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The Relative Importance of Mindfulness Facets in Chronic Pain: Relations to the General
Negative Affect, Depression, Anxiety, and Obsessive-Compulsive Symptoms

Objectives: This study had three objectives: first, to investigate the relative importance of the five
mindfulness facets to negative affect (NA) among patients with chronic musculoskeletal pain; second,
to test the hypothesis that observing is associated with lower NA only if occurs in an accepting manner;
and third, to investigate the relation between mindfulness and obsessive-compulsive symptoms (OCS).
Methods: One hundred and nineteen patients with chronic musculoskeletal pain filled the Five-Facets
Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ), the Depression, Anxiety, Stress Scale (DASS), and the Obsessive-
Compulsive Inventory—Revised (OCI-R). A latent variable was constructed to represent NA. Multiple
regression analysis was conducted, and several indices of relative importance were calculated.

Results: Except for Observing, all mindfulness facets had significant bivariate and unique relation with
NA. Acting with Awareness was the most important predictor, followed by Nonjudging and Describing.
The contribution of Nonreactivity was small. Regarding the second objective, the Observing x
Nonjudging and Observing x Nonreactivity interactions were not significant. Finally, the five facets of
mindfulness explained about one-half of the variance in obsession and one-fifth of the variance in
compulsion. After excluding the shared variance between obsession and compulsion, mindfulness was
only related to obsession.

Conclusion: Except for Observing, all mindfulness facets seem to have unique contributions to
psychological symptoms; among them, Acting with Awareness seems most important. Current
evidence is inconsistent in supporting the dependency of the effect of observing on acceptance.
Finally, regarding the relation between mindfulness and OCS, it seems that mindfulness is more related
to obsession than compulsion.
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The Relative Importance of Mindfulness Facets in Chronic Pain: Relations to the General

Negative Affect, Depression, Anxiety, and Obsessive-Compulsive Symptoms

Chronic pain (CP) is a common health condition (Breivik et al., 2006; Tsang et al., 2008), which
is associated with a wide range of physical, psychological, and social consequences. It is commonly
associated with anxiety and depression (Asmundson & Katz, 2009; Burke et al., 2015; Demyttenaere et
al., 2007). More than half of CP patients suffer from decreased job productivity, and about one-fifth
lose their job as a result of their pain condition (Breivik et al., 2006). Not surprisingly, CP is a major risk
factor for suicide (World Health Organization, 2014). The destructive and disabling nature of CP along
with its chronicity forces a high economic toll on societies; for instance, the annual cost of CP in the US
has been estimated at $560 to $635 billion, which is far more than the total cost of heart disease or
cancer (Gaskin & Richard, 2012).

The mental health conditions that are associated with CP are of major concern in its
management. These are not merely sources of mental distress, but also major causes of disability
(Whiteford et al., 2013) and suicide (World Health Organization, 2014). Furthermore, there is evidence
that these mental health problems can exacerbate pain, or facilitate its transition from acute to chronic
(Vargas-Prada & Coggon, 2015).

Numerous therapeutic approaches have been proposed for addressing psychological
conditions in CP (for a review, see Kerns et al., 2011); however, based on the current evidence, their
effect size is usually modest (Hoffman et al., 2007; Williams et al., 2012). The unsatisfactory effect of
current therapeutic approaches has motivated the research that aims to improve the efficacy of the
treatments that have shown promise. Among them, mindfulness-based interventions have earned

considerable attention during the last decades, and there is now substantial evidence from large
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randomized trials and meta-analyses on their efficacy in improving mental health and quality of life
and in reducing disability in CP patients (Cherkin et al., 2016; Hilton et al., 2016; Lauche et al., 2013;
Veehof et al., 2016).

Improving the Utility of Mindfulness

To improve the efficacy of mindfulness-based interventions, one line of research has focused
on predictors of treatment outcomes, investigating that mindfulness-based treatments are (more)
efficacious for whom (Gilpin et al., 2017). Another line has focused on better understanding the core
processes that are responsible for the favorable effects of mindfulness. So far, the majority of the
investigations on mindfulness components have been cross-sectional (Carpenter et al., 2019), and
longitudinal and experimental evidence on this matter are rare (for a review and meta-analysis, see Gu
et al., 2015).

The research on the differential effect of mindfulness components assumes that (a)
mindfulness is a multidimensional construct, (b) some of its components may be more strongly related
to some outcomes, and, (c) by putting more focus on cultivating these components, we may be able to
improve the effect of mindfulness-based interventions. Furthermore, we have to assume, at least in
cross-sectional investigations, that the observed relations between mindfulness facets and the
outcomes of interest are due to the effect of these facets on those outcomes.

Components of Mindfulness

In their influential article, Bishop et al. (2004) proposed a what and how framework to explain
the nature of mindfulness. That is, mindfulness requires attention to the present moment (the
essential what) and that this present-moment attention to be in a nonjudgmental and accepting

manner (the essential how).
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Baer and et al. (2006) took a more empirical approach. They combined items of five well-
known mindfulness measures and used this as an item pool for exploratory factor analysis. The factor
analysis revealed five factors: Observing, Describing, Acting with Awareness, Nonjudging, and
Nonreactivity. Then, the items were reduced to develop the Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire
(FFMQ). This five-facet structure has been validated across numerous samples around the globe (see
Karl et al., 2020, for a cross-cultural examination) and has been widely utilized for the investigation of
the differential effects of mindfulness components (Carpenter et al., 2019).

The Differential Effects of Mindfulness Components

From the development of FFMQ in 2006 (Baer et al., 2006), more than one hundred studies
have used it to investigate how different mindfulness facets are related to psychological and health-
related outcomes among community, student, clinical, and medical samples. Carpenter et al. (2019)
conducted a comprehensive meta-analysis and synthesized the current evidence on the relation
between the five facets of mindfulness and psychological symptoms, including anxiety, depression,
social anxiety, and post-traumatic stress. They found that, among the five facets, Nonjudging and
Acting with Awareness had the strongest relation with these symptoms (r = -.48 and -.47, respectively),
followed by Nonreactivity and Describing (r = -.33 and -.29, respectively). The Observing facet, on the
other hand, was almost irrelevant (r = .01).

One challenge in understanding the differential relation of mindfulness facets to the outcomes
of interest is related to their intercorrelation. As a result of this intercorrelation, the observed bivariate
effect of each facet is composed of two proportions. One proportion is its unique effect that cannot be
attributed to the other facets (indicated by the partial effect size indices of the relation, when the
effect of other facets has controlled for), and the other proportion is the relationship that is shared

with other facets (i.e., their bivariate correlation minus the partial relation). When the relation is
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shared, we cannot determine which facet is the direct contributor to the outcome, and to what extent.
It is also possible that none of them be the direct contributor, rather, a common factor could be
responsible for their relations. However, there are some statistical techniques, such as relative weight
and dominance analysis (Nathans et al., 2012), that provide evidence about the relative importance of
each predictor in the face of intercorrelation among predictors, the techniques that have rarely been
utilized in this topic.

