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Preinvestigation psychological state 
and related demographic factors as 
predictors of pain perception in women 
undergoing hysterosalpingography
Ademola A. Adeyekun1, Olaide N. Koleoso2, Oluyemi O. Akanni3

Abstract:
BACKGROUND: The majority of women described hysterosalpingography  (HSG) as a painful 
procedure. There is little information on the features of HSG‑associated pain and factors that 
predispose to increased pain experience.
OBJECTIVES: This study investigated preprocedure psychological state and related demographic 
factors as predictors of pain perception in women undergoing HSG.
METHODS: The sample included 99 women selected through consecutive sampling at the Radiology 
Department, University of Benin Teaching Hospital, Benin City, Nigeria. The study utilized a 
cross‑sectional survey design to collect data using Spielberger’s State‑Trait Anxiety Inventory, Zung 
Self‑rating Depression Scale, and Visual Analog Scale for the perception of pain and state anxiety.
RESULTS: The women with lower state anxiety reported significantly lower pain perception (X̅  = 6.69) 
than the women with high anxiety (X̅  = 7.93). Trait anxiety, state anxiety, and depression jointly 
predicted pain perception among the women undergoing HSG, with R2 = 0.117, F (3,95) = 6.797; 
P < 0.001. They collectively accounted for about 17.7% variance in pain perception.
CONCLUSION: Patients being prepared for the HSG procedure can be educated on concerns 
related to anxiety and coping strategies and be provided with anxiolytics or other medication as 
clinically indicated.
Keywords:
Demographic factors, hysterosalpingography, pain perception, preinvestigation, psychological state, 
women

Introduction

In current years, the prevalence proportion 
of infertility has progressively increased, 

now accounting for approximately 15%–18% 
of the populace at the gestational age.[1,2] 
Some reasons, such as the fallopian tube 
factor, ovulation failure, and the uterus 
factor, give rise to infertility in female.[3‑5] 
The fallopian tube issue, accounting for 
about 30%–40%, of infertility, is the foremost 
factor, the most central of which is the 
fallopian tube jam.[6,7]

Hysterosalpingography (HSG) is frequently 
sought as part of first‑line inquiries 
for women with infertility, menstrual 
abnormalities, and congenital or acquired 
uterine disorders.[8‑11] Tubal pathology 
accounts for about 60% of female infertility 
in Nigeria and HSG is usually one of the 
first lines of investigation in many infertility 
treatment clinics.[8,12‑14] It offers a clear 
condition of the uterine cavity and the 
fallopian tubes, permitting the discovery of 
endometrial and tubal pathologies[11,15] with 
accuracy as high as 90%–95%.[1] It is mostly 
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conducted as an outpatient procedure, preferably in the 
follicular phase of the menstrual cycle. Although it is 
frequently used, the major side effect of HSG is pain.[16]

The majority of women regard HSG as extremely painful 
since it involves placement of a cervical tenaculum, 
traction on the cervix, instillation of dye through a 
cervical cannula, and tubal spilling.[17]

Despite its common use, there is little information on 
the features of HSG‑associated pain, factors disposing 
to increased pain experience, and methods to decrease 
pain experienced during the procedure.[18‑22] According 
to Woo,[23] pain theories have progressed fundamentally 
away from the early nociceptive Cartesian belief, where 
a specific lesion in the body is experienced as pain by 
the brain. This has been substituted by the generally 
recognized biopsychosocial model, where tissue damage, 
psychology, and environmental influences all interrelate 
to regulate pain experience. Pain has been defined by the 
International Association for the Study of Pain (IASP)’s 
as an unpleasant sensory or emotional experience 
associated with tissue damage.  This definition further 
emphasizes the important role of mood and emotions 
for pain perception. Out of these, depression and anxiety 
have been discovered as significant determinants of pain 
perception and have been comprehensively studied.

