fold increase in neuropathic pain prevalence (21.5%) compared to the
general population. The prevalence of migraines was highest in patients with PsA and the prevalence
of neuropathic pain was highest in patients with SpA. The migraine prevalence was also higher in
patients treated with TNF-alpha inhibitors and in patients with RA accompanied by high inflammation.

Previous studies have suggested that migraines were linked to CIRDs [22,23]. We hypothesized
that such a link might be explained by systemic inflammation, which might potentiate the neurogenic
inflammation associated with migraines, as suggested in multiple sclerosis [10,24,25]. In the present
study, systemic inflammation was never associated with migraine. This could be explained by the low
levels of CRP observed (median 3.0 [IQR: 1.3-6.0] mg/L), due to the overall low disease activity.

We found that, among patients with RA, the use of TNF-alpha inhibitors was associated with an
elevated risk of migraine. This result was quite surprising, because TNF-alpha has been shown to
participate in the physiopathology of migraine, and thus, blocking it should, theoretically, reduce the
frequency of migraines. There are two potential explanations for our findings. First, patients who
used TNF-alpha inhibitors had highly active disease, and our results tended to show that high disease
activity was associated with migraine occurrence. Alternatively, this effect might be a paradoxical
effect; for example, TNF-alpha inhibitors aggravated psoriasis, when they should have improved
it. Moreover, Soubrier et al. previously described neurological symptoms in patients treated with
TNF-alpha inhibitors, particularly etanercept [26]. More recently, Kumar et al. recalled that TNF-alpha
inhibitors could induce central inflammation and cause central nervous system demyelination.
These contradictory effects are mediated by two different forms of TNF-alpha: A soluble form,
which acts mainly on the TNF type-1 receptor (TNFR1), and a transmembranous form, which acts
on the TNF type-2 receptor (TNFR2). TNFR1 binding leads to apoptosis and chronic inflammation;
conversely, TNFR2 binding promotes cell survival, resolves inflammation, and induces remyelination.
TNFR?2 is abundant in the CNS; therefore, TNF-alpha inhibitors might promote demyelination by
blocking the anti-inflammatory and regenerative effects of the transmembranous form of TNF-alpha
on TNFR2. In fact, Kumar et al. suggested that there might be a class effect with TNF-alpha inhibitors,
based on an analysis of 56 patients [27].

We found that, in our cohort, sulfasalazine treatment was clearly associated with a two-fold
higher risk of neuropathic pain compared to the general population. Some cases have been described
previously, where patients treated with sulfasalazine experienced burning in the extremities, particularly
the soles of the feet, related to neurotoxicity, peripheral neuropathy, or axonal neuropathy [28-30].
The effects of sulfasalazine on neuropathic pain have not been sufficiently studied. A previous study
in animals suggested that sulfasalazine treatment might be useful for treating nociceptive alterations
in patients with diabetes [31]. Another study showed that sulfasalazine had the potential to act as a
neuroprotective agent through its action on N-methyl-D-aspartate (NMDA) receptors [32].

It is important to note that neuropathic pain has been shown to be associated with a more severe
disease course in RA. Indeed, a recent study showed that the probability of remission was very low in
patients presenting neuropathic pain [33]. The same trend is present in the study, with a significantly
more active disease among patients with neuropathic pain (Table 6). In addition, neuropathic pain
and migraine were associated. As risk factors (age, sex, anxiety, anti-TNF treatments) do not similarly
affect migraine and neuropathic pain, this suggests that these two pain syndromes do not rely on the
same mechanisms. As expected, we found that migraines were correlated with a young age and high
anxiety. Anxiety also occurs frequently in patients with fibromyalgia. Nearly 6% of our patients had a
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previous diagnosis of fibromyalgia, particularly those with spondyloarthritis. However, we found no
significant association between fibromyalgia and migraine or neuropathic pain. These results rather
contradicted findings in the literature [34-36]. Akdag Uzun et al. concluded that fibromyalgia occurred
with greater frequency in patients with migraine, which supported a hypothesis that dopamine might
play a role [37]. However, our study was not designed to analyze the association between fibromyalgia
and migraine. In our study, fibromyalgia was not clinically researched, and the diagnosis was solely
based on self-reports from patients. Therefore, we could not rule out the possibility that we might
have underestimated the percentage of patients with fibromyalgia, as the prevalence was higher in
several studies [38,39]. In addition, patients with migraine commonly experience pain catastrophizing,
which is related to migraine severity and to anxiety [40]. In the present study, pain catastrophizing
was not significantly associated with migraine or neuropathic pain. Regardless of the rheumatic
disease, the catastrophizing score was always higher in patients with migraine or neuropathic pain,
compared to the general population, but the difference never reached significance.