The Theoretical Challenge in the Effect of Observing

During the previous investigations on mindfulness, an important and challenging topic has
been the relationship between observing and psychological and health-related outcomes. In the initial
validation of FFMQ, Baer and colleagues (2006) reported a significant positive relation between
observing and worse psychological symptoms, which was unexpected, “because observing is widely
described as a central feature of mindfulness” (p. 38). Similar results were found in another study on a
large sample of students (Brown et al., 2015). As mentioned, in the recent comprehensive meta-
analysis on more than 100 correlational studies, there was no notable relation between observing and
affective symptoms (Carpenter et al., 2019). Indeed, in this meta-analysis, when students sample were
only included, there was a positive significant relationship between observing and negative affective
symptoms, as in Baer et al. (2006) and Brown et al. (2015).

In an attempt for explaining these unexpected results, Lindsay and Cresswell (2017) proposed
the monitor and acceptance theory (MAT), which posits that the monitor and acceptance components
work synergistically. The high state of awareness (i.e., monitoring), on its own, may not be associated
with favorable outcomes, as it enhances all experiences, regardless of their valence. In fact, in some
cases, being highly attentive may exacerbate negative feelings, which explains why during the first

sessions of mindfulness training, some participants experience higher negative affect. For the monitor
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component to have positive effects, it needs to be in an accepting manner. Furthermore, in affective
situations, the monitor process is interrupted by the ongoing emotions, unless the acceptance
component works simultaneously to reduce the effect of emotion. On the other hand, the monitor
component provides a scaffold for cultivating acceptance. While they noted the possibility of the
independent effect of acceptance on mental and health-related outcomes, they stated that “it's not
clear how acceptance would be trained in the absence of a target object to monitor with acceptance”
(p. 56).
Current Study

The objective of this study was threefold. First, we aimed to investigate the relative
importance of each mindfulness facet in the relation between mindfulness and negative affect
(hereafter referred to as NA), i.e., the shared variance between different aspects of negative affective
symptoms, in patients with chronic musculoskeletal pain. The shared variance between the aspects of
negative affect is not only a valid construct (Goodwin, 2015; Mineka et al., 1998; Watson et al., 2008)
but also may be a better target for research on the differential effects of mindfulness facets. There are
several reasons for this proposal. First, the shared variance across different aspects of negative
affective symptoms seems to constitute approximately half of their variance, and improving this shared
factor may have a more widespread improvement in mental health, simultaneously affecting anxiety,
depression, obsessive-compulsive symptoms, and so on. Second, current evidence suggests that
mindfulness is effective across different internalizing disorders, which raises the possibility that it is
influencing a common factor among these disorders. Finally, the common factor that represents the
shared variance is usually associated with higher reliability, providing higher statistical power, which is
especially important when studying medical or clinical populations, as the vast majority of studies on

these populations do not have large samples.
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An important distinction of this study is its use of relative importance analysis, which can
provide a better understanding of the contribution of each mindfulness facet to psychological
symptoms. While it is common to use the standardized coefficients (also called beta weight; B) to
compare the importance of predictors to one another, but when the predictors are correlated (which is
the case in our topic), this practice is flawed and can lead to erroneous interpretations (see Tonidandel
& LeBreton, 2011). Relative importance analysis can partly overcome this shortcoming of multiple
regression analysis (see Methods section).

Second, we aimed to test the suggested hypothesis that the relation between Observing and
mental health is moderated by the acceptance-related facets. According to Lindsay and Cresswell
(2017), among the five facets of mindfulness, as measured by FFMQ, Nonjudging and Nonreactivity are
measures of acceptance-related processes.

Finally, we aimed to investigate the relation between mindfulness facets and obsessive-
compulsive symptoms (OCS), as the research on this topic is rare. For instance, among the 148 studies
meta-analyzed by Carpenter et al. (2019), only two had examined OCS, and none were conducted on
CP patients. In general, OCS have rarely been studied among CP patients, even though some authors
believe in its significance in the context of CP (Bienvenu & Cannistraro, 2002), and there is evidence on
its prevalence among this population (Asmundson & Katz, 2009).

Methods

This was a correlational study, aimed to investigate how the mindfulness facets are related to
affective symptoms in patients with CP, with a focus on the relative importance of each facet. The
ethical approval for this study was obtained from the University of Shahid Beheshti

(IR.SBMU.RETECH.REC.1398.331). To provide a clear report, we followed the Strengthening the
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Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) statement guidelines (von Elm et al.,
2008).
Setting and Participants

Participants were recruited from the pain clinic of Imam Hussein Hospital in Tehran, from
September till December 2019. Adult patients (at least 18 years old), with at least a middle-school
diploma, who had received a diagnosis of chronic (at least three months) musculoskeletal pain from a
pain specialist. An individual was excluded if the pain was malignant or injury-related, or if the
individual was under psychotropic medications or suffering from severe psychiatric conditions.
Participants who met the criteria and signed a written consent were included.

Measurement Tools
The Five-Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ)

Facets of mindfulness were assessed using the Five-Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ),
which is a well-known 39-item measure of mindfulness (Baer et al., 2006). Several validation studies on
the Iranian population have confirmed the five-factor structure of FFMQ and reported acceptable
reliability and concurrent validity (e.g., Ghorbani et al., 2014; Heydarinasab et al., 2013; Sarafraz,
2016).

The Revised Obsessive-Compulsive Inventory (OCI-R)

To assess obsessive-compulsive symptoms (OCS), the Obsessive-Compulsive Inventory-Revised
(OCI-R; Foa et al., 2002) was used, a well-known 18-items scale that measures six aspects of OCS:
washing, checking, ordering, obsessing, hoarding, and neutralizing. Among the Iranian population, OCI-
R has shown a similar structure, with good internal consistency and test-retest reliability
(Ghassemzadeh et al., 2011).

The Short Form Version of Depression Anxiety Stress Scales (DASS-21)
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The short version of Depression Anxiety Stress Scale (Henry & Crawford, 2005) assesses the
three dimensions of negative emotional states. Along with depression and anxiety, stress is assumed to
be a distinct dimension of NA (Lovibond & Lovibond, 1995); however, some authors consider this
subscale as a general measure of NA, not a distinct dimension (Henry & Crawford, 2005). Among the
Iranian population, the DASS—21 has shown a similar structure, as well as good to excellent internal
consistency and test-retest reliability (Asghari et al., 2008).

Statistical Analysis
Constructing a Latent Variable for Negative Affect

We constructed a latent variable to represent the shared variance among different aspects of
affective symptoms, namely, depression, anxiety, stress, and OCS. The maximum likelihood method
was used for estimation. The factor scores were extracted (and multiplied by 10 to reduce the decimal
places) to be the primary dependent variable in this study. This analysis was conducted in AMQS-24.
The advantage of constructing such a variable is that it represents a more stable construct that underly
different dimensions of common affective symptoms in CP patients, as well as it contains less
measurement error, providing more power and precision for regression analysis.