Preoperative anxiety is associated with higher pain 
intensity postoperatively for different types of operations. 
This vicious circle is intensified by worries concerning 
complications, loss of control, and being helpless. Being 
admitted to a hospital and undergoing a procedure can 
be an exceedingly traumatic experience for most people. 
However, this is not usually considered by professionals 
who are more concerned with preoperative care.[24]

Research findings have also revealed the relationship 
between depression and pain. The danger of depression 
increases as a result of different characteristics of 
worsening pain  (for example, severity, frequency, 
duration, and number of symptoms).[25]

Nulliparity is one of the well‑known risk features for 
the perception of severe pain.[26] However, Tokmak 
et  al.[16] discovered that lower parity was associated 
with a lower Beck’s Anxiety Inventory score and 
Visual Analog Scale  (VAS) score. In a related study, 
nulliparity was found to be statistically associated with 
a higher pain score.[19] Sohail[27] revealed, in 250 patients 
undertaking investigative HSG with small size Leech 
Wilkinson cannula, that amenorrhea was considerably 
related to increased pain throughout the procedure. 
Because a component of pain perceived during HSG 
might be attributed to uterine cavity distension either 
at balloon inflation or during dye filling, nulliparous 

patients or patients with long‑term amenorrhea may 
have a similar mechanism of low tolerance to this 
investigation. Tokmak et al.[16] claimed that multiparity 
affects postoperative pain scores.

Experimental evidence on the effect of age on pain is 
relatively conflicting.[28,29] Studies of mechanical stress[29,30] 
and ischemic pain stimulation[31] showed that the pain 
threshold for the elderly decreases, but the pain threshold 
for electrical stimulation appeared to be somewhat 
unchanged.[28] With a few exceptions, the threshold for 
pain for thermal stimulation increases with age.[32‑34] The 
chosen method of pain relief is one of the possible reasons 
for this difference.[35]

Many attempts have been made to identify predictors of 
postoperative pain.[36,37] However, the factor of “educational 
status” has not been studied in detail. It was found that a 
lower education level is associated with a higher frequency 
of painful conditions.[38] Several studies that assessed 
assessing the relationship between educational status 
and postoperative pain were inconclusive. They had no 
association;[39,40] in one case, they showed a relationship 
(for example, higher education levels led to less pain), but 
this was based on only 40 patients.

Various strategies for reducing pain associated with 
HSG have been described and studied.[18‑22] However, the 
risk factors for pain associated with HSG have not been 
identified. Pain associated with HSG can bring a negative 
experience in the treatment of infertility. The main objective 
of this study is to identify predictors of pain prospectively 
associated with HSG. A better understanding of the nature 
of pain can help women learn more about what they 
can experience during the HSG procedure. In addition, 
identifying predisposing factors may provide a better 
understanding of the pathophysiology of HSG‑associated 
pain and may lead to future advances in this area.

The following questions therefore arise:
1.	 What will be the relative contribution of trait and 

state anxiety and depression in terms of adjustment 
to pain perception in women undergoing HSG?

2.	 Will related demographic factors  (parity, age, and 
educational attainments) determine pain perception 
in women undergoing HSG?

Methods

Research design
A cross‑sectional survey design was used. An anonymous, 
self‑administered questionnaire was used to collect data.

Participants
The sample comprised 99 consecutive women (i.e., all the 
women that came as they followed one after the other) who 
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presented at the Radiology Department, UBTH, Benin 
City, Nigeria, with request forms for HSG on account 
of various gynecological indications after obtaining 
informed consent. The mean ± standard deviation (SD) 
age of these participants was 34.12  years  (SD  =  6.25), 
ranging from 16 to 48. Concerning parity, 63  (63.6%) 
of the women  (nulliparous) had never been pregnant 
before, while 36.4% (36) had previously given birth to one 
or more viable children. A total of 62 (62.6%) participants 
had previous abortion, while 37  (37.4%) had never 
experienced abortion. The sample represented diverse 
ethnic groups, such as Bini (41, 41%), Igbo (17, 17.2%), 
Ishan  (14, 14.1%), Yoruba  (12, 12.1%), and Urhobo 
(7, 7.1%). Approximately 96% of the participants were 
Christians, while 4% were Muslims. In terms of their 
educational levels, 8.1%  (8) had a first school leaving 
certificate, 28.3% (28) had a secondary school certificate, 
17.2% (17) had an ordinary national diploma, 12.1 (12) 
had a higher national diploma, while 33.3% (33) had a 
university degree. The majority  (n = 83, 83.8%) of the 
women were from the monogamous family setup, while 
7 (7.1%) each were from polygamous families and were 
not married.