The main limitation of this study was that the patient sample was not highly representative
of the population of patients with rheumatic disease. In most participants, the disease was well
controlled, with a low disease activity and a low CRP level. This potential bias might be explained
by the time required to complete the entire survey, on average between 15 and 30 min, including the
physician-administered and self-administered questionnaires. This consultation time for completing
the survey might only have been carried out with patients that were essentially well. In patients
with high disease activity, the consultation time was mainly used to achieve remission by changing
treatments, administering articular corticosteroid injections, and taking blood samples, rather than
examining patients for the presence of migraine, neuropathic pain, or other comorbidities. However,
currently, remission is the rule in rheumatic disease management; thus, the majority of patients had
well-controlled rheumatic disease. Another limit was the absence of a contemporary control group.
Although we had the opportunity to compare the prevalence of migraine and neuropathic pain to the
results from studies conducted in large and representative samples of the French general population,
these studies were conducted more than 10 years earlier.

In conclusion, this study found a high prevalence of migraine and neuropathic pain in a sample
of patients with rheumatic disease. This finding should raise the awareness of the value of examining
patients with CIRDs accompanied by residual pain for the presence of migraine or neuropathic pain,
despite adequate clinical control of the rheumatic disease.
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Abbreviations
ACPA Anti-citrullinated peptides” antibodies
ASAS Assessment of SpondyloArthritis International Society

BASDAI Bath Ankylosing Spondylitis Disease Activity Index

BPI Brief pain inventory
CIRDs Chronic inflammatory rheumatic diseases
CRP C-reactive protein

DAS28 Disease Activity Score in 28 joints

ESR Erythrocyte sedimentation rate
HAD Hospital anxiety and depression
HAQ Health assessment questionnaire
HIT-6 Six-item Headache Impact Test
IHS International Headache Society
IQR Interquartile range

NSAID Non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drug

PCS Pain catastrophizing scale

PsA Psoriatic arthritis

RA Rheumatoid arthritis

RF Rheumatoid factor

SD Standard deviation

SpA Spondyloarthritis

TNF Tumor necrosis factor

VAS Visual analogue scale

References

1. Smolen,].S.; Landewe, R.; Breedveld, F.C.; Buch, M.; Burmester, G.; Dougados, M.; Emery, P.; Gaujoux-Viala, C.;

Gossec, L.; Nam, J.; et al. EULAR recommendations for the management of rheumatoid arthritis with
synthetic and biological disease-modifying antirheumatic drugs: 2013 update. Ann. Rheum Dis. 2014, 73,
492-509. [CrossRef]

Gaujoux-Viala, C.; Gossec, L.; Cantagrel, A.; Dougados, M.; Fautrel, B.; Mariette, X.; Nataf, H.; Saraux, A;
Trope, S.; Combe, B. Recommendations of the French Society for Rheumatology for managing rheumatoid
arthritis. Jt. Bone Spine 2014, 81, 287-297. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Clauw, D.J. Fibromyalgia: A clinical review. JAMA 2014, 311, 1547-1555. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Fan, A.; Pereira, B.; Tournadre, A.; Tatar, Z.; Malochet-Guinamand, S.; Mathieu, S.; Couderc, M.; Soubrier, M.;
Dubost, J.J. Frequency of concomitant fibromyalgia in rheumatic diseases: Monocentric study of 691 patients.
Semin. Arthritis Rheum. 2017, 47,129-132. [CrossRef]

