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1 Abstract

2 Background

3 A growing body of literature suggests that music medicine may decrease anxiety and 

4 depression in cancer patients, but the mechanism by which this happens remains speculative. This 

5 study analyzes the underlying thematic perspectives by utilizing both quantitative and qualitative 

6 assessments. Therefore, the goal of this study is to determine the quantitative effects and 

7 underlying thematic perspectives of music medicine on anxiety and depression in cancer 

8 inpatients.

9 Methods and findings 

10 Twenty-four cancer inpatients participated in this prospective cohort study to measure the 

11 effects of a private, fifteen-minute, live guitar/singing performance on anxiety and depression. 

12 Questions modified from the Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS) and a written free 

13 response section were used. Independent from age, gender, and relationship to music, music 

14 medicine significantly increased patients’ cheerfulness, ability to laugh, relaxation, and decreased 

15 worrying thoughts. There was also a trend towards decreased tension, restlessness, feeling slowed 

16 down, and increased excitement for the future that failed to reach statistical significance. The most 

17 frequently used words within the free response sections were made into a word cloud with the 

18 three most common words being music, listening, and made. 

19 Conclusion
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1 This article not only illustrates that music medicine decreases several elements of anxiety 

2 and depression in cancer inpatients, but also highlights music’s physiological effects, aesthetic and 

3 potentially transcendent properties, intrinsic value, and memorability, through use of a word cloud. 

4 Music medicine is a safe and inexpensive mood augmenter that could be more widely used.

5 Introduction

6 Patients with cancer often experience emotional, physical, and social suffering. Between 

7 30 and 50% of patients have moderate to high level of distress during the course of their illness[1, 

8 2]. Studies have identified many negative consequences that are correlated with distress in cancer 

9 patients, including decreased quality of life[3], longer hospital stays[4], decreased treatment 

10 compliance[5], higher rates of suicide[6], and decreased survival[7].  Therefore, addressing cancer 

11 patient distress is of the upmost importance to achieve successful outcomes. 

12 Music is one of the most used strategies to cope with illness[8], and music interventions 

13 have been used in several capacities throughout a cancer patient’s hospital course[9]. A recent 

14 systematic review showed that musical intervention is correlated with improved anxiety, pain, 

15 fatigue, and quality of life in people with cancer[10]. Many studies have shown the beneficial 

16 effects in reducing anxiety and depression, perception of pain, and physiologic markers of stress, 

17 including heart rate, respiratory rate, blood pressure[11], cortisol, and blood glucose[12]. 

18 The use of music in a clinical setting can be classified under two different umbrellas: music 

19 therapy and music medicine[13]. Music therapy involves a trained music therapist’s relationship 

20 with a patient. The music therapist provides an intervention based upon an assessment and 

21 evaluation of the needs of the patient. In contrast, music medicine is a more passive musical 

22 experience in which a patient listens to music. There is not a therapeutic relationship between a 
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1 musician and a patient, and therefore no assessments nor treatments. Interestingly, systematic 

2 review found music therapy and music medicine equally effective in improving psychological 

3 outcomes in cancer patients[14]. 

4 Toccafondi et al. sought to evaluate the impact of a single-session musical medicine 

5 intervention on the wellbeing of cancer inpatients[9]. The intervention consisted of a classical 

6 music performance by a group of musicians called “Music Givers”, followed by a dinner buffet. 

7 They found that compared to patients who did not attend the concert, those who did attend 

8 demonstrated less distress at discharge and decreased symptoms of anxiety and depression. The 

9 authors of this study postulated two possible explanations for their positive findings. First, listening 

10 to music in a group setting may establish relationships between cancer inpatients. Second, listening 

11 to music may serve as a refuge from the worries related to illness. However, the dinner buffet may 

12 have confounded the positive findings. 