Measures
Trait anxiety
Spielberger’s State‑Trait Anxiety Inventory  (STAI‑T) 
was used to measure trait anxiety. This is a 20‑item 
inventory developed by Spielberger et  al.[41] The STAI 
T‑Anxiety Scale has been widely used in assessing 
clinical anxiety in medical, surgical, psychosomatic, 
and psychiatric patients. Psychoneurotic and depressed 
patients generally have high scores on this scale.[41] All 
items are rated on a 4‑point scale  (for example, from 
“almost never” to “almost always”). A coefficient alpha 
of 0.84 and Spearman‑Brown split half of 0.84 had been 
reported.[42] Higher scores indicate greater anxiety, 
while lower scores indicate low trait anxiety. Internal 
consistency (Cronbach’s alpha) for this measure in the 
present study was 0.88.

Depression
For the assessment of the patient’s subjective view of 
his/her depressive symptoms, the Zung Self‑rating 
Depression Scale  (ZDRS) was used. [43] This is a 
self‑reporting instrument and was originally developed 
to assess depression symptoms without the bias of an 
administrator affecting the results. The ZDRS contains 
20 items exploring symptoms related to depressive 
episodes  (two items for affective symptoms, eight 
for cognitive and somatic symptoms, and two for 
psychomotor symptoms). Responses are rated from 1 
to 4, with higher scores corresponding to more frequent 
symptoms. The overall score represents the severity of 
depressive symptoms. Reliability for the current sample 
was high (α = 73).

Preoperative anxiety
All of the participants were asked to state their level 
of anxiety shortly before the investigation. A detailed 
explanation of the VAS and its application was given 
personally to each woman before the procedure. The 
VAS was a 10‑cm line scaled from 0 to 10 (not anxious 
to very anxious). The VAS score was determined by 
measuring by a ruler.

Pain perception
The pain perception was scored using VAS.[44] The 
patients were asked to indicate a point along a 10 cm 
continuous line, from 0 to 10 (no pain to extreme pain). 
The distance, measured in cm (to the nearest 0.1 cm) of 
the marked point from the 0 edges, provided the VAS 
score. This was done immediately after the procedure. 
Research showed that the scale is more sensitive than a 
four‑point verbal rating scale and equally well accepted 
as a face rating scale.[45]

Procedure
Approval was obtained from the department of 
radiology. The HSG was performed in the same room, 
on the same table and with the same technique on an 
outpatient basis by three resident doctors in the radiology 
department. This was done to maintain consistency and 
also to limit confounding variables. During the study 
period, March 7, 2018–December 18, 2019, all women 
who met the inclusion and exclusion criteria were invited 
to participate in the study. The inclusion criteria were 
as follows: should be of childbearing age  (age  >18), 
undergoing clinically indicated HSG for the evaluation 
of infertility, and recurrent pregnancy loss. The 
exclusion criteria were the following: age <18; women 
with a history of psychiatric illness and those taking 
psychotropic medications; patients with neurological 
disorders or significant cardiovascular, respiratory, and 
hepatic diseases; and patients who declined participation 
in the study. Hysterosalpingography was scheduled 
between the 6th day and the 11th day of the menstrual 
cycle to ensure that menstruation had ended and the 
women were not pregnant. A  urine pregnancy test 
was also done to exclude pregnancy. The women who 
met the inclusion criteria were invited into the X‑ray 
room. After taking a complete history, including an 
obstetrical and gynecological history, the women read 
and signed the consent form in which anonymity and 
confidentiality were assured. Thereafter, they completed 
the ZDRS, Spielberger’s Trait Anxiety Inventory, and 
the Preoperative Anxiety Scale in the form of VAS. 
Later, the participants were made to lie horizontally in 
the lithotomy position on the fluoroscopy table. Under 
aseptic conditions, the vulva was cleaned and the cervix 
was exposed using a Cusco’s speculum. The cervical 
os was cannulated via a Schultz cannula and 5–10 ml 
of iodinated contrast was injected into the uterine 
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cavity. Radiographs of the pelvis were obtained in both 
anteroposterior and oblique projections. Subsequently, 
the patient was cleaned up. Following the HSG procedure, 
the performing physician explained to the participants 
how to complete the last aspect of the questionnaire 
packet, in which the participants were expected to state 
the severity of their pain during the procedure with VAS 
immediately after the procedure. A detailed explanation 
about the VAS and its application was given personally 
to each woman before the procedure.