Multiple Regression Analysis

Multiple regression analysis with marginal (Type 3) sum of squares was used to evaluate the
unique contribution of each facet of mindfulness to the dependent variables. We checked all partial
plots to ensure the assumptions of linearity and the constant variance have not been severely violated.
Furthermore, we calculated the square root of the variance inflation factor (VVIF) to quantify the effect
of collinearity on the standard error of each regression slope. We also checked studentized residuals
and Mahalanobis distance values to check for univariate and multivariate outliers, respectively. If an

outlier was detected, we reran the analysis leaving out the data point to see whether the results
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change considerably. Furthermore, we double-checked the confidence intervals of all regression slopes
using the Type 4 heteroskedasticity-consistent (HC4) method, which is robust to the violation of
constant variance, as well as non-normality and high leverage points (see Hayes & Cai, 2007). The
regression analyses were conducted in SPSS-26.
Relative Importance Analysis

As mentioned in the Introduction, when the predictors are correlated, the use of the
standardized coefficients to compare the importance of predictors to one another is problematic (see
Tonidandel & LeBreton, 2011). To overcome this problem, we provided several indices of relative
importance to facilitate a better understanding of the contribution of each mindfulness facet to NA.
Commonality analysis was conducted to provide indices of the unique and common contribution of
each facet to the dependent variable. Structure coefficient (r’:) was calculated for each predictor,
which is the bivariate correlation between the predictor and the predicted values of the dependent
variable. General dominance weight (GDW) was calculated, which averages the contribution of each
predictor in all possible models that include the predictor. Additionally, we provided the relative
weight for each predictor. RW overcomes the problem with estimating the contribution of correlated
predictors by creating uncorrelated variables that are maximally related to the original variables. We
presented RW in the percentile form, so it indicates the proportion of the contribution of each
predictor to the total variance explained in the model; for instance, an RW of 20 for a given predictor
means that 20% of the R? can be attributed to the predictor. Finally, we conducted a series of
bootstrap tests to compare the relative importance of each facet. A brief review of the common
indices of relative importance is provided in Nathans et al. (2012). The indices of relative importance
were calculated in R using the package “yhat” (Nimon & Oswald, 2013)

Results
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One hundred and nineteen patients with a diagnosis of chronic musculoskeletal pain
participated. A summary of their demographic and pain-related characteristics is provided in Table 1.
The means and SDs of study variables, as well as the bivariate correlation among them, are also
provided in Table 2.

The Structure of the Negative Affective Symptoms

We constructed a latent variable, NA, loaded by Depression, Anxiety, Stress, and OCS. The OCS
was also a latent variable loaded by its six subscales. The fit indices on this model were inconsistent,
with some indicating acceptable and some indicating mediocre fit, x*(26) = 62.4, p < .001, x*/ df = 2.4,
general fit index (GFl) = .90, comparative fit index (CFl) = .93, root mean square of error approximation
(RMSEA) = .11 [.08, .14]. The inspection of the residual covariance matrix revealed a substantial error
covariance between the Obsessing subscale and Depression, Anxiety, and Stress, which suggests that a
substantial proportion of variance in the Obsessing subscale is not accounted for by the OCS latent
factor, and this proportion of variance is correlated with the other indicators of the first-order factor,
NA. We allowed Obsessing subscale to directly load on NA, leaving the OCS factor to be loaded only by
compulsion subscales (e.g., washing; see the online Supplementary for more details on the models).
The modified model showed good fit to the data, x*(26) = 38, p = .060, x*/ df = 1.46, GFl = .94, CFl =
.98, RMSEA = .06 [.00, .10]. As our purpose was to use the factor scores of NA for further analysis, we
extracted these scores from the two models to see whether there is a considerable difference between
the two models. The correlation between factor scores from the two models was almost perfect, r =
.997, p <.001, indicating that for our purpose, the difference between these models is negligible;
however, we used the factors scores from Model 2.

Demographic and Pain-Related Predictors of Negative Affect
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In a regression analysis, we included age, sex, marital status, history of surgery, current pain
intensity, and pain duration as predictors of NA. The only significant predictor was the current pain
intensity, B=0.11 [0.03, 0.18], B = .25. Two multivariate outliers were detected, but excluding them
did not considerably affect the results.

The Relative Importance of Mindfulness Facets in Predicting Negative Affect

In a hierarchical linear model, we included the current pain intensity in the first step and the
five facets of FFMQ in the second step to predict NA. The results are presented in Table 3. In Step 1,
pain intensity explained 5% of the total variance in NA. The inclusion of the five facets of mindfulness
raised this value to 56%, indicating that these facets can explain about half of the variance in NA.
Except for Observing, which had a nonsignificant effect, all facets had significant unique contributions
to NA. Acting with Awareness had the strongest relationship, uniquely explaining 12% of the total
variance in NA, with a standardized slope of -.45, indicating that one SD increase in Acting with
Awareness is associated with .42 SD reduction in NA. Describing, Nonjudging, and Nonreactivity had
fairly similar standardized slopes (-.19 to -.21). We found an influential case with a relatively high
Cook’s D, excluding of which increased the effect of Describing from B =-.20 to  =-.27 and slightly
decreased the effect of Nonjudging and Nonreactivity.

The unique and common contributions of each facet and several other indices of relative
importance are provided in Table 4, and more detailed results of commonality analysis are presented
in the Appendix. Acting with Awareness was the most important predictor in the model, as indicated
by GDW and RW. It had the highest unique and common relation with NA, and its contribution was
significantly higher than Observing, Nonjudging, and Nonreactivity (all bootstrap-based p < .05).

Describing and Nonjudging had relatively similar RDW and RW. Furthermore, while the unique
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contribution of Nonreactivity was similar to Describing and Nonjudging, it seemed to be less important,
as it did not have a notable shared contribution to NA.
The Conditional and Indirect Effects of Observing

Following the suggestion that Observing is associated with less distress only if it occurs in an
accepting manner, we conducted two separate analyses to investigate Observing x Nonjudging and
Observing x Nonreactivity interaction effects. The interaction terms were not significant, neither for
Observing x Nonjudging, B = -0.00 [-0.03, 0.03], nor for Observing x Nonreactivity, B = 0.01 [-0.03,
0.04].

Furthermore, to investigate the possibility of an indirect effect of Observing on NA, we
conducted a multiple mediation analysis, in which the other four facets were included as mediators.
The confidence intervals for indirect effects were calculated from 10000 bootstrapped samples. The
slope for the indirect effect of Observing on NA was B = .00 [-0.07, 0.08], B = -.00 through describing, B
=0.02 [-0.13, .18], B = .01 through Acting with Awareness, B = .06 [-0.02, 0.17], B = .03 through
Nonjudging, and B = -.07 [-.15, -.01], B = -.04 through Nonreactivity. The total indirect effect was
nonsignificant, B = 0.00 [-0.23, 0.27], B = .00. Considering the different directions of the indirect effects,
it seems that these effects are rather random.

The Relation Between the Aspects of Mindfulness and Obsessive-Compulsive Symptoms

Compared to general NA, depression, anxiety, and stress (see the following subsection), the
relation between OCS and mindfulness facets was weaker but still substantial. As Table 5 shows, the
model containing facets of mindfulness and pain intensity accounted for 34% of the total variance in
OCS (R%.q; = .31). The effects of pain intensity, Observing and, Nonreactivity on OCS were negligible and
nonsignificant, all p > .20. Acting with Awareness was the strongest predictor in the model, B =-0.67 [-

1.05, -0.30], B =-.35, followed by Nonjudging, B = -0.58 [-1.00, -0.17], B = -.26. While the bivariate
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correlation between Describing and OCS was significant, r = -.28, p = .002, the unique contribution of
Describing on OCS did not reach significance, B = -020 [-0.54, 0.15], B = -.10.