13 The current study further explores the thematic perspectives by which music medicine 

14 impacts cancer inpatients and eliminates the dinner confounder found in the “Music Givers” 

15 format[9]. Additionally, this intervention is simpler to implement by not using licensed music 

16 therapists. During times of the Covid-19 pandemic and for other cancer patients, it is important 

17 that interactions between immunocompromised patients must be limited. Therefore, delivering 

18 music medicine in a group setting is undesirable. Consequently, the current study provides live 

19 music medicine in a private setting (within the patients’ rooms) – isolating the question, does music 

20 medicine improve the well-being of cancer inpatients, and if so, how? 

21 This study utilizes both quantitative and qualitative data to improve understanding of how 

22 music medicine impacts patients. The hypothesis of this study is that a private music medicine 

23 format will decrease the anxiety and depression of cancer inpatients by virtue of thematic 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 21, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.19.22281272doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.19.22281272
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


5

1 perspectives described by O’Callaghan et al. (2016) such as refuge from the stresses of their current 

2 illness.[15] Word clouds have been used recently for the visual representation of qualitative 

3 data[16-18] and this approach was chosen as a simple way of presenting the qualitative 

4 information. Word clouds are a visually exciting way to gain a basic understanding of qualitative 

5 data quickly and effectively[19, 20]. They are especially useful when analyzing preliminary 

6 data[21]. 

7 This study will help delineate whether isolated music medicine (delivered by a musician) 

8 in contrast to music therapy (delivered by a trained therapist) is beneficial to the patient, while 

9 using the patients’ own words to provide qualitative insight into their experiences. 

10 In particular during this pandemic, the musical intervention proves to be a safe, 

11 inexpensive, and an effective stress-modifier that may lead to better health outcomes. Positive 

12 results argue for the wider use of music medicine in the inpatient setting.

13 Materials and Methods

14 This preliminary study was designed to identify potentially positive outcomes from music 

15 in a way that is least obtrusive to the patient.  If findings are positive, it would be anticipated that 

16 this study would be repeated with a control group and with the collections of comprehensive 

17 demographic data.  The procedure used in this study did not require written informed consent. 

18 Ethics

19 The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) and Human Research 

20 Protection Program (HRPP) of Cooper University Hospital and MD Anderson Cancer Center. This 

21 trial is registered as International Standard Randomized Controlled Trial Number 28383230. Each 
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1 participant was given an information sheet which included the study title, names and phone 

2 numbers of the investigators, common questions and answers, research purpose, and risks and 

3 benefits of participation. Verbal consent was obtained from all participants. Additionally, word 

4 clouds are licensed under the Creative Commons License and can be used so long as it is not for 

5 profit and with proper citation. 

6 Study Sample

7 This quantitative and qualitative prospective cohort study included 24 participants and was 

8 carried out on the inpatient cancer floor of Cooper University Hospital and MD Anderson Cancer 

9 Center, Camden, New Jersey, USA from April to July of 2021. Cooper University Hospital serves 

10 an ethnically, racially, and socioeconomically diverse patient population. 

11 Participation in the study was proposed to all cancer patients on the inpatient cancer floor, 

12 regardless of site or stage of disease. The exclusion criteria were: (1) those who are deaf (2) unable 

13 to read, write, or comprehend the survey (3) had previously participated in the study (4) under 18 

14 years old (5) on end-of-life care or too critically ill to participate (6) those that have more than one 

15 patient per room (7) or if the clinical team did not authorize the encounter. Care was taken to avoid 

16 coercion to participate in the study, emphasizing that participation was voluntary, that their choice 

17 would not affect their medical care, and they would still be eligible to receive music medicine if 

18 they chose to abstain from the study.  

19 Study design

20 The study used one musician who was a male in his 20s. The musician had not previously 

21 met any participant. In the patient rooms, the musician used a standardized script for introduction, 
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1 description of the study, and inquiry as to interest in study participation. After giving verbal 

2 consent, the participants received an information sheet about the study and were asked to complete 

3 the pre-intervention survey once the musician left the room. After one hour, the musician returned 

4 to the patient room to collect the pre-intervention survey and sing two standardized songs with 

5 acoustic guitar self-accompaniment. Then, the participants were asked to complete the post-

6 intervention survey once the musician left the room. The post-intervention surveys were collected 

7 approximately fifteen minutes later. 