Statistical analysis
The analysis of the data was conducted using the 
IBM  SPSS  (version  20.0, IBM Corporation, Armonk 
NY, USA for Windows). Frequency of distribution 
and descriptive statistics  (means and SDs) were 
obtained for the data in this study. In addition, an 

independent samples t‑test was conducted to determine 
the level of preinvestigative psychological state and 
related demographic factors with concerning pain 
perception. Finally, hierarchical regression analysis was 
utilized to determine the influences of preinvestigative 
psychological state on pain perception during the HSG 
procedure.

Results

Independent samples t‑test was used in testing the 
effect of anxiety and depression on the perception 
of pain during the HSG investigation. As presented 
in  Table 1, there were no significant effects of anxiety 
and depression on the perception of pain during HSG 
investigation, t (97) = −1.34, P > 0.05 and t (97) = −1.82, 
P > 0.05, respectively. The result implied that there was 
no significant difference between women with high and 
low anxiety and depression based on pain perception. 
However, when VAS was used to measure anxiety as 
a form of state anxiety, there was a significant effect of 
state anxiety on pain perception in women undergoing 
HSG, t (97) = −3.03, P < 0.05. The women with lower state 
anxiety reported significantly lower pain perception (X̅  
= 6.69) than the women with high anxiety (X̅  = 7.93).

Multiple regression analysis was used for testing the 
joint predictors of anxiety and depression. The results 
in Table  2 revealed that trait anxiety, state anxiety, 

Table  1: Summary of multiple regressions showing the joint influence of depression, trait anxiety, and state 
anxiety on hysterosalpingography pain perception
Dependent variable Independent variables R r2 F P B t P
HSG pain perception Depression 0.420 0.177 6.797 <0.01 0.048 0.464 >0.05

Trait anxiety 0.064 0.631 >0.05
State anxiety 0.388 4.003 <0.01

HSG: Hysterosalpingography

Table 2: Summary of table of independent t‑test results showing the significant influence of depression, trait 
anxiety, state anxiety, and age on pain perception among women undergoing hysterosalpingography procedure
Dependent variable Independent variable n X̅±SD df t P
HSG pain perception Depression

High depression 44 7.677±1.833 97 −1.822 >0.05
Low depression 55 6.916±2.231

Trait anxiety
High trait anxiety 46 7.554±1.867 97 −1.336 >0.05
Low trait anxiety 53 6.994±2.248

State anxiety
High trait anxiety 45 7.924±1.942 97 −3.032 <0.01
Low trait anxiety 54 6.696±2.058

Age
Older age 48 7.221±2.111 97 0.155 >0.05
Younger age 51 7.286±2.087

Education
Tertiary education 63 7.39±2.029 97 −0.876 >0.05
SSCE 36 7.01±2.197

HSG: Hysterosalpingography, SSCE: Senior secondary school certificate, SD: Standard deviation, df: Degree of freedom

Table 3: One‑way ANOVA for hysterosalpingography 
pain perception among the parity and childbirth/
pregnancy complications
Dependent variable Sources SS df MS F P
HSG pain perception Between 13.321 2 6.661 1.544 0.219

Within 414.244 96 4.315
Total 427.565 98
Between 2.099 3 0.700 0.156 0.925
Within 425.466 95 4.479
Total 427.565 98

HSG: Hysterosalpingography, SS: Sum of squares, MS: Mean square, 
df: Degree of freedom
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and depression collectively accounted for about 
17.7% variance in pain perception among the women 
undergoing HSG, with R2  =  0.117, F  (3,95) = 6.797; 
P < 0.001. This calculation showed that a small percentage 
of common variation in pain perception  (17.7%) was 
explained by the three predictor variables. Therefore, the 
strength of the prediction of pain perception by the three 
predictor variables was weak, especially because 82.3% 
of the variance did not depend on the three predictor 
variables and could be assigned to other variables not 
considered in this study.