An important note about the OCI-R is that it is heavily weighted to measure compulsions over
obsessions. To investigate whether mindfulness facets are differently related to obsessions and
compulsions, we conducted two additional analyses separately for Obsession and Compulsion (i.e., the
sum of the other five subscales). Interestingly, the model fit was substantially different. The model
including pain intensity and mindfulness facets explained 48% of the variance in Obsession (R%.q; = .46),
but only 24% of the variance in Compulsion (R%gqj = .20). As there is an overlap between obsession and
compulsion, we conducted two further analyses to control for the overlapping variance. Controlling for
the effect of Compulsion, mindfulness facets were still significant predictors of Obsession, F(5, 111) =
11.6, p <.001, explaining an additional 24% of its variance. On the other hand, when we controlled for
the effect of Obsession, mindfulness facets were no longer significant predictors of Compulsion, F(5,
111) = 1.7, p = .136, AR*= .05. These results suggest that mindfulness may be only related to obsession.
However, Acting with Awareness (B = .31), Nonjudging (B =-.19), and Nonreactivity (B = -.19) were
significant predictors of Obsession (all ps <.019).

The Relation Between the Aspects of Mindfulness and Depression, Anxiety, and Stress

The five facets of mindfulness accounted for 41%, 38%, and 50% of the total variance in
depression, anxiety, and stress, respectively. The results are presented in Table 5. Describing, Acting
with Awareness, and Nonjudging consistently showed moderate to large bivariate correlation
coefficients (with rs ranging from -.28 to -.61), with Acting with Awareness consistently showing the
highest coefficients (with rs ranging from -.50 to -.61). Furthermore, Acting with Awareness and

Describing facets had significant unique contributions to all three outcomes. Nonjudging had a unique
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effect on depression and stress, but not on anxiety, and Nonreactivity had a unique effect only on
stress. Observing was not significantly related to any of the outcomes.
Discussion

The main objective of this study was to investigate how mindfulness facets are related to
negative affect (NA) and obsessive-compulsive symptoms (OCS) in patients with chronic
musculoskeletal pain. A total of 119 CP patients provided scores on depression, anxiety, stress, and
OCS. One latent variable was constructed to represent NA, i.e., the shared variance of depression,
anxiety, stress, and OCS. Except for Observing, each facet had a unique contribution in NA, altogether
explaining one-half of the total variance. Acting with Awareness was the best unique predictor of NA,
and the unique contribution of the other three facets was of similar magnitude. Based on several
relative importance indices, which take to account the unique and common contribution of predictors,
Acting with Awareness was the most important predictor, followed by Describing and Nonjudging,
which were also important predictors. Nonreactivity had a significant unique contribution in NA, but its
overall importance was estimated to be relatively low. The relation between mindfulness facets and
OCS was weaker than their relation to general NA, depression, and anxiety. However, Acting with
Awareness and Nonjudging facets seemed most important to OCS, while Nonreactivity was unrelated.
Furthermore, separate analyses on Obsession and Compulsion subscales showed that mindfulness may
be only related to obsession. We further investigated the hypothesis that the favorable effect of
Observing depends on scores on acceptance-related facets, namely Nonjudging and Nonreactivity (see
Lindsay & Creswell, 2017). Our data did not support this hypothesis. However, there was weak
evidence on an indirect effect of Observing through Nonreactivity. In the subsequent sections, we will
review the evidence on the relation of each facet to mental health outcomes among CP patients.

The Relation Between Mindfulness Facets and Negative Affect Among CP Patients
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The Bivariate Relations

Comparing the results from the current and previous investigations on CP patients (Jensen et
al., 2018; Lee et al., 2017; Mioduszewski et al., 2018; Pleman et al., 2019; Veehof et al., 2011; Wegner
et al., 2014) to the more general estimates of the bivariate relation between mindfulness facets
(Carpenter et al., 2019) suggests that the relation in CP patients is fairly similar to the estimates from
other medical, clinical, community, and student samples. In these studies, the bivariate correlation is
usually negligible or small for Observing, small to medium for describing, medium to large for Acting
with Awareness and Nonjudging, and medium for Nonreactivity. However, there are some exceptions
too. In a study on a CP sample in USA, Nonreactivity had a near zero correlation with depression
(Jensen et al., 2018), which is somewhat similar to the current study. In another study on CP patients in
China, in which a different version of FFMQ was used, Describing and Nonjudging had very small
correlations with depression (Chen et al., 2021). However, there is some evidence that the relation
between mindfulness and psychological outcomes in medical samples is stronger than community and
student samples (Carpenter et al., 2019, Table 4).
The Unique Relations

For Describing, this and some previous studies on CP samples have supported its unique
relation to lower anxiety and depression (e.g., Lee et al., 2017; Pleman et al., 2019); however, in some
other studies the effect was very small and it did not reach significant (e.g., Jensen et al., 2018; Veehof
et al., 2011). For Acting with Awareness and Nonjudging, the findings seem to consistently support
their unique contributions to psychological symptoms (e.g., Jensen et al., 2018; Lee et al., 2017;
Pleman et al., 2019; Veehof et al., 2011). In this study, and several previous studies, Acting with
Awareness had the strongest unique contribution to psychological outcomes (e.g., Pleman et al., 2019;

Veehof et al., 2011). For Nonreactivity, the evidence is inconsistent, with some studies reporting
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significant unique relation (e.g., Pleman et al., 2019; Veehof et al., 2011) and some not (Jensen et al.,
2018; Lee et al., 2017); in this study, Nonreactivity had significant unique contributions to general NA
and stress. Notably, the bivariate and the unique relation between Nonreactivity and psychological
outcomes were similar, as Nonreactivity was fairly unrelated to the other influential facets of
mindfulness.

The Relative Importance

In this study, we supplemented the multiple regression analysis with a series of relative
importance analyses, which combine the unique and the shared contribution of each facet to estimate
its relative importance in the model. Among the four influential facets of mindfulness (i.e., excluding
Observing), Acting with Awareness seemed to be the most important aspect of mindfulness in its
relation with NA, while Nonreactivity seemed the least important. To our knowledge, none of the
previous studies on CP patients has conducted relative importance analysis, and this type of analysis
among other populations is also rare. In one study on a US community sample, Acting with Awareness,
Describing, and Nonjudging were more important than Nonreactivity in predicting the general
wellbeing of individuals without regular practice of meditation; while for whom with regular practice,
Nonreactivity was more important than Nonjudging (Hanley et al., 2015).

Why Observing is Not Related?

Regarding the suggestion that the favorable effects of observing may depend on the level of
acceptance (Lindsay & Creswell, 2017), one study found that, after controlling for the Big-Five
personality traits, the negative relation between Observing and lower alcohol use was dependent on
scores on Nonreactivity facet, but not on Nonjudging facet (Eisenlohr-Moul et al., 2012). Another study

on patients with mode and anxiety disorders found a significant interaction between Observing and
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Nonreactivity in predicting lower depression, but not anxiety (Desrosiers et al., 2014). However, our
data did not support this hypothesis.

It is worth noting that while Lindsay and Cresswell (2017) asserted that both Nonjudging and
Nonreactivity measure acceptance-related processes and hypothesized that both moderate the effect
of the observing facet, it is possible that they function differently in their moderation effects, as the
results of Eisenlohr-Moul et al. (2012) suggests. Also, in this and some previous studies, the
correlations between these two facets were near-zero or even negative (e.g., Brown et al., 2015; Hou
et al., 2014), which raises doubt whether these two subscales share an underlying common factor (i.e.,
acceptance).