Dulffield, S.J.; Miller, N.; Zhao, S.; Goodson, N.J. Concomitant fibromyalgia complicating chronic inflammatory
arthritis: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Rheumatology 2018, 57, 1453-1460. [CrossRef]

Pollard, L.C.; Kingsley, G.H.; Choy, E.H.; Scott, D.L. Fibromyalgic rheumatoid arthritis and disease assessment.
Rheumatology 2010, 49, 924-928. [CrossRef]

Almodovar, R.; Carmona, L.; Zarco, P.; Collantes, E.; Gonzalez, C.; Mulero, J.; Sueiro, J.L.; Gratacos, J.;
Torre-Alonso, ].C.; Juanola, X.; et al. Fibromyalgia in patients with ankylosing spondylitis: Prevalence and
utility of the measures of activity, function and radiological damage. Clin. Exp. Rheumatol. 2010, 28, S33-539.
[PubMed]

Rifbjerg-Madsen, S.; Christensen, A.W.; Christensen, R.; Hetland, M.L.; Bliddal, H.; Kristensen, L.E,;
Danneskiold-Samsee, B.; Amris, K. Pain mechanisms in patients with inflammatory arthritis: A nationwide
cross-sectional DANBIO registry survey. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0180014. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Koop, S.M.; Ten Klooster, PM.; Vonkeman, H.E.; Steunebrink, L.M.; van de Laar, M.A. Prevalence and
Cross-Sectional Associations of Neuropathic-Like Pain Features in Rheumatoid Arthritis. Arthritis Res. Ther.
2015, 17, 237. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2013-204573
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbspin.2014.05.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24986683
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2014.3266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24737367
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.semarthrit.2017.01.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/rheumatology/key075.533
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/rheumatology/kep458
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21176420
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0180014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28686639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13075-015-0761-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26335941

J. Clin. Med. 2020, 9, 1890 12 0f13

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31.

Moisset, X.; Ouchchane, L.; Guy, N.; Bayle, D.J.; Dallel, R.; Clavelou, P. Migraine headaches and pain
with neuropathic characteristics: Comorbid conditions in patients with multiple sclerosis. Pain 2013, 154,
2691-2699. [CrossRef]

Dimitrova, A.K,; Ungaro, R.C.; Lebwohl, B.; Lewis, S.K.; Tennyson, C.A.; Green, M.W.; Babyatsky, M.W.;
Green, PH. Prevalence of migraine in patients with celiac disease and inflammatory bowel disease. Headache
2013, 53, 344-355. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Lantéri-Minet, M.; Valade, D.; Géraud, G.; Chautard, M.H.; Lucas, C. Migraine and probable migraine-results
of FRAMIG 3, a French nationwide survey carried out according to the 2004 IHS classification. Cephalalgia
2005, 25, 1146-1158. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bouhassira, D.; Lantéri-Minet, M.; Attal, N.; Laurent, B.; Touboul, C. Prevalence of chronic pain with
neuropathic characteristics in the general population. Pain 2008, 136, 380-387. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Zigmond, A.S.; Snaith, R.P. The hospital anxiety and depression scale. Acta Psychiatr. Scand. 1983, 67, 361-370.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Sullivan, M.J.L.; Bishop, S.R.; Pivik, J. The Pain Catastrophizing Scale: Development and Validation.
Psychol. Assess. 1995, 7, 524-532. [CrossRef]

