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ABSTRACT 
 

Objective: To investigate the quality of life (QOL) of cancer pain patients in Beijing, and explore the effect of 
cancer pain control on patients’ QOL. 

Methods: Self-developed demographic questionnaire, numeric rating scale and SF-36 questionnaire were used 
together among 643 cancer pain patients in 28 Grade 2nd to 3rd general hospitals and 2 Grade 3rd cancer hospitals. 

Results: The SF-36 eight dimensions scores ranged from 31.75 to 57.22 in these cancer pain patients. The t test 
and Wilcoxon rank sum test were used to compare the QOL between pain controlled (PC) group and pain 
uncontrolled (PUC) group, and the results showed that patients in PC group had the higher QOL scores in 6 areas of 
SF-36 (P<0.05). Binary logistic regression results found that pain management satisfaction scores (P<0.001), family 
average personal monthly income (P=0.029), current receiving chemotherapy (P=0.009) and cancer stage (P<0.001) 
were the predictors to cancer pain controlled results. 

Conclusion: Cancer patients with pain in Beijing had poor QOL. Pain control will improve the QOL of cancer pain 
patients. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
Recent data from China Ministry of Health show 

that cancer is the top risk factor causing Chinese 
people death and about 24.26%–27.01% people died 
from cancer[1]. The prevalence of pain is estimated at 
25% for the newly diagnosed cancer patients, 33% for 
undergoing activate treatment and more than 75% 
with advanced disease[2, 3]. In 1997, China Ministry of 
Health conducted a survey on cancer pain in 1,555 
cancer patients from 29 provinces and cities, and the 
results showed that about 61.6% cancer patients had 
cancer pain[4]. Liu, et al.[5] investigated the cancer pain 
status in Beijing and found 66.3% cancer patients had 
pain, thereamong mild pain and severe pain 
incidences were 25.9% and 5.2%. The World Health 
Organization (WHO) and international pain 
community have identified cancer pain as a global 
health concern[6]. Cancer pain is one 1of the most 
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common symptoms experienced by cancer patients[7], 
and it is also the main reason affecting quality of life 
(QOL) in cancer patients[8-10]. The American Society of 
Clinical Oncology (1996) has also established QOL as 
an important outcome, secondary in importance only 
to survival. Recent years, many researchers suggested 
that QOL is a more appropriate outcome variable for 
evaluating the efficacy of cancer treatment[11, 12]. 
Cancer pain can affect patient’s physiological, 
psychological, social and mental functions, and 
decrease the QOL of cancer patient[13]. Cancer pain can 
not only cause great suffering in cancer patients but 
also bring heavy burden on family and society[14]. In 
1986, the WHO published a final monograph under 
the title of Cancer Pain Relief that aimed to improve 
the management of cancer pain[15]. Pain control plays a 
key role in determining health-related QOL, and if 
pain is ongoing and uncontrolled, it will have a 
detrimental and deteriorating effect on virtually every 
aspect of a patient's life[16]. Many research results 
showed that pain controlled results influenced the 
QOL in cancer patients[17, 18]. But there are limited 
researches[19] about QOL in cancer pain patients and 
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no evidence of the effect of pain control status on QOL 
in cancer patients with pain in China. In order to learn 
about the QOL status in cancer patients with pain and 
compare the QOL between pain controlled (PC) group 
and pain uncontrolled (PUC) group, we conducted a 
survey in cancer pain patients from 30 hospitals in 
Beijing and try to explore the effect of pain control on 
QOL in cancer pain patients. 
 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 

Participants and Settings 
This descriptive, cross-sectional study selected 

data from a convenience sample of cancer patients in 
outpatient department and inpatient department 
(hospital stay <7 d) from 2 cancer hospitals and cancer 
departments of 28 general hospitals from October 2009 
to October 2010. 

Inclusion criteria: (1) 18 years old or above; (2) 
being diagnosed with cancer by pathological 
examination; (3) experiencing cancer-related pain in 
recent one month; (4) being able to read and 
understand the questionnaires; and (5) being willing 
to participate in this study and gave his/her written 
informed consent. 