Another attempt for explaining the negligible or even positive relation between Observing and
psychological symptoms has focused on the issue of measurement. Rudkin and colleagues (2018)
hypothesized that the Observing facet of FFMQ does not sufficiently capture the observing construct.
They conducted an exploratory factor analysis on a pool of items related to this facet. Their analysis
revealed three correlated subfactors: Body Observing, Emotion Awareness, and External Perception.
Among these three factors, only Emotion Awareness was notably related to worry, stress, and anxiety.
They suggested that the absence of items that assess emotional awareness may be the reason that the
FFMQ Observing facet has shown unexpected relation to mental health.

The Differential Relation of Mindfulness to Obsession and Compulsion

While the investigation on the relation between mindfulness and mental health has mostly
focused on depression and anxiety, several investigations, during the last 5 years, have documented
the relation between mindfulness and OCS, even though none have been conducted on CP patients.
Three correlational studies reported significant small to medium negative bivariate correlations

between the mindfulness facets and OCS, except for Observing (Emerson et al., 2018; Leeuwerik et al.,
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2020; Solem et al., 2015). In one comparative study, patients with OCD scored lower on the
mindfulness facets than healthy controls, except in the Observing facet (Didonna et al., 2019). In
another comparative study, OCD patients scored significantly lower than healthy controls on
mindfulness facets, except for Observing and Nonreactivity (Crowe & McKay, 2016). In the current
study, OCS had negative small to medium correlations with mindfulness facets, except for Observing
and Nonreactivity, which generalizes the previous evidence from the community and clinical samples
to CP patients.

An important finding in this study was the difference between obsession and compulsion in
how they relate to mindfulness. Mindfulness accounted for one-half of the variance in obsession and
about one-fifth of the variance in compulsion. Furthermore, when the shared variance between
obsession and compulsion was controlled for, mindfulness still was an important predictor of
obsession, but not of compulsion. Supporting this argument, in an investigation on a large clinical
sample (N = 1871), mindfulness had a large correlation with the obsession subscale of OCI-R (r =-.52),
but its relations to other subscales were small (ranging from -.21 to -.27; Leeuwerik et al., 2020,
Appendix 3), and given the reported medium to large correlation coefficients between obsession and
compulsion subscales, a substantial proportion of the observed relation between mindfulness and
compulsion subscales can be attributed to the shared variance between compulsion and obsession
subscales. In another large sample study (N = 583), mindfulness had a significant medium-sized
correlation with the frequency of intrusive thoughts (r = .40), but its relation with behavioral
compulsions (i.e., washing, checking, ordering, and repeating) was small (r =-.16, Emerson et al.,
2018). These results raise the possibility that, while patients with OCD usually score significantly lower
on mindfulness scales (Didonna et al., 2019), this construct may only be related to their mental

obsession.
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The differential relation of mindfulness with obsession and compulsion may have an
implication for the research on this topic. Some OCS measures, such as OCI-R, put excessive weight on
compulsion over obsession (Foa et al., 2002), and this can underestimate the relation between OCS
and mindfulness.

Limitations

It is important to note that the observed relation between mindfulness facets can, to some
extent, be a function of confounding variables. For instance, large correlations have been reported
between Describing and emotional intelligence (r = .60) and between Nonjudging and neuroticism (r = -
.55; Baer et al., 2006). In a recent investigation on the incremental effect of mindfulness, after
controlling for the effects of the Big-Five personality traits, mindfulness facets showed small effects
(Tran et al., 2020). The sample size is another limitation of this study, which especially lowers the
statistical power for detecting significant interaction effects; consequently, we must be cautious in our
interpretation of the nonsignificant moderation effects.
Conflict of Interest

The authors had no conflict of interest to declare.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 22

References

Asghari, A., Saed, F., & Dibajnia, P. (2008). Psychometric properties of the Depression Anxiety Stress
Scales-21 (DASS-21) in a non- clinical Iranian sample. International Journal of Psychology, 2(2),
82-102.

Asmundson, G. J. G., & Katz, J. (2009). Understanding the co-occurrence of anxiety disorders and
chronic pain: State-of-the-art. Depression and Anxiety, 26(10), 888—901.
https://doi.org/10.1002/da.20600

Baer, R. A,, Smith, G. T., Hopkins, J., Krietemeyer, J., & Toney, L. (2006). Using Self-Report Assessment
Methods to Explore Facets of Mindfulness. Assessment, 13(1), 27—-45.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1073191105283504

Bienvenu, 0. J., & Cannistraro, P. A. (2002). The significance of the concept of obsessive-compulsive
spectrum disorder to the treatment of chronic nonmalignant pain. Current Pain and Headache
Reports, 6(1), 40-43. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11916-002-0022-9

Bishop, S. R., Lau, M., Shapiro, S., Carlson, L., Anderson, N. D., Carmody, J., Segal, Z. V., Abbey, S.,
Speca, M., Velting, D., & Devins, G. (2004). Mindfulness: A proposed operational definition.
Clinical Psychology: Science and Practice, 11(3), 230-241. https://doi.org/10.1093/clipsy/bph077

Breivik, H., Collett, B., Ventafridda, V., Cohen, R., & Gallacher, D. (2006). Survey of chronic pain in
Europe: Prevalence, impact on daily life, and treatment. European Journal of Pain, 10(4), 287—
333. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpain.2005.06.009

Brown, D. B., Bravo, A. J., Roos, C. R., & Pearson, M. R. (2015). Five Facets of Mindfulness and
Psychological Health: Evaluating a Psychological Model of the Mechanisms of Mindfulness.
Mindfulness, 6(5), 1021-1032. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12671-014-0349-4

Burke, A. L. J., Mathias, J. L., & Denson, L. A. (2015). Psychological functioning of people living with


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 23

chronic pain: A meta-analytic review. British Journal of Clinical Psychology, 54(3), 345—-360.
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjc.12078

Carpenter, J. K., Conroy, K., Gomez, A. F., Curren, L. C., & Hofmann, S. G. (2019). The relationship
between trait mindfulness and affective symptoms: A meta-analysis of the Five Facet Mindfulness
Questionnaire (FFMQ). Clinical Psychology Review, 74(October 2018), 101785.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2019.101785

Chen, S., You, B., & Jackson, T. (2021). Facets of Mindfulness as Predictors of Emotional Distress Among
Chinese Adults with Chronic Musculoskeletal Pain. Mindfulness, 12(3), 775-783.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12671-020-01548-7

Cherkin, D. C., Sherman, K. J., Balderson, B. H., Cook, A. J., Anderson, M. L., Hawkes, R. J., Hansen, K. E.,
& Turner, J. A. (2016). Effect of mindfulness-based stress reduction vs cognitive behavioral
therapy or usual care on back pain and functional limitations in adults with chronic low back pain:
A randomized clinical trial. JAMA - Journal of the American Medical Association, 315(12), 1240—
1249. https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2016.2323

Crowe, K., & McKay, D. (2016). Mindfulness, Obsessive—Compulsive Symptoms, and Executive
Dysfunction. Cognitive Therapy and Research, 40(5), 627-644. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10608-
016-9777-x

Demyttenaere, K., Bruffaerts, R., Lee, S., Posada-Villa, J., Kovess, V., Angermeyer, M. C., Levinson, D.,
de Girolamo, G., Nakane, H., Mneimneh, Z., Lara, C., de Graaf, R., Scott, K. M., Gureje, O., Stein, D.
J., Haro, J. M., Bromet, E. J., Kessler, R. C., Alonso, J., & Von Korff, M. (2007). Mental disorders
among persons with chronic back or neck pain: Results from the world mental health surveys.
Pain, 129(3), 332-342. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2007.01.022