Moisset, X.; Bommelaer, G.; Boube, M.; Ouchchane, L.; Goutte, M.; Dapoigny, M.; Dallel, R.; Guttmann, A.;
Clavelou, P,; Buisson, A. Migraine prevalence in inflammatory bowel disease patients: A tertiary-care centre
cross-sectional study. Eur. |. Pain 2017, 21, 1550-1560. [CrossRef]

Headache Classification Committee of the International Headache Society (IHS). The International
Classification of Headache Disorders, 3rd edition (beta version). Cephalalgia 2013, 33, 629-808. [CrossRef]
Kosinski, M.; Bayliss, M.S.; Bjorner, J.B.; Ware, J.E.; Garber, W.H.; Batenhorst, A.; Cady, R.; Dahlof, C.G;
Dowson, A.; Tepper, S. A six-item short-form survey for measuring headache impact: The HIT-6.
Qual. Life Res. 2003, 12, 963-974. [CrossRef]

Finnerup, N.; Haroutounian, S.; Kamerman, P; Baron, R.; Bennett, D.; Bouhassira, D.; Cruccu, G.; Freeman, R.;
Hansson, P.; Nurmikko, T.; et al. Neuropathic Pain: An Updated Grading System for Research and Clinical
Practice. Pain 2016, 157, 1599-1606. [CrossRef]

Bouhassira, D.; Attal, N.; Alchaar, H.; Boureau, E,; Brochet, B.; Bruxelle, J.; Cunin, G.; Fermanian, J.; Ginies, P,;
Grun-Overdyking, A.; et al. Comparison of pain syndromes associated with nervous or somatic lesions and
development of a new neuropathic pain diagnostic questionnaire (DN4). Pain 2005, 114, 29-36. [CrossRef]
Cleeland, C.S.; Ryan, K.M. Pain assessment: Global use of the Brief Pain Inventory. Ann. Acad. Med. Singap.
1994, 23, 129-138. [PubMed]

Le, H,; Tfelt-Hansen, P.; Russell, M.B.; Skytthe, A.; Kyvik, K.O.; Olesen, ]J. Co-morbidity of migraine with
somatic disease in a large population-based study. Cephalalgia 2011, 31, 43-64. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wang, Y.C.; Huang, Y.P.; Wang, M.T.; Wang, H.I,; Pan, S.L. Increased risk of rheumatoid arthritis in patients
with migraine: A population-based, propensity score-matched cohort study. Rheumatol. Int. 2017, 37,
273-279. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Mohrke, J.; Kropp, P.; Zettl, UK. Headaches in multiple sclerosis patients might imply an inflammatorial
process. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, €69570. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Graziano, E.; Hagemeier, J.; Weinstock-Guttman, B.; Ramasamy, D.P.; Zivadinov, R. Increased contrast
enhancing lesion activity in relapsing-remitting multiple sclerosis migraine patients. Neuroimage Clin. 2015,
9, 110-116. [CrossRef]

Soubrier, M.; Haik, S.; Hauw, J.J.; Corvol, ].C.; Lyon-Caen, O.; Dougados, M. Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease in
a patient treated by etanercept for rheumatoid arthritis (RA): Just a coincidence? Jt. Bone Spine 2010, 77,
174-175. [CrossRef]

Kumar, N.; Abboud, H. Iatrogenic CNS demyelination in the era of modern biologics. Mult. Scler. 2019, 25,
1079-1085. [CrossRef]

Liedorp, M.; Voskuyl, A.E.; Van Oosten, B.W. Axonal neuropathy with prolonged sulphasalazine use.
Clin. Exp. Rheumatol. 2008, 26, 671-672.