As shown in Table  1, the age of women undergoing 
HSG did not significantly influence pain perception, 
t (97) = 0.16, P > 0.877. Using the independent sample 
t‑test, the result implied that there was no significant 
difference between young and older women undergoing 
HSG based on their pain perception. This suggested 
that young and older women undergoing HSG were 
comparable in pain perception. Furthermore, there was 
no significant effect of the educational status of women 
undergoing HSG on pain perception. Table 1 indicates 
that HSG pain perception for women with no tertiary 
education was 7.01 (2.19), while the mean for the women 
who had had tertiary education was 7.39  (2.03). With 
alpha set at 0.05, the mean difference was not significant, 
t (97) = −0.88, P = 0.383.

Further analysis using one‑way ANOVA revealed 
that there were no significant differences between 
women undergoing HSG who had never experienced 
childbirth  (nulliparous) and those who had had one 
and those who had given birth to two or more children 
in the past on pain perception (F [2,96] = 1.54, P > 0.05). 
Similarly, concerning the experience of previous 
childbirth complications, the results indicated that there 
were no significant differences between the women 
who had never had previous childbirth/pregnancy 
complication and those who had had one, two, and 
three childbirth/pregnancy complications on pain 
perception (F [3,95] = 0.16, P > 0.05) [Table 3].

Discussion

This study revealed that there were no significant effects 
of trait anxiety and depression on the perception of pain 
during the HSG investigation. In other words, there was 
no significant difference between women with high 
and low trait anxiety and depression based on pain 
perception. However, when VAS was used to measure 
anxiety as a form of state anxiety, there was a significant 
effect of state anxiety on pain perception in the women 
undergoing HSG. The women with lower state anxiety 
reported significantly lower pain perception than the 
women with high anxiety. Periañez et al.[46] confirmed 
these results, as they found that patient anxiety in the 

preoperative stage was a predictor of postoperative pain, 
regardless of the demographic and clinical characteristics 
of their study sample. Moreover, in their study, 
depression was not a predictor of postoperative pain.

Kavakcı et al.[47] argued that psychological factors, such 
as anxiety and/or depression, have become important 
predictors of postoperative pain. In their paper, as in 
this study, there was a positive relationship between 
the level of preoperative anxiety and postoperative 
pain. Furthermore, Tokmak et  al.[16] confirmed that a 
higher level of anxiety before the procedure affects 
postoperative pain. Robleda et al.[48] found a significant 
positive association between preoperative anxiety and 
postoperative pain. These differences can be attributed 
to differences in questionnaires, types of surgery, and 
sample size or not using validated measurements. 
Painful experiences are unique to each person and 
vary greatly. It has been shown that the preoperative 
experimental assessment of pain sensitivity allows 
predicting the level of pain after acute surgery.[49]

In this study, the age of women undergoing HSG 
did not significantly influence pain perception. Age 
differences in pain perception are less consistent. 
However, some studies have shown that older people 
are more sensitive to experimental pain than young 
people, and other studies have shown that sensitivity 
decreases with age.[29,50] Studies using VAS showed that 
people experience more pain as they age.[51] In contrast, 
a VAS‑based study published by Van Schoubroeck 
et  al.[14] revealed that there is an inverse relationship 
between patients’ age and pain perception: younger 
women reported higher VAS scores. The younger women 
experiencing more pain compared to older women 
can be attributed to the likelihood that older women 
will be more familiar with gynecological pain, uterine 
cramps, cervical smear procedures, and transvaginal 
ultrasound (TVS) test.[14]

Other results also revealed that the educational status of 
women receiving HSG does not significantly affect pain 
perception. Confirming this finding, Chia et al.[39] and 
Lau and Patil[40]  found no relationship between 
educational status and pain perception. Similarly, 
Mwashambwa et al.[52] did not show a significant effect 
of educational status on postoperative pain. However, 
it was also found that a lower‑level education 
is associated with a higher incidence of painful 
situations.[37] Several studies assessing the relationship 
between educational status and postoperative pains 
are inconclusive.