8 Data Collection

9 All data was collected via participant surveys: pre and post. The pre-intervention survey 

10 consisted of 13 multiple choice questions about age range, gender, anxiety, depression, and 

11 relationship to music. The questions about anxiety and depression were adapted and modified from 

12 The Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS)[22]. These modifications include (1) 

13 decreasing number of items from 14 (7 on anxiety, 7 on depression) to 8 (4 on anxiety, 4 on 

14 depression), (2) shortening the length of some question stems, (3) transitioning from a 4-point to 

15 a 7-point Likert scale to quantify subtle changes more precisely, and (4) altering items to measure 

16 participants’ current feelings rather than their feelings over the past week. The survey was 

17 shortened for this preliminary study to limit burden and survey fatigue in an already fatigued 

18 patient population. The pre- and post-intervention surveys can be found in appendices 1 and 2 

19 respectively.

20 Statistical analysis

21 Differences in levels of anxiety, depression, and relationship to music from pre-

22 intervention to post-intervention surveys were assessed using the Wilcoxon ranked sign test. SPSS 
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1 was used. Effects of age, gender, and relationship to music were analyzed using ANOVA of 

2 normalized ranks. A word cloud was generated to analyze the free response section using 

3 Worditout.com. Only words used at least twice were included. Predetermined words commonly 

4 used in the English language, such as “a”, “it”, “the”, etc. were excluded. 

5 Results

6 Description of the sample

7 A total of 180 inpatients were assessed for eligibility. 154 patients were excluded because 

8 they did not meet inclusion criteria (117), or they declined to participate (37). This left 26 

9 participants. Out of this sample, 24 (92.3%) were able to fully complete the survey. Two 

10 participants did not complete the entirety of the surveys and where therefore excluded from 

11 analysis. A flow diagram depicting this can be found in Fig 1. 

12 Figure 1. Flow diagram of number of participants from enrollment through analysis. 

13 Patient demographics and music listening frequencies are summarized in Table 1. 

14 Table 1. Description of basic participant demographics and frequency in which they listen 

15 to live music. 

Frequency 
(N = 24)

Percent 
%

Gender
female 17 70.83
male 7 29.17
other 0 0
prefer not to say 0 0
Age
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18-30 0 0
31-40 4 16.67
41-50 4 16.67
51-60 6 25.00
61-70 7 29.17
71-80 3 12.50
81-90 0 0
91+ 0 0
Frequency that patient listens to live music
<1 time per 10 years 4 16.67
<1 time per year, >1 time per 10 years 6 25.00
1-2 times per year 4 16.67
≥3 times per year 10 41.67

1

2 Quantitative Effects of the Intervention on Anxiety and Depression

3 Analysis of pre- and post-intervention survey items relating to anxiety, depression, and 

4 relationship to music are summarized in Table 2.

5 Table 2. Analysis of survey items related to anxiety, depression, and relationship to music 

6 before verses after music intervention.

Category Question pre-intervention 
(n = 24)

post-intervention 
(n = 24) p – value*

  Mean SD Mean SD  

Anxiety Tension 3.71 1.90 3 2.06 0.177

Anxiety Worry thoughts 4.46 2.04 2.88 1.73 0.011*

Anxiety At ease/relaxed 4.33 1.63 5.54 1.61 0.008*

Anxiety Restlessness 3.79 1.96 2.96 1.71 0.139
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Depression Ability to laugh 5 1.56 6 1.29 0.013*

Depression Cheerfulness 4.17 1.52 5.67 1.63 0.002*

Depression Slowed down 5.13 1.68 4.63 1.66 0.305

Depression Excitement for the 
future 5.29 1.60 5.67 1.24 0.436

Music Like music 6.46 1.06 6.54 0.98 0.602

Music Music large part of life 5.67 1.58 6.08 1.32 0.277

Music Thought about other 
things NA NA 6.58 0.72 NA

*p values were calculated using the Wilcoxon ranked sign test. 