Price, T.R. Sensorimotor neuropathy with sulphasalazine. Postgrad. Med. J. 1985, 61, 147-148. [CrossRef]
Smith, M.D.; Gibson, G.E.; Rowland, R. Combined hepatotoxicity and neurotoxicity following sulphasalazine
administration. Aust. N. Z. J. Med. 1982, 12, 76-80. [CrossRef]

Berti-Mattera, L.N.; Kern, T.S.; Siegel, R.E.; Nemet, I.; Mitchell, R. Sulfasalazine blocks the development of
tactile allodynia in diabetic rats. Diabetes 2008, 57, 2801-2808. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2013.07.050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-4610.2012.02260.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23126519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2982.2005.00977.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16305603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2007.08.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17888574
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0447.1983.tb09716.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6880820
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.7.4.524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ejp.1056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0333102413485658
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1026119331193
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/j.pain.0000000000000492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2004.12.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8080219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0333102410373159
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20974590
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00296-016-3604-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27844125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0069570
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23940524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nicl.2015.07.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbspin.2009.05.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1352458519828601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/pgmj.61.712.147
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1445-5994.1982.tb02433.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2337/db07-1274

J. Clin. Med. 2020, 9, 1890 13 0f 13

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Ryu, B.R;; Lee, Y.A.; Won, S.J.; Noh, ].H.; Chang, S.Y.; Chung, ]. M.; Choi, ].S.; Joo, C.K.; Yoon, S.H.; Gwag, B.J.
The novel neuroprotective action of sulfasalazine through blockade of NMDA receptors. J. Pharmacol.
Exp. Ther. 2003, 305, 48-56. [CrossRef]

Salaffi, F.; Di Carlo, M.; Carotti, M.; Sarzi-Puttini, P. The Effect of Neuropathic Pain Symptoms on Remission
in Patients with Early Rheumatoid Arthritis. Curr. Rheumatol Rev. 2019, 15, 154-161. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Ifergane, G.; Buskila, D.; Simiseshvely, N.; Zeev, K.; Cohen, H. Prevalence of fibromyalgia syndrome in
migraine patients. Cephalalgia 2006, 26, 451-456. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Penn, ILW.; Chuang, E.; Chuang, T.Y,; Lin, C.L.; Kao, C.H. Bidirectional association between migraine and
fibromyalgia: Retrospective cohort analyses of two populations. BM] Open 2019, 9, e026581. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Whealy, M.; Nanda, S.; Vincent, A.; Mandrekar, ].; Cutrer, EM. Fibromyalgia in migraine: A retrospective
cohort study. J. Headache Pain 2018, 19, 61. [CrossRef]

Akdag Uzun, Z.; Kurt, S.; Karaer Unaldi, H. The relationship with restless legs syndrome, fibromyalgia, and
depressive symptoms in migraine patients. Neurol. Sci. 2018, 39, 1409-1414. [CrossRef]

Di Carlo, M.; Becciolini, A.; Lato, V.; Crotti, C.; Favalli, E.; Salaffi, F. The 12-item Psoriatic Arthritis Impact of
Disease Questionnaire: Construct Validity, Reliability, and Interpretability in a Clinical Setting. J. Rheumatol.
2017, 44, 279-285. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Brikman, S.; Furer, V.; Wollman, J.; Borok, S.; Matz, H.; Polachek, A.; Elalouf, O.; Sharabi, A.; Kaufman, I.;
Paran, D.; et al. The Effect of the Presence of Fibromyalgia on Common Clinical Disease Activity Indices in
Patients with Psoriatic Arthritis: A Cross-sectional Study. J. Rheumatol. 2016, 43, 1749-1754. [CrossRef]
Alvarez-Astorga, A.; Garcia-Azorin, D.; Hernandez, M.; de la Red, H.; Sotelo, E.; Uribe, F.; Guerrero, A.L.
Pain catastrophising in a population of patients with migraine. Neurologia 2019. [CrossRef]

@ © 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1124/jpet.102.042606
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1573397114666180806142814
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30081788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2982.2005.01060.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16556247
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2018-026581
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30962236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s10194-018-0892-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10072-018-3438-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.3899/jrheum.160924
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27909086
http://dx.doi.org/10.3899/jrheum.151491
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nrl.2018.10.005
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Methods 
	Ethical Considerations 
	Patients 
	Survey 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	References