Finally, the analysis in this study revealed that 
there were no significant differences between the 
women undergoing HSG who had never experienced 
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childbirth (nulliparous) and those who had had one and 
those who had given birth to two or more children in the 
past based on pain perception. Nulliparity was found 
to be one of the known risk factors for experiencing 
excessive pain,[39] but Tokmak et  al.[16] found that the 
decreased parity was associated with low scores on 
Beck’s Anxiety Inventory and the VAS. This situation is 
explained by the negative consequences of unpleasant 
gynecological interventions and birth trauma, which 
previously occurred in some patients. In one study, pain 
perception during HSG was statistically significantly 
higher in patients with unilateral and bilateral tubal 
obstruction.[53] Van Schoubroeck et al.[14] found an inverse 
relationship between parity and pain. As shown by the 
average VAS of the HyFoSy test, the nulliparous women 
experienced more pain than the parous women. The 
observation that nulliparous women experience more 
pain compared to parous women can be explained by 
the likelihood that nulliparous women are more familiar 
with the pain caused by gynecology, uterine cramps, 
cervical smear procedures, and TVS test.[54]

Conclusion

Based on the results of this study, it can be concluded 
that anxiety and depression do not affect the perception 
of pain during the HSG investigation. In other words, 
there was no significant difference between women 
with high and low levels of anxiety and depression in 
terms of pain perception. However, when VAS was 
used to measure anxiety as a form of state anxiety, the 
women with lower state anxiety reported significantly 
lower pain perception than the women with high state 
anxiety. The age of women undergoing HSG did not 
significantly influence pain perception. The current 
study also revealed that the educational status of women 
undergoing HSG does not determine pain perception. 
Finally, this study revealed that there were no significant 
differences between the women undergoing HSG 
who had never experienced childbirth  (nulliparous) 
and those who had had one and those who had given 
birth to two or more children in the past based on pain 
perception.

Implications of the findings
The current research has many future implications. 
For example, the findings can provide obstetricians, 
radiologists, and clinical psychologists with a foundation 
to gain a basic understanding of important predictors 
of postoperative pain. This will help in formulating 
an appropriate plan for effective pain management 
postoperatively and attending to the pain, considering 
the psychological state, such as trait and state anxiety 
and depression and related demographic factors, such 
as parity, age, and educational attainments. This study 
showed that relevant practitioners should be highly 

suspicious of patients with high‑state anxiety. They 
may have a higher postoperative pain. Therefore, 
patients being prepared for the HSG procedure should 
be educated on concerns related to anxiety and coping 
strategies and provide anxiolytics or other medication 
as clinically indicated.

Research has shown that patients with high levels 
of anxiety can be correctly identified and treated 
preoperatively to minimize postoperative pain relief 
and hospital costs.[55] Many studies reported that 
interventions targeting preoperative anxiety disorders 
improve postoperative behavior and recovery.[56,57]

As noted in the literature, psychotherapy and 
counseling significantly reduce anxiety, depression, 
and pain perception in outpatient gynecological 
procedures.[58,59] In addition, nondrug treatments, such 
as guided imaging, hypnosis, and distraction, can 
be effective in improving the patient’s perception of 
painful medical procedures, such as endoscopy.[60,61] 
Finally, like all other diagnostic medical procedures, 
HSG has significant potential for causing excessive 
anxiety in infertile women. Therefore, women with 
fertility problems undergoing HSG should be evaluated 
for levels of anxiety and should be offered appropriate 
psychological counseling interventions. This is because 
reducing anxiety levels may be beneficial for improving 
the accuracy of the procedure and its acceptance by 
reducing pain perception.

Limitations of the study
While this study makes an important contribution to 
knowledge about predictors of HSG pain perception, 
there are some limitations of the study to consider. 
First, this study included only women with infertility 
problems who were targeted for HSG assessment. Other 
women were referred for HSG testing but had no fertility 
problems. In future studies, it will be good to compare 
women referred for HSG investigation and others 
without infertility problems on their demographical 
and psychological determinants of postoperative pain. 
This study was conducted at a single hospital (UBTH, 
Benin City); this may limit the applicability of the 
findings to other environments. Future investigations 
with more heterogeneous samples about race/ethnicity 
are needed. However, the problems identified are by no 
means unique to any environment and deficiencies in 
pain education are widespread. Therefore, we posit that 
similar results would be observed if the was conducted 
elsewhere. Further, the use of VAS in the measurement of 
state anxiety and postoperative pain in this study poses 
some limitations. One of the disadvantages of VAS is 
the need for clear vision. Research shows the scale can 
be challenging for 7%–16% of patients who are unable 
to convert pain experience to an abstract line.