Exclude criteria: (1) with mental disorder; (2) 
because of not feeling comfort and could not finish the 
questionnaire; and (3) receiving operation or invasive 
procedure within one week. 
 
Instruments 

All patients completed the following question- 
naires: 
 
Demographic and Clinical Characters Questionnaires 

Demographic characters include age, gender, 
marital status, family average personal monthly 
income, educational level and hospital charges paid 
way. Clinical characters include type of cancer, cancer 
stage, received treatments, and current receiving 
treatments. 
 
Numerical rating scale (NRS)[20] 

NRS Uses 0–10 to evaluate the pain intensity. 0 is 
no pain, 1–3 is mild pain, 4–6 is moderate pain and 
7–10 is severe pain. In this study, NRS was used to 
evaluate the current pain and worse pain past 24 
hours. A descriptive NRS is a valid and reliable 
measure of pain intensity[21]. 
 
Pain Management Satisfaction[22] 

Only one question from American Pain Society 
Patient Outcome Questionnaire (APS-POQ) was used 
to evaluate pain management satisfaction of cancer 

pain patient. The question is “select the phrase that 
indicates how satisfied or dissatisfied you are with the 
results of your pain treatment overall”. Number 1 to 6 
separately represents very dissatisfied, dissatisfied, 
slightly dissatisfied, slightly satisfied, satisfied, and 
very satisfied. The higher score shows the patient’s 
higher satisfaction of pain management result, and the 
score ≥4 indicates patients are satisfied. 
 
Short Form 36 Health Survey Questionnaire (SF-36)[20] 

The SF-36 is a validated, 36-item questionnaire 
measuring QOL in eight areas of perceived health 
using a single multi-item scale. SF-36 scales measure 
perceived health in the areas of physical functioning 
(PF), role physical (RP), bodily pain (BP), general 
health (GH), vitality (VT), social functioning (SF), 
role emotional (RE), and mental health (MH), with 
higher scores (range 0–100) reflecting better 
perceived health. SF-36 was widely used by many 
researches conducted in cancer patients regardless of 
adults or children[23-27]. And the SF-36 mental health 
score was significantly related to better survival 
compared with European Organisation for Research 
and Treatment of Cancer (EORTC) QLQ-C30 in 
colorectal and lung cancer patients[25].  

 
Data Collection and Quality Control 

The research group was composed of researchers, 
survey supervisors and nurse investigators. The 
researchers trained the nurse investigators from 30 
hospitals twice before the formal survey. During the 
survey, the nurse investigators investigated the cancer 
pain patients in 30 hospitals, and the survey 
supervisors went around all the hospitals, visited each 
hospital once a week and collected the finished 
questionnaires. The valid questionnaire required 
missing item in demographic and clinical characters 
questionnaire less than 1 item and no missing item in 
other there questionnaires of each patient. Six 
hundreds and eighty-four of 800 questionnaires were 
returned. Questionnaires with less than one missing 
item in the demographic form and no missing item in 
other three questionnaires were considered as valid. 
According to this rule, 643 of 684 questionnaires were 
considered as valid (valid rate=80.38%). 
 
Statistical Analyses 

Analyses were conducted using the SPSS Version 
18.0 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA). Comparisons of 
QOL between the PC group and the PUC group were 
performed by independent sample t-tests and 
Mann-Whitney rank sum test. Independent sample 
t-test and Chi-square test were used to compare the 
demographic and clinical characteristics between two 
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groups. Binary logistic regression was used to analyze 
the factors which predict the cancer pain controlled or 
not. All significance levels referred to two-sided tests. 
A P value less than 0.05 was considered significant. 
Values are presented as x±s.  

 
RESULTS 

Patients Characteristics 
The mean age of the cancer patients was 

(58.74±14.01) years, range from 18 to 93 years. There 
were 361 (56.1%) male patients and 282 (43.9%) female 
patients. The patients’ socio-demographic and clinical 
characteristics are present in Table 1. Among these 
patients, 309 (48.1%) received surgery, 463 (72.0%) 
received chemotherapy, and 255 (39.7%) received 
radiotherapy. Now, 308 cancer patients (47.9%) are 

undergoing chemotherapy, 138 cancer patients (21.5%) 
are undergoing radiotherapy, and 56 cancer patients 
(8.7%) are followed up. 
 