1 Through ANOVA of normalized ranks, there were no significant effects of sex, age range, 

2 or relationship to music on tension, ability to laugh, worry, cheerfulness, relaxation, feeling slowed 

3 down, restlessness, or excitement for the future (p > 0.05). 

4 Qualitative effects of Intervention

5 In response to the free response question on the post-intervention survey “please write in 

6 your own words how listening to music made you feel”, a word cloud from www.worditout.com 

7 was generated containing only words used at least twice, excluding predetermined words 

8 commonly used, such as “a”, “it”, “the”, etc. The three most often used words were “music” 

9 (eleven times), “listening” (seven times), and “made” (five times). Words used four times include 

10 “relaxed” and “relaxing”. Words used three times include “feel”, “back”, “like” and “life”. Words 

11 used two times include “thank”, “took”, “voice”, “dark”, “happy”, “soothing”, “brought”, “nice”, 

12 “take”, “just”, “felt”, “old”, “play”, “away”, “more”, “good”, “enjoyed”, “songs”, and “see”. For 

13 the word cloud representation, please see Fig 2.
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1 Figure 2. Word cloud of most frequently used words by patients when describing their music 

2 medicine experience[23]. 

3 There were no adverse effects of this study.

4 Discussion

5 Music medicine decreased several aspects of anxiety and depression in cancer inpatients. 

6 Specifically, it decreased worrying thoughts and increased ease and relaxation, cheerfulness, and 

7 the ability to laugh. For the items that did not reach statistical significance, including “tension,” 

8 “restlessness,” “excitement for the future,” and “feeling slowed down,” there were clear trends 

9 towards decreased anxiety and depression. Failure to reach significance may have been due to 

10 small sample size.  

11 Regarding anxiety, our findings were consistent with a 2017 metanalysis that used 9 

12 studies[24]. They found that music significantly reduced anxiety in cancer patients. However, there 

13 was much heterogeneity in methodologies between selected studies, including active and passive 

14 listening, number of sessions, live and recorded music, and therapeutic and non-therapeutic 

15 relationships. The “Music Givers” format employed in Toccafondi et al 2017[9], is most like our 

16 study. Both used passive, one-time, live music medicine sessions performed by trained musicians 

17 rather than music therapists. Our studies differ in that the Music Givers format was performed in 

18 front of a crowd of cancer patients and their family members, whereas ours took place inside 

19 individualized patient rooms. Additionally, the Music Givers format included a free buffet 

20 following the performance, whereas we did not provide food. Using the HADS, they found that 

21 patients that attended the Music Givers performance experienced less anxiety upon hospital 
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1 discharge compared to those who did not attend the performance. Our study was designed to avoid 

2 the possible confounder of food consumption.  

3 There remains no consensus about music’s effect on depression in cancer patients in the 

4 literature. Two metanalyses revealed that music interventions significantly reduced depression in 

5 patients with cancer[25, 26]. While two separate meta-analyses did not find effects of music 

6 therapy or music medicine on depression in patients with cancer[11, 24]. These inconsistencies 

7 may be due to limited sample sizes and studies with less rigorous design, highlighting the need for 

8 further research. This study offers support that music medicine reduces report of symptoms 

9 associated with depression and anxiety in cancer inpatients. 

10 Interestingly, the effects of music medicine do not differ based on gender, age, or music 

11 background. This speaks to music being a universal language that everyone can appreciate 

12 regardless of background. 