Desrosiers, A., Vine, V., Curtiss, J., & Klemanski, D. H. (2014). Observing nonreactively: A conditional


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 24

process model linking mindfulness facets, cognitive emotion regulation strategies, and depression
and anxiety symptoms. Journal of Affective Disorders, 165, 31-37.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2014.04.024

Didonna, F., Rossi, R., Ferrari, C., lani, L., Pedrini, L., Rossi, N., Xodo, E., & Lanfredi, M. (2019). Relations
of mindfulness facets with psychological symptoms among individuals with a diagnosis of
obsessive-compulsive disorder, major depressive disorder, or borderline personality disorder.
Psychology and Psychotherapy: Theory, Research and Practice, 92(1), 112—-130.
https://doi.org/10.1111/papt.12180

Eisenlohr-Moul, T. A, Walsh, E. C., Charnigo, R. J., Lynam, D. R., & Baer, R. A. (2012). The “What” and
the “How” of Dispositional Mindfulness: Using Interactions Among Subscales of the Five-Facet
Mindfulness Questionnaire to Understand Its Relation To Substance Use. Assessment, 19(3), 276—
286. https://doi.org/10.1177/1073191112446658

Emerson, L. M., Heapy, C., & Garcia-Soriano, G. (2018). Which Facets of Mindfulness Protect Individuals
from the Negative Experiences of Obsessive Intrusive Thoughts? Mindfulness, 9(4), 1170-1180.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12671-017-0854-3

Foa, E. B., Huppert, J. D., Leiberg, S., Langner, R., Kichic, R., Hajcak, G., & Salkovskis, P. M. (2002). The
obsessive-compulsive inventory: Development and validation of a short version. Psychological
Assessment, 14(4), 485—-496. https://doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.14.4.485

Gaskin, D. J., & Richard, P. (2012). The Economic Costs of Pain in the United States. The Journal of Pain,
13(8), 715-724. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2012.03.009

Ghassemzadeh, H., Shams, G., Abedi, J., Karamghadiri, N., Ebrahimkhani, N., & Rajabloo, M. (2011).
Psychometric Properties of a Persian-Language Version of the Obsessive-Compulsive Inventory-

Revised: OCI-R-Persian. Psychology, 02(03), 210-215. https://doi.org/10.4236/psych.2011.23032


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 25

Ghorbani, N., Watson, P. J., Farhadi, M., & Chen, Z. (2014). A multi-process model of self-regulation:
Influences of Mindfulness, Integrative Self-Knowledge and Self-Control in Iran. International
Journal of Psychology, 49(2), 115—122. https://doi.org/10.1002/ijop.12033

Gilpin, H. R., Keyes, A., Stahl, D. R., Greig, R., & McCracken, L. M. (2017). Predictors of Treatment
Outcome in Contextual Cognitive and Behavioral Therapies for Chronic Pain: A Systematic Review.
Journal of Pain, 18(10), 1153-1164. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2017.04.003

Goodwin, G. M. (2015). The overlap between anxiety, depression, and obsessive-compulsive disorder.
Dialogues in Clinical Neuroscience, 17(3), 249-260.
https://doi.org/10.31887/dcns.2015.17.3/ggoodwin

Gu, J., Strauss, C., Bond, R., & Cavanagh, K. (2015). How do mindfulness-based cognitive therapy and
mindfulness-based stress reduction improve mental health and wellbeing? A systematic review
and meta-analysis of mediation studies. Clinical Psychology Review, 37, 1-12.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2015.01.006

Hanley, A., Warner, A., & Garland, E. L. (2015). Associations Between Mindfulness, Psychological Well-
Being, and Subjective Well-Being with Respect to Contemplative Practice. Journal of Happiness
Studies, 16(6), 1423-1436. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-014-9569-5

Hayes, A. F., & Cai, L. (2007). Using heteroskedasticity-consistent standard error estimators in OLS
regression: An introduction and software implementation. Behavior Research Methods, 39(4),
709-722. https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03192961

Henry, J. D., & Crawford, J. R. (2005). The short-form version of the Depression Anxiety Stress Scales
(DASS-21): Construct validity and normative data in a large non-clinical sample. British Journal of
Clinical Psychology, 44(2), 227-239. https://doi.org/10.1348/014466505X29657

Heydarinasab, L., Ahmadvand, Z., & Shairi, M. R. (2013). An investigation of the validity and reliability


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 26

of psychometric characteristics of five facet mindfulness questionnaire in Iranian non-clinical
samples. International Journal of Behavioral Sciences, 7(3), 229-237.
https://www.magiran.com/paper/1198875 LK - https://www.magiran.com/paper/1198875

Hilton, L., Hempel, S., Ewing, B. A., Apaydin, E., Xenakis, L., Newberry, S., Colaiaco, B., Maher, A. R.,
Shanman, R. M., Sorbero, M. E., & Maglione, M. A. (2016). Mindfulness Meditation for Chronic
Pain: Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. Annals of Behavioral Medicine, 51(2), 199-213.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-016-9844-2

Hoffman, B. M., Papas, R. K., Chatkoff, D. K., & Kerns, R. D. (2007). Meta-analysis of psychological
interventions for chronic low back pain. Health Psychology, 26(1), 1-9.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0278-6133.26.1.1

Hou, J., Wong, S. Y. S., Lo, H. H. M., Mak, W. W. S., & Ma, H. S. W. (2014). Validation of a Chinese
Version of the Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire in Hong Kong and Development of a Short
Form. Assessment, 21(3), 363—-371. https://doi.org/10.1177/1073191113485121

Jensen, M. P., Thorn, B. E., Carmody, J., Keefe, F. J., & Burns, J. W. (2018). The Role of Cognitive
Content and Cognitive Processes in Chronic Pain. The Clinical Journal of Pain, 34(5), 391-401.
https://doi.org/10.1097/AJP.0000000000000559

Karl, J. A, Prado, S. M. M., Gracanin, A., Verhaeghen, P., Ramos, A., Mandal, S. P., Michalak, J., Zhang,
C. Q., Schmidt, C., Tran, U. S., Druica, E., Solem, S., Astani, A., Liu, X., Luciano, J. V., TkalCi¢, M.,
Lilja, J. L., Dundas, I., Wong, S. Y. S., & Fischer, R. (2020). The Cross-cultural Validity of the Five-
Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire Across 16 Countries. Mindfulness, 11(5), 1226-1237.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12671-020-01333-6

Kerns, R. D., Sellinger, J., & Goodin, B. R. (2011). Psychological Treatment of Chronic Pain. Annual

Review of Clinical Psychology, 7(1), 411-434. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-clinpsy-090310-


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 27

120430

Lauche, R., Cramer, H., Dobos, G., Langhorst, J., & Schmidt, S. (2013). A systematic review and meta-
analysis of mindfulness-based stress reduction for the fibromyalgia syndrome. Journal of
Psychosomatic Research, 75(6), 500-510. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2013.10.010

Lee, A. C., Harvey, W. F,, Price, L. L., Morgan, L. P. K., Morgan, N. L., & Wang, C. (2017). Mindfulness is
associated with psychological health and moderates pain in knee osteoarthritis. Osteoarthritis
and Cartilage, 25(6), 824-831. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joca.2016.06.017