Cancer Pain Status 

Cancer pain status of 643 cancer patients is shown 
in Table 2, and 89.6% (576) of these patients received 
the pain medication. The routes of administration 
were oral in 485 (75.4%), transdermal 73 (11.3%), 
injection 133 (20.7%), and anal 10 (1.6%). Among the 
medication patients, 168 (29.2%) were mild pain, 279 
(48.4%) were moderate pain, and 129 (22.4%) were 
severe pain. Among the medication patients, 483 
(83.9%) were satisfied with the pain controlled results, 
and only 93 (16.1%) were not satisfied with the pain 
controlled results. 

 
Table 1. Socio-demographic and clinical characteristics of the study participants 
 

Item No. of cases Percentage (%) 
Education (n=638)   

Primary school  92 14.4 
Middle school 169 26.5 
High school 177 27.7 
Associate degree 108 16.9 
Bachelor degree  92 14.4 

Marital Status (n=634)   
Unmarried  24  3.8 
Married 546 86.1 
Divorced  22  3.5 
Widowed  42  6.6 

     Family average personal monthly income (n=634)   
<1,000 101 16.0 
1,0001,999 184 29.0 
2,0002,999 181 28.5 
3,0004,999 102 16.1 
≥5,000  66 10.4 

Hospital charges paid by (n=632)   
Public health service 122 19.3 
Medical insurance 372 58.9 
New rural cooperative health service  58  9.2 
Self-paid  80 12.7 

Type of Cancer (n=643)   
Lung cancer 222 34.5 
Breast cancer  73 11.4 
Colon and rectum cancer  56  8.7 
Gastric cancer  48  7.5 
Liver cancer  37  5.8 
Pancreatic cancer  34  5.3 
Bladder cancer  35  5.4 
Uterus and ovarian cancer  26  4.0 
Esophageal cancer  25  3.9 
Bone tumor  13  2.0 
Lymphoma  13  2.0 
Else  61  9.5 

Cancer stage (n=643)   
Stage I   23  3.6 
Stage II  96 14.9 
Stage III 123 19.1 
Stage IV 271 42.1 
Unknown  130 20.2 
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Table 2. Cancer pain status of cancer patients (n=643) 
 

Item x±s (range) n (%) 
Current pain intensity (NRS) 4.55±2.32 (0–10) (M=5)  

Mild pain  219 (34.1%) 
Moderate pain  292 (45.4%) 
Severe pain  132 (20.5%) 

Worst pain intensity of past 24 h (NRS) 5.47±2.53 (0–10)  
Pain management satisfaction 4.19±0.97 (1–6)  

Satisfied  510 (79.3%) 
Dissatisfied  133 (20.7%) 

      M: median 

 

Table 3. Cancer patients’ eight areas scores of SF-36 (x±s) 
 

Item Participants (n=643) Old cancer patients (n=83) Normal people (n=2249) 

PF 33.06±28.96 (M=30) 58.60±4.80 90.62±15.40 
RP 31.75±36.42 (M=0) 32.40±7.60 79.51±34.70 
BP 37.42±22.92 (M=32) 61.60±5.90 85.61±18.37 
GH 35.38±18.57 (M=35) 36.00±6.40 69.55±21.32 
VT 41.35±21.97 (M=45) 52.20±3.70 70.29±17.07 
SF 36.55±25.85 (M=38) 45.90±5.70      86.85±17.28 
RE 37.50±38.58 (M=33) 45.00±7.90 76.45±38.47 
MH 57.22±21.56 61.70±3.60 72.65±16.81 

    M: median 

 

Table 4. Comparison of SF-36 scores between PC group and PUC group (x±s) 
 

Item PC (n=219) PUC (n=424) t/Z P 

PF 39.85±27.53 27.52±27.31 4.988* <0.001 
RP 29.91±35.70 30.41±36.19 0.038* 0.970 
BP 47.41±21.31 29.32±18.68 9.138* <0.001 
GH 38.63±17.22 32.65±18.22 3.743

* <0.001 
VT 45.71±20.52 37.37±21.63 4.287* <0.001 
SF 41.81±25.78 31.75±24.11 4.246* <0.001 
RE 39.31±40.18 34.90±37.46 1.261

* 0.207 
MH 58.98±21.10 54.56±21.42 2.258 0.024 
*Mann-Whitney rank sum test 
 
 

QOL in Cancer Pain Patients 
Cancer patients’ eight areas scores of SF-36 are 

shown in Table 3, and were compared with the SF-36 
scores of old cancer patients[28] and normal people[29] in 
China. 