Adeyekun, et al.: Pain perception in women undergoing hysterosalpingography

212	 Philippine Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology - Volume 47, Issue 4, July-August 2023

Authorship contributions
Adeyekun Ademola A. - Involved in the conceptualization, 
methodology, data acquisition, writing of the original 
draft, review and editing.

Koleoso Olaide N. - Involved in the design, methodology, 
data analysis, writing of the original draft, review and 
editing.

Akanni Oluyemi O. - Involved in the statistical review, 
manuscript preparation, review and editing.

Financial support and sponsorship
Nil.

Conflicts of interest
There are no conflicts of interest.

References

1.	 Handelzalts  JE, Levy  S, Peled  Y, Binyamin  L, Wiznitzer  A, 
Goldzweig G, et al. Information seeking and perceptions of anxiety 
and pain among women undergoing hysterosalpingography. Eur 
J Obstet Gynecol Reprod Biol 2016;202:41‑4.

2.	 Kahyaoglu  S, Yumusak  OH, Kahyaoglu  I, Kucukbas  GN, 
Esercan  A, Tasci  Y. Evaluation of time lapse for establishing 
distal tubal occlusion diagnosis during hysterosalpingography 
procedure performed by using water soluble contrast media. 
J Chin Med Assoc 2017;80:313‑8.

3.	 Bendifallah S, Faivre E, Legendre G, Deffieux X, Fernandez H. 
Metroplasty for AFS class V and VI septate uterus in patients with 
infertility or miscarriage: Reproductive outcomes study. J Minim 
Invasive Gynecol 2013;20:178‑84.

4.	 Fan XD, Ma K, Shan J, Jin XT. Observation on clinical efficacy of 
activating renal blood circulation and ovarian stimulation formula 
in treating ovulation failure infertility. Zhongguo Zhong Yao Za 
Zhi 2013;38:119‑22.

5.	 Arustamyan  K, Totoyan  E, Karapetyan  A, Gasparyan  A. The 
state of fallopian tubes in women with urogenital chlamydia and 
infertility. Georgian Med News 2017; (268-269):80‑885.

6.	 Gharib M, Samani LN, Panah ZE, Naseri M, Bahrani N, Kiani K. 
The effect of valeric on anxiety severity in women undergoing 
hysterosalpingography. Glob J Health Sci 2015;7:358‑63.

7.	 Robertshaw  IM, Sroga  JM, Batcheller  AE, Martinez  AM, 
Winter TC 3rd, Sinning K, et al. Hysterosalpingo‑contrast sonography 
with a saline‑air device is equivalent to hysterosalpingography only 
in the presence of tubal patency. J Ultrasound Med 2016;35:1215‑22.

8.	 Bello  TO. Pattern of tubal pathology in infertile women on 
hysterosalpingography in Ilorin, Nigeria. Ann Afr Med 
2004;3:77‑9.

9.	 Akinola  RA, Akinola  OI, Fabamwo  AO. Infertility in women: 
Hysterosalpingographic assessment of the fallopian tubes in 
Lagos, Nigeria. Educ Res Rev 2009;4:86‑9.

10.	 Bukar M, Mustapha Z, Takai UI, Tahir A. Hysterosalpingographic 
findings in infertile women: A seven year review. Niger J Clin 
Pract 2011;14:168‑70.

11.	 Khan  MI, Jesmin  S, Jerin  J, Shermin  S, Chowdhury  TA. 
Hysterosalpingography in infertility. Delta Med Coll J 
2014;2:10‑3.

12.	 Hussain  M, Al Damegh  S, Tabish  A. Therapeutic efficacy of 
hysterosalpingography with special reference to application 
of hydrostatic pressure during the procedure. Int J Health 
Sci (Qassim) 2007;1:223‑7.