Leeuwerik, T., Cavanagh, K., & Strauss, C. (2020). The Association of Trait Mindfulness and Self-
compassion with Obsessive-Compulsive Disorder Symptoms: Results from a Large Survey with
Treatment-Seeking Adults. Cognitive Therapy and Research, 44(1), 120-135.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10608-019-10049-4

Lindsay, E. K., & Creswell, J. D. (2017). Mechanisms of mindfulness training: Monitor and Acceptance
Theory (MAT). Clinical Psychology Review, 51, 48-59. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2016.10.011

Lovibond, P. F., & Lovibond, S. H. (1995). The structure of negative emotional states: Comparison of the
Depression Anxiety Stress Scales (DASS) with the Beck Depression and Anxiety Inventories.
Behaviour Research and Therapy, 33(3), 335-343. https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-7967(94)00075-
U

Mineka, S., Watson, D., & Clark, L. A. (1998). Comorbidity of anxiety and unipolar mood disorders.
Annual Review of Psychology, 49, 377-412. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.49.1.377

Mioduszewski, O., MacLean, H., Poulin, P. A., Smith, A. M., & Walker, L. A. S. (2018). Trait Mindfulness
and Wellness in Multiple Sclerosis. Canadian Journal of Neurological Sciences, 45(5), 580-582.
https://doi.org/10.1017/cjn.2018.51

Nathans, L. L., Oswald, F. L., & Nimon, K. (2012). Interpreting multiple linear regression: A guidebook of


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 28

variable importance. Practical Assessment, Research and Evaluation, 17(9), 1-19.

Nimon, K. F., & Oswald, F. L. (2013). Understanding the Results of Multiple Linear Regression: Beyond
Standardized Regression Coefficients. Organizational Research Methods, 16(4), 650-674.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428113493929

Pleman, B., Park, M., Han, X., Price, L. L., Bannuru, R. R., Harvey, W. F., Driban, J. B., & Wang, C. (2019).
Mindfulness is associated with psychological health and moderates the impact of fiboromyalgia.
Clinical Rheumatology, 38(6), 1737-1745. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10067-019-04436-1

Rudkin, E., Medvedev, O. N., & Siegert, R. J. (2018). The Five-Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire: Why
the Observing Subscale Does Not Predict Psychological Symptoms. Mindfulness, 9(1), 230-242.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12671-017-0766-2

Sarafraz, M. R. (2016). Enhanced awareness and attention: Unidimensional or multidimensional
Construct? Factor structure and psychometric properties of Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire
(FFMQ) in Iran. Journal of Cognitive Psychology, 4(1), 10-18. http://jcp.khu.ac.ir/article-1-2577-
fa.html

Solem, S., Thunes, S. S., Hjemdal, O., Hagen, R., & Wells, A. (2015). A metacognitive perspective on
mindfulness: An empirical investigation. BMC Psychology, 3(1), 1-10.
https://doi.org/10.1186/540359-015-0081-4

Tonidandel, S., & LeBreton, J. M. (2011). Relative Importance Analysis: A Useful Supplement to
Regression Analysis. Journal of Business and Psychology, 26(1), 1-9.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10869-010-9204-3

Tran, U. S., Wasserbauer, J., & Voracek, M. (2020). Testing the incremental validity of dispositional
mindfulness over and above the Big Five in accounting for mental health: A facet-level structural-

equation modeling and predictor communality and dominance approach. Personality and


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 29

Individual Differences, 156(September 2019), 109769.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].paid.2019.109769

Tsang, A., Von Korff, M., Lee, S., Alonso, J., Karam, E., Angermeyer, M. C., Borges, G. L. G., Bromet, E. J,,
de Girolamo, G., de Graaf, R., Gureje, O., Lepine, J. P., Haro, J. M., Levinson, D., Oakley Browne,
M. A., Posada-Villa, J., Seedat, S., & Watanabe, M. (2008). Common Chronic Pain Conditions in
Developed and Developing Countries: Gender and Age Differences and Comorbidity With
Depression-Anxiety Disorders. Journal of Pain, 9(10), 883—-891.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].jpain.2008.05.005

Vargas-Prada, S., & Coggon, D. (2015). Psychological and psychosocial determinants of musculoskeletal
pain and associated disability. Best Practice and Research: Clinical Rheumatology, 29(3), 374-390.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.berh.2015.03.003

Veehof, M. M., Ten Klooster, P. M., Taal, E., Westerhof, G. J., & Bohlmeijer, E. T. (2011). Psychometric
properties of the Dutch Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ) in patients with
fibromyalgia. Clinical Rheumatology, 30(8), 1045-1054. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10067-011-
1690-9

Veehof, M. M., Trompetter, H. R., Bohlmeijer, E. T., & Schreurs, K. M. G. (2016). Acceptance- and
mindfulness-based interventions for the treatment of chronic pain: a meta-analytic review.
Cognitive Behaviour Therapy, 45(1), 5-31. https://doi.org/10.1080/16506073.2015.1098724

von Elm, E., Altman, D. G., Egger, M., Pocock, S. J., Ggtzsche, P. C., & Vandenbroucke, J. P. (2008). The
Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) statement:
guidelines for reporting observational studies. Journal of Clinical Epidemiology, 61(4), 344—349.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].jclinepi.2007.11.008

Watson, D., O’Hara, M. W., & Stuart, S. (2008). Hierarchical structures of affect and psychopathology


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 30

and their implications for the classification of emotional disorders. Depression and Anxiety, 25(4),
282-288. https://doi.org/10.1002/da.20496

Wegner, M., Helmich, I., Machado, S., Nardi, A. E., Arias-Carrion, O., & Budde, H. (2014). Effects of
exercise on anxiety and depression disorders: review of meta- analyses and neurobiological
mechanisms. CNS & Neurological Disorders Drug Targets, 13(6), 1002—1014.
https://doi.org/10.2174/1871527313666140612102841

Whiteford, H. A., Degenhardt, L., Rehm, J., Baxter, A. J., Ferrari, A. J., Erskine, H. E., Charlson, F. J.,
Norman, R. E., Flaxman, A. D., Johns, N., Burstein, R., Murray, C.J. L., & Vos, T. (2013). Global
burden of disease attributable to mental and substance use disorders: Findings from the Global
Burden of Disease Study 2010. The Lancet, 382(9904), 1575-1586.
https://doi.org/10.1016/50140-6736(13)61611-6

Williams, A. C. de C., Eccleston, C., & Morley, S. (2012). Psychological therapies for the management of
chronic pain (excluding headache) in adults. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, 2.
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD007407.pub3

World Health Organization. (2014). Preventing suicide: A global imperative. In World Health

Organization (Vol. 143).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 31

Table 1

The Summary of Participants’ Demographic and Pain-Related Characteristics

Variable n % M (SD) Range
Age 46 (13) 18-84
18-25 5 4
26-40 46 39
41-60 50 42
61-84 18 15
Sex
Female 89 75
Male 30 25
Marital Status
Married 99 83
Single 20 17
Highest Educational Level
Middle—School 42 35
High—School 52 44
Tertiary 25 21
Pain Duration (Months) 56 (75) 3-480
<1 Year 45 38
1-3 Years 30 25
3-7 Years 19 16
7-15 Years 18 15
> 15 Years 7 6
Pain Intensity 7(2) 2-10
History of Surgery
Yes 10 8