Using current pain intensity (NRS scores) divided 
the cancer pain patients into PUC group (NRS <4) and 
PU group (NRS ≥4)[30]. Independent sample t test and 
rank sum test were used to compare SF-36 eight areas 
scores between PC group and PUC group. The results 
are shown in Table 4. 

The independent t test was used to compare age 
and pain management satisfaction scores between the 
two groups. There was no significant difference 
between the two groups in age (t=0.325, P=0.745). But 
the PC group had the higher pain management 
satisfaction score than the PUC group (t=4.433,  
P<0.001). Chi-square test was used to compare gender, 

educational level, with or without spouse, family 
average personal monthly income, hospital charges 
paid way, type of cancer, received treatment, current 
receiving treatment and cancer stage in the two groups. 
There were no significant differences in gender 
(χ2=2.235, P=0.135), with or without spouse (χ2=1.157, 
P=0.282), educational level (χ2=5.895, P=0.317), family 
average personal monthly income (χ2=10.851, P=0.054), 
hospital charges paid way (χ2=7.826, P=0.098), type of 
cancer (χ2=11.850, P=0.690), received surgery (χ2=3.404, 
P=0.065), received radiotherapy (χ2=4.649, P=0.098), 
received chemotherapy (χ2=2.334, P=0.127), and 
current receiving radiotherapy (χ2=1.950, P=0.163). 
And there were differences in current receiving 
chemotherapy (χ2=9.238, P=0.002), and cancer stage 
(χ2=26.752, P<0.001) between the two groups. 

Binary logistic regression was used to analyze the 
predicted factors of cancer pain controlled status. Pain 
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controlled results is the dependent variable and age, 
pain management satisfaction scores, gender, 
educational level, family average personal monthly 
income, current receiving chemotherapy and cancer 
stage were the independent variables according to 
others research results[31-35] and based on the above 
univariate analysis results. Binary logistic regression 
results are shown in Table 5. 

 
DISCUSSION 

 
Pain is one of the most common and deleterious 

symptoms suffered by cancer patients[36] and QOL is 
an important treatment outcome of cancer pain 
patients. In this study the average level of NRS of 
cancer patients with pain was 4.55±2.32 and the 
majority (65.9%) were moderate to severe pain (Table 
2). A total of 576 (89.6%) cancer pain patients received 
medication but only 29.2% patients’ pain was 
controlled (NRS <4). These data indicated that cancer 
pain in these patients was not well controlled. 
Although several guidelines for cancer pain 
management have been published since 1987[37-40], 

undertreatment was well documented and even reach 
82% of cancer patients[41]. A recent systematic review 
suggested that nearly one of two patients with cancer 
pain is undertreated[42]. As we know, considerable 
clinical evidences showed that cancer pain may be 
controlled in up to 90% cases with available 
therapies[43, 44]. Cancer pain still needs more attention 
and more structured interventions to improve QOL in 
cancer patients in Beijing. 

Otherwise about 79.3% patients were satisfied 
with the pain management results (Table 2). It has 
been repeatedly documented that patients with pain 
are satisfied with their pain management whether or 
not the pain has been successfully relieved[45-48]. Tang, 
et al.[49] pointed out that cancer patients’ satisfaction 
with pain management was influenced more by 
perceived pain management practices than by pain 
relief itself. In this study, we found that lung cancer 
was the most common cancer, similar to other study[50] 
showing that lung cancer patients experienced cancer 
pain more often than other cancer patients. So we 
should pay more attention to lung cancer patients’ 
pain. 