13 By using the participants’ own words, the word cloud (Fig. 2) was generated for qualitative 

14 analysis. One approach to interpret the word cloud is to sort each word into categories based on 

15 their themes to gain better understanding of mechanisms by which music alters emotion in cancer 

16 patients. Through a meta-ethnography of 138 participants, O’Callaghan et al. described nine 

17 thematic perspectives by which cancer patients experienced music[15].  Five of these themes were 

18 reflected in our word cloud: the physical effects of music, the aesthetic and potentially transcendent 

19 effects of music, the intrinsic value of music, the common ontological qualities between music and 

20 cancer, and the reminiscent effects of music. The four themes not reflected in our word cloud 

21 include music as a form of communication, music as a means of creativity, music as symbolism, 

22 and the effects of music on accommodating projections and self-identifications[15]. These last 

23 four themes were not seen due to the passive nature of music medicine in comparison to music 
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1 therapy where the patient often takes an active role in the musical process. These results are 

2 summarized in Table 3. 

3 Table 3. Most used words sorted into thematic perspectives as characterized in O’Callaghan 

4 et al. 2016[15].

Thematic Perspectives (O’Callaghan) Words

Music Has Physiological Effects. enjoyed, like, good, happy, nice, 
made, felt, feel

Music Is Aesthetic and a Potentially Transcendent 
Experience.

brought, took, take, away, back, old

Music Can Be a Transitional Phenomenon and Means to 
Meaningfully Communicate.

na

Music Is Intrinsically Valuable. enjoyed, like, good, happy, nice, 
made, felt, feel

Music Can Be Symbolic. na

Musical Experience Is Creative. na

Music Can Accommodate Projections and Identifications. na

Music Shares Ontological Properties with Cancer. dark

Music Is Remembered. brought, took, take, away, back, old

5 Words such as enjoyed, like, good, happy, nice, made, felt, and feel speak to music’s 

6 intrinsic value as well as its physiological effects. These words are involved in the neural activation 

7 of arousal and pleasure [27] and therefore cause physiological change. Words like brought, took, 

8 take, away, back, and old are consistent with the transcendent and reminiscent effects of music. 

9 When listening to music, some cancer patients are momentarily transported into a different 

10 headspace, often involving a comforting memory.  This can be relieving for patients whose lives 

11 have been overrun by cancer. The word dark may reflect the shared ontological qualities between 

12 music and cancer. Cancer can symbolically be represented by music because they both may be 

13 elusive, unpredictable, and mysterious. Additionally, cancer is life threatening and music is 
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1 transient in nature.  Therefore, music can touch, understand, and alter cancer’s effects, offering 

2 hope to patients[28].

3 The remaining words on the word map are more related to the performance than the 

4 patient’s emotional reactions. These words include songs, listening, play, music, voice, see, more, 

5 and just.

6 This study has limitations. The sample size was small in this preliminary study.  Further, 

7 the surveys were modified from the HADS, and the instrument used cannot be considered as 

8 previously validated.  This study only analyzed patients who wanted music medicine and excluded 

9 those who declined it. Therefore, the study did not have a control group. Since this study was 

10 designed to be introductory, its purpose was to identify potential positive findings. In summary, a 

11 future study would include written informed consent, collection of more robust demographic data, 

12 data collection including a control group, full use of a validated survey, and a larger sample size. 

13 Additionally, since this study excluded those who declined music medicine, the findings are not 

14 generalizable to the public, but rather to those who are open to receiving music medicine. 

15 Conclusion

16 Music medicine proved to be an effective way of decreasing reported symptoms of anxiety and 

17 depression in cancer inpatients during the COVID-19 pandemic when family and friend visitation 

18 was limited. Specifically, live music medicine significantly increased relaxation, cheerfulness, and 

19 ability to laugh, and significantly decreased worrying thoughts. This warrants more robust research 

20 to determine whether the other symptoms that trended towards improvement will significantly 

21 improve with a larger sample size.  Additionally, through use of the word cloud, this study further 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 21, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.19.22281272doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.19.22281272
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


15

1 uncovered the thematic perspectives by which music effects cancer inpatients, warranting 

2 replication studies.   

3
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