No 109 92
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Table 2

Means and Standard Deviations of the Study Variables and the Bivariate Correlation Between Them

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
1. Observing 26.2 5.7 -
2. Describing 28.8 6.8 .00 -
3. Acting with awareness 25.5 7.2 -.03 36" -
4. Nonjudging 215 6.3 .16 200 56 -
5. Nonreactivity 23.2 5.8 23" .20° -.03 -.03 -
6. OCS 241 14.0 .06 -.28" -53" -48" -.01 -
7. Depression 12.1 10.2 .02 -50"  -50"  -.44" -11 57" -
8. Anxiety 11.6 9.9 12 -38"  .56™ .38 .13 62" 59" -
9. Stress 17.6 10.9 .10 -43" -61" -48" =23 .68™" 727 74 -
10. Negative Affect® - - 09  -477  -e5"  -52"  .19° 78" 80" 8" 97" -
11. Pain Intensity 7.3 2.3 17 -.10 -.15 -.15 .07 12 14 25" 22" 22" -
12. Pain Duration (Months) 56.2 74.7 A1 .02 -.06 .13 .00 -.07 -.05 -.09 -.04 -.07 .00

Note. N = 119. OCS = obsessive-compulsive symptoms.

2 Negative affect is a latent factor, so the mean and SD was not provided.
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"p<.05. "p< .01


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258338; this version posted June 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MINDFULNESS FACETS TO NEGATIVE AFFECT IN CHRONIC PAIN 34

Table 3

The Relationship Between the Five Facets of Mindfulness and Negative Affect

Variable B SE B r re VIF R*> R%y AR?
Step 1 .05 .04 .05
Pain intensity 95" .38 22" 22 22 1
Step 2 56 .54 517
Pain intensity .45 .27 11 .22 10 1.03
Observing .13 A1 .07 .09 .07 1.05
Describing -307 .10 -21" -47 -19 111
Acting with

-.60 11 -45 -65 -35

awareness 1.28
Nonjudging -31" 12 -20" -52 -16 1.23
Nonreactivity -32" 11 -19" -19 -18 1.06

Note. SE = standard error; Cl = confidence interval; LL = lower limit; UL = upper limit; r, = part
correlation; VIF = variance inflation factor.

*p<.05. "p<.01. "p<.001.
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Table 4

Relative Importance of Each Mindfulness Facet in Predicting Negative Affect

Predictor B Patr Unique Common GDW RW% Contrasts ®
Observing .06 .01 .00 .00 .00 1 D,A,NJ>0
Describing -.28 A8 .06 22 .15 26 D >0, NR
Acting with awareness -.49 .78 14 31 .28 48 A >0, NJ, NR
Nonjudging -.15 44 .02 24 12 21 A>NJ>0
Nonreactivity -.15 .06 .02 .01 .03 5 D, A>NR
Total - 1.76 .24 .78 .58 100 -

Note. N = 118. r’y = squared structure coefficient; GDW = general dominance weight; RW = relative
weight; O = observing; D = describing; A = acting with awareness; NJ = nonjudging; NR = nonreactivity.
The results are based on a multiple regression with the five mindfulness facets as predictors of
Negative Affect. Current pain intensity is not included in the model. One influential data point was
excluded from the analysis.

2 In each row, the significant contrasts to the predictor (in bold) are presented (p < .05, based on 10000
bootstrapped samples). The contrasts are between general dominance weights. Contrasting relative

weights also produced similar results.
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Table 5

The Relationship Between the Five Facets of Mindfulness and Obsessive-Compulsive Symptoms,

Depression, Anxiety, and Stress

Variable Obsessive-compulsive symptoms Depression
B SE B r I B SE B r I

Pain intensity 12 .49 .02 12 .02 .19 34 .04 14 .04
Observing .02 .20 .01 .06 .01 -.04 14 -.02 .02 -.02
Describing -20 .17 -10 -28  -.09 -53" 12 -35" -50 -32
Acting with -677 19 -357 .53  -27 -34" 13 -24" -50 -19
awareness

Nonjudging -587 21 -267 -48 -21 -39 14 -247  -44 -19
Nonreactivity -.03 .20 -.01 -.01 -.01 -.09 13 -.05 =11 -.05
R? .34 42

R%aj 31 .38

Variable Anxiety Stress
B SE B r ro B SE B r o

Pain intensity 67" .33 15" .25 .15 51 .33 A1 .22 .10
Observing .20 13 A1 12 A1 .20 A3 .10 .10 .10
Describing -24" 12 -16° -38 -15 -28 12 -18"  -43 -16
Acting with -617 .13 -44" -56  -35 -66" 13 -447  -61 -34
awareness

Nonjudging -.09 14  -06 -38 -05 -29° 14 -17° -48 -14
Nonreactivity -.26 13 -15 -13  -14 -457 13 -24"  -23  -23
R® .40 51

R%adj .37 .49

Anxiety: The p value for nonreactivity was .054. The HC4-based p value for describing was .069.

Stress: The HC4-based p value for describing and nonjudging was .062 and .074, respectively.

For OCS, the HC4 did not change the results. One outlier was detected, but its removal did not

considerably change the results.
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Appendix

The Detailed Results of Commonality Analysis of the Relation Between Mindfulness Facets and Negative

Affect
Bootstrapped
Predictor Commonality 95% Cl @ %Total r?
First-Order
0] .00 [.000, .028] 1 .01
D .06 [.018, .130] 11 .28
A .14 [.053,.250] 25 .45
NJ .02 [.000, .054] 3 .26
NR .02 [.000, .067] 3 .03
Second-Order
o,D .00 [-.005, .016] 1 .28
O,A .00 [-.013,.013] 0 .45
D,A .07 [.018, .149] 13 .55
O, NJ .00 [-.003, .011] 0 .26
D, NJ .00 [-.007,.024] 1 43
A, NJ 14 [.053,.232] 24 47
O, NR .00 [-.013,.006] -1 .05
D, NR .03 [.004, .062] 5 .28
A, NR -.01 [-.025,.015] -1 49
NJ, NR .00 [-.009, .008] 0 .30
Third-Order
O,D,A .00 [-.009, .010] 0 .55
O,D,NJ .00 [-.002, .006] 0 43
O,A, NJ .00 [-.009, .024] 0 47
D,A, NJ .10 [.033,.174] 17 .56
O, D, NR .00 [-.010, .005] -1 .29
O, A, NR .00 [-.003, .009] 0 .50

D, A, NR .01 [-.017,.036] 1 .56
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0, NJ, NR .00 [-.005, .001] 0 30
D, NJ, NR .00 [-.004, .010] 0 44
A, NJ, NR -01 [-.019, .012] 1 51

Fourth-Order

O,D,A NJ .01 [-.006, .030] 1 .56

0, D, A, NR .00 [-.006, .010] 0 .57

0, D, NJ, NR .00 [-.004, .001] 0 44

0, A, NJ, NR .00 [-.007, .007] 0 .52

D, A, NJ, NR .00 [-.020, .036] 1 .58
Fifth-Order

0, D, A, NJ, NR .00 [-.015, .003] -1 .58
Total .58 100 NA

Note. N = 118. Cl = confidence intervals; O = observing; D = describing; A = acting with awareness; NJ =
nonjudging; NR = nonreactivity. The commonality coefficients above .02 are bolded.

2 The confidence intervals are calculated based on 10000 bootstrapped samples.
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