 
 
Table 5. Binary logistic regression analyses for variables predicting Cancer Pain Controlled results 

 

Variable B S.E. OR P 95% CI of OR 

Family average personal monthly income 0.175 0.080 1.191 0.029 1.018–1.394 
Cancer stage –0.393 0.093 0.675 <0.001 0.563–0.810 
Current receiving chemotherapy –0.519 0.200 0.595 0.009 0.403–0.880 
Pain management satisfaction scores 0.427 0.114 1.533 <0.001 1.225–1.917 

   B: bias regression coefficient;  S.E.: standard error;  OR: odds ratio;  95% CI: 95% confidence interval. 

 
 

Pain is often cited as the most critical symptom in 
cancer patients. Unrelieved pain impacts all 
dimensions of QOL and profoundly influences the 
patient’s ability to endure treatment, return to health 
as a cancer survivor, or achieve a peaceful death[51]. In 
this study, the participants were cancer patients with 
pain and their mean eight areas scores of SF-36 are 
from 31.75 to 57.22, lower than the scores of normal 
people reported by Li, et al.[29] and also lower than the 
scores of old cancer patients reported by Wang, et 
al.[28]. Peng, et al.[19] reported that cancer pain patients 
had the poor QOL that was even lower than other 
cancer patients. Pain was significantly correlated with 
appetite, mood, quality of sleeping, fatigue, pain 
intensity, daily activity, side effect, general appearance, 
and support from family[52], and the relationship 
between pain and QOL was found to be reciprocal[53]. 
If pain was not relieved, the patient’s QOL will 
certainly decrease. Many research results found that 
pain was the main reason affecting QOL in cancer 

patients[8-10]. In these patients, the role-physical score 
was the lowest area score and the mental health score 
was the highest area score among the eight areas in 
these cancer patients. The mean age of these patients 
was 58.74±14.01 years and the old cancer patients’ 
mean age was 71.32±6.41 years in Wang’s[28] report. Li, 
et al.[29] found that young people had better quality of 
life than old people. But the old cancer patients’ SF-36 
scores in Wang’s[28] report were even higher than these 
patients, that indicates cancer pain affected these 
patients’ QOL much. Morgan, et al. found that pain 
had a significantly negative direct effect on patients’ 
QOL[54]. The domestic studies also confirmed that pain 
was the key factors affecting QOL in patient with 
cancer, the more severe pain the poorer QOL[19, 55].  

In this study, the PC group had the higher SF-36 
scores (P<0.05) in 6 areas than the PUC group except 
RP and RE in cancer pain patients. It indicates that 
pain control will improve the QOL of cancer patients. 
Pain is considered to be one of the most feared 
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symptoms of cancer and disrupt all aspects of life[56, 57]. 
It was found that cancer patients experienced lower 
QOL than cancer patients without pain[58].  

Binary logistic regression found that pain 
management satisfaction scores, family average 
personal monthly income, current receiving chemo- 
therapy and cancer stage were the predictors of pain 
controlled results. Patients with higher pain 
management satisfaction scores and high level of 
family average personal monthly income had the 
better pain controlled status. Patients with late cancer 
stage and current receiving chemotherapy had the bad 
pain controlled status. When cure is impossible, 
prolongation of life and palliation of symptoms 
become the ideal goals than intent to cure. In late-stage 
cancer patients, there was more severe pain[2, 3] but less 
treatment method. Pain should be paid more attention 
to in late-stage cancer patients. Wang, et al.[59] found 
treatment was one important reason affecting pain 
management result. Chemotherapy can lead to painful 
neuropathies[51] and this will bring more difficulties to 
pain management. In this study, patients in PC group 
had the better pain management satisfaction. 
Bookbinder, et al.[60] pointed out that low pain relief 
caused the low levels of satisfaction of pain 
management. So low pain management scores could 
indicate the bad pain control. Most clinical settings 
select opioids sustained release tablets as the main 
medication for cancer patient to control pain, but such 
medicines are expensive and will bring financial 
burden to many patients’ family. So patient’s family 
financial status should also be considered according 
cancer pain control. In this study, age was not the 
predictor of pain controlled results. Bennettet, et al.[61] 
also found the management of pain in older cancer 
patients was not different from that in younger 
patients. Pud, et al.[32] found that the female patients 
reported significantly lower psychological dimension 
of QOL than their male counterparts. But this study 
did not found gender was the predictor of pain 
controlled results in cancer pain patients. 

 
REFERENCES 

 
1. Ministry of Health P.R. China. 2010 Chinese Health Statistic Yearbook. 

Beijing: Peking Union Medical College Press; 2010. 

2. American Pain Society APS. Principles of Analgesic Use in the 

Treatment of Acute Pain and Cancer Pain. 6th ed. Glenview: American 
Pain Society; 2008. 

3. National Comprehensive Cancer Network. Clinical Practice Guidelines 

in Oncology for Adult Cancer Pain. Vol. 1. Fort Washington: National 
Comprehensive Cancer Network; 2010. 

4. Liu ZM, Gu WP, Zhou WH, et al. China cancer pain status report. 

Zhong Guo Zhong Liu (in Chinese) 1999; 8:5760. 
5. Liu ZM, Lian Z, Ruike Liu, et al. Survey on the Prevalence of Cancer 

Related Pain in Beijing. Shi Yong Ai Zheng Za Zhi (in Chinese) 1997; 

12:2978. 

6. World Health Organization. Access to Controlled Medications 

Programme: Framework. Geneva: World Health Organization; 2007. 
7. van den Beuken-van Eberdingen MH, de Rijke JM, Kessels AG, et al. 

High prevalence of pain in patients with cancer in a large 

population-based study in the Netherlands. Pain 2007; 132:31220. 
8. Kroenke K, Theobald D, Wu J, et al. The association of depression and 

pain with health-related quality of life, disability, and health care use 

in cancer patients. J Pain Symptom Manage 2010; 40:32741. 
9. Gerbershagen HJ, Ozgür E, Straub K, et al. Prevalence, severity, and 

chronicity of pain and general health-related quality of life in patients 

with localized prostate cancer. Eur J Pain 2008; 12:33950. 
10. Rustoen T, Moum T, Padilla G, et al. Predictors of quality of life in 

oncology outpatients with pain from bone metastasis. J Pain 

Symptom Manage 2005; 30:23442. 
11. Moinpour CM, Vaught NL, Goldman B, et al. Pain and emotional 

well-being outcomes in Southwest Oncology Group-directed 

intergroup trial S0205: a phase III study comparing gemcitabine plus 
cetuximab versus gemcitabine as first-line therapy in patients with 

advanced pancreas cancer. J Clin Oncol 2010; 28:36116. 

12. Bottomley A. The cancer patient and quality of life. Oncologist 2002; 
7:1205. 

13. Paice JA, Ferrell B. The management of cancer pain. CA Cancer J Clin 

2011; 61:15782. 
14. Fortner BV, Demarco G, Irving G, et al. Description and predictors of 

direct and indirect costs of pain reported by cancer patients. J Pain 

Symptom Manage 2003; 25:918. 
15. Burton AW, Cleeland CS. Cancer pain: progress since the WHO 

guidelines. Pain Pract 2001; 1:23642. 

16. Kuzeyli Yildirim Y, Uyar M, Fadillioğlu C. Cancer pain and its influence 
on quality of life. Agri 2005; 17:1722. 

17. Green CR, Hart-Johnson T, Loeffler DR. Cancer-related chronic pain: 

examining quality of life in diverse cancer survivors. Cancer 2011; 
117:19942003. 

18. Park KU. Assessment of change of quality of life in terminally ill 

patients under cancer pain management using the EORTC Core 
Quality of Life Questionnaire (QLQ-C30) in a Korean sample. Oncology 

2008; 74(Suppl 1):712. 

19. Peng P, Zheng Y, Wang JJ, et al. Quality of life and its influential factors 
in patients with cancer pain. Zhong Guo Zhong Liu (in Chinese) 2009; 

18:2737. 

20. Editor Board of Chinese Journal of Behavioral Medical Science. 
Behavioral medicine scale manual. Beijing: Chinese Medical 

Multimedia Press; 2005. 

21. Jensen MP. The validity and reliability of pain measures in adults with 
cancer. J Pain 2003; 4:221. 

22. McNeill JA, Sherwood GD, Starck PL, et al. Assessing clinical outcomes: 

patient satisfaction with pain management. J Pain Symptom Manage 
1998; 16:2940. 

23. Akakura K, Matsuzaki K, Kobayashi T, et al. Evaluation of utility index 

of quality of life (QOL) in prostate cancer patients: comparison of QOL 
utility index EuroQol-5D (EQ-5D) and visual analogue scale (VAS) with 

health-related QOL questionnaires SF-36 and EPIC. Nihon Hinyokika 

Gakkai Zasshi 2011; 102:913. 
24. Ishida Y, Honda M, Kamibeppu K, et al. Social outcomes and quality of 

life of childhood cancer survivors in Japan: a cross-sectional study on 

marriage, education, employment and health-related QOL (SF-36). Int 
J Hematol 2011; 93:63344. 

25. Grande GE, Farquhar MC, Barclay SI, et al. Quality of life measures 

(EORTC QLQ-C30 and SF-36) as predictors of survival in palliative 
colorectal and lung cancer patients. Palliat Support Care 2009; 7: 

28997. 

26. Yoshimura K, Utsunomiya N, Ichioka K, et al. Impact of superficial 
bladder cancer and transurethral resection on general health-related 

quality of life: an SF-36 survey. Urology 2005; 65:2904. 



66                              Chin J Cancer Res 24(1):60-66, 2012                               www.springerlink.com 

27. Mosconi P, Apolone G, Barni S, et al. Quality of life in breast and colon 

cancer long-term survivors: an assessment with the EORTC QLQ-C30 

and SF-36 questionnaires. Tumori 2002; 88:1106. 
28. Wang HF. Assessment of the nutritional status and quality of life of 

the elderly patients with malignant tumor by MNA-SF and SF-36. 

Tong Ji Da Xue Xue Bao (Yi Xue Ban) (in Chinese) 2009; 30:12931. 
29. Li NX, Liu CJ, Li J, et al. The Norms of SF-36 Scale Scores in Urban and 

Rural Residents of Sichuan Province. Hua Xi Yi Ke Da Xue Xue Bao (in 

Chinese) 2001; 32:437. 
30. National Comprehensive Cancer Network. NCCN Guidelines for 

Supportive Care: Adult Cancer Pain. 2011. 

31. Pellino TA, Ward SE. Perceived control mediates the relationship 
between pain severity and patient satisfaction. J Pain Symptom 

Manage 1998; 15:1106. 

32. Pud D. Gender differences in predicting quality of life in cancer 
patients with pain. Eur J Oncol Nurs 2011; 15:48691. 

33. Fairchild A. Under-treatment of cancer pain. Curr Opin Support Palliat 

Care 2010; 4:115. 
34. Regaard A. The principles of pain management in advanced cancer. Br 

J Community Nurs 2000; 5:3826, 388. 

35. Akin S, Can G, Aydiner A, et al. Quality of life, symptom experience 
and distress of lung cancer patients undergoing chemotherapy. Eur J 

Oncol Nurs. 2010; 14:4009. 

36. van den Beuken-van Eberdingen MH, de Rijke JM, Kessels AG, et al. 
Prevalence of pain in patients with cancer: a systematic review of the 

past 40 years. Ann Oncol 2007, 18:143749. 

37. Jacox A, Carr DB, Payne R. New clinical-practice guidelines for the 
management of pain in patients with cancer. N Engl J Med 1994; 

330:6515. 

38. World Health Organization. Cancer Pain Relief. 2nd ed. Geneva: World 
Health Organization; 1996. 

39. Hanks GW, Conno F, Cherny N, et al. Morphine and alternative 

opioids in cancer pain: the EAPC recommendations. Br J Cancer 2001; 
84(5):58793. 

40. Cohen MZ, Easley MK, Ellis C, et al. Cancer pain management and the 

JCAHO's pain standards: an institutional challenge. J Pain Symptom 
Manage 2003, 25:51927. 

41. Di Maio M, Gridelli C, Gallo C, et al. Prevalence and management of 

pain in Italian patients with advanced non-small-cell lung cancer. Br J 
Cancer 2004; 90:228896. 

42. Deandrea S, Montanari M, Moja L, et al. Prevalence of 

undertreatment in cancer pain. A review of published literature. Ann 
Oncol 2008, 19:198591. 

43. Grond S, Zech D, Diefenbach C, et al. Assessment of cancer pain: a 

prospective evaluation in 2266 cancer patients referred to a pain 
service. Pain 1996; 64:10714. 

44. Mercadante S. Pain treatment and outcomes for patients with 

advanced cancer who receive follow-up care at home. Cancer 1999; 
85:184958. 

45. Dawson R, Spross JA, Jablonski ES, et al. Probing the paradox of 

patients' satisfaction with inadequate pain management. J Pain 

Symptom Manage 2002; 23:21120. 

46. Malouf J, Andión O, Torrubia R, et al. A survey of perceptions with 
pain management in Spanish inpatients. J Pain Symptom Manage 

2006; 32:36171. 

47. Miaskowski C, Nichols R, Brody R, et al. Assessment of patient 
satisfaction utilizing the American Pain Society's Quality Assurance 

Standards on acute and cancer-related pain. J Pain Symptom Manage 

1994; 9:511. 
48. Ward SE, Gordon DB. Patient satisfaction and pain severity as 

outcomes in pain management: a longitudinal view of one setting's 

experience. J Pain Symptom Manage 1996; 11:24251. 
49. Tang ST, Tang WR, Liu TW, et al. What really matters in pain 

management for terminally ill cancer patients in Taiwan. J Palliat Care 

2010; 26:1518. 
50. Huang ZZ, Zheng Y, Peng P, et al. Investigation into characteristics and 

treatment of cancer pain in Shanghai: a questionnaire survey in 2007. 

Zhong Liu (in Chinese) 2009; 29:9926. 
51. Paice JA, Ferrell B. The management of cancer pain. CA Cancer J Clin 

2011; 61:15782. 

52. Black B, Herr K, Fine P, et al. The relationships among pain, nonpain 
symptoms, and quality of life measures in older adults with cancer 

receiving hospice care. Pain Med 2011; 12:8809. 

53. Deng D, Fu L, Zhao YX, et al. The Relationship Between Cancer Pain 
and Quality of Life in Patients Newly Admitted to Wuhan Hospice 

Center of China. Am J Hosp Palliat Care 2011. 

54. Morgan MA, Small BJ, Donovan KA, et al. Cancer patients with pain: 
the spouse/partner relationship and quality of life. Cancer Nurs 2011; 

34:1323. 

55. Luo J, Sun Y, Wu GQ, et al. Cancer pain and quality of life: 
Investigation in 789 cases of cancer patients with pain. Zhong Guo 

Teng Tong Yi Xue Za Zhi (in Chinese) 1996; 2:1527. 

56. Cleeland CS, Mendoza TR, Wang XS, et al. Assessing symptom distress 
in cancer patients: the M.D. Anderson Symptom Inventory. Cancer 

2000; 89:163446. 

57. Tavoli A, Montazeri A, Roshan R, et al. Depression and quality of life in 
cancer patients with and without pain: the role of pain beliefs. BMC 

Cancer. 2008; 8:177. 

58. Fillingim RB, King CD, Ribeiro-Dasilva MC, et al. Sex, gender, and pain: 
a review of recent clinical and experimental findings. J Pain 2009; 

10:44785. 

59. Wang JJ. A survey of cancer pain status in Shanghai. Oncology 2008; 
74(Suppl 1):138. 

60. Panteli V, Patistea E. Assessing patients' satisfaction and intensity of 

pain as outcomes in the management of cancer-related pain. Eur J 
Oncol Nurs 2007; 11:42433. 

61. Bennett MI, Closs SJ, Chatwin J. Cancer pain management at home (I): 

do older patients experience less effective management than 
younger patients? Support Care Cancer 2009; 17:78792. 

 