13.	 Kalantari M, Zadeh Modares S, Ahmadi F, Hazari V, Haghighi H, 
Chehrazi  M, et  al. Randomized double‑blind clinical trial of 
eutectic mixture of local anesthetic creams in reducing pain during 
hysterosalpingography. Iran J Radiol 2014;11:e10513.

14.	 Van Schoubroeck  D, Van den Bosch  T, Ameye  L, Boes  AS, 
D’Hooghe T, Timmerman D. Pain during fallopian‑tube patency 
testing by hysterosalpingo‑foam sonography. Ultrasound Obstet 
Gynecol 2015;45:346‑50.

15.	 Unlu BS, Yilmazer M, Koken G, Arioz DT, Unlu E, Dogan Baki E, 
et  al. Comparison of four different pain relief methods during 
hysterosalpingography: A  randomized controlled study. Pain 
Res Manage 2015;20:107‑11.

16.	 Tokmak  A,  Kokanal i   MK,  Güzel  Aİ ,  Taşdemir  Ü, 
Akselim  B, Yilmaz  N. The effect of preprocedure anxiety 
levels on postprocedure pain scores in women undergoing 
hysterosalpingography. J Chin Med Assoc 2015;78:481‑5.

17.	 Robinson RD, Casablanca Y, Pagano KE, Arthur NA, Bates GW, 
Propst AM. Intracervical block and pain perception during the 
performance of a hysterosalpingogram: A randomized controlled 
trial. Obstet Gynecol 2007;109:89‑93.

18.	 Frishman  GN, Spencer  PK, Weitzen  S, Plosker  S, Shafi  F. 
The use of intrauterine lidocaine to minimize pain during 
hysterosalpingography: A  randomized trial. Obstet Gynecol 
2004;103:1261‑6.

19.	 Anserini  P, Delfino  F, Ferraiolo  A, Remorgida  V, Menoni  S, 
De Caro G. Strategies to minimize discomfort during diagnostic 
hysterosalpingography with disposable balloon catheters: 
A randomized placebo‑controlled study with oral nonsteroidal 
premedication. Fertil Steril 2008;90:844‑8.

20.	 Bello TO, Osinaike BB, Adeniyi TO. Tramadol as a prophylactic 
analgesic for hysterosalpingography in African women. Afr J Med 
Med Sci 2008;37:157‑60.

21.	 Karasahin E, Alanbay I, Keskin U, Gezginc K, Baser I. Lidocaine 10% 
spray reduces pain during hysterosalpingography: A randomized 
controlled trial. J Obstet Gynaecol Res 2009;35:354‑8.

22.	 Guzel AI, Kuyumcuoglu U, Erdemoğlu M. The effect of flurbiprofen 
as prophylactic analgesic before hysterosalpingography. J Int Med 
Res 2010;38:1780‑4.

23.	 Woo AK. Depression and anxiety in pain. Rev Pain 2010;4:8‑12.
24.	 Australian & New Zealand College of Anaesthetists. Acute Pain 

Management: Scientific Evidence. 2nd ed. Melbourne: Australian 
& New Zealand College of Anaesthetists; 2005.

25.	 Bair  MJ, Robinson  RL, Katon  W, Kroenke  K. Depression 
and pain comorbidity: A  literature review. Arch Intern Med 
2003;163:2433‑45.

26.	 Porter BW, Craig LB, Hansen KR. An exploration of predictive 
variables for increased pain during hysterosalpingogram. Fertil 
Steril 2010;94:S213.

27.	 Sohail S. Variables affecting immediate pain tolerance in X‑ray 
hysterosalpingography. J Coll Physicians Surg Pak 2004;14:170‑2.

28.	 Gibson SJ, Helme RD. Age‑related differences in pain perception 
and report. Clin Geriatr Med 2001;17:433‑56, v‑vi.

29.	 Lautenbacher S, Kunz M, Strate P, Nielsen J, Arendt‑Nielsen L. 
Age effects on pain thresholds, temporal summation and spatial 
summation of heat and pressure pain. Pain 2005;115:410‑8.

30.	 Pickering  G, Jourdan  D, Eschalier  A, Dubray  C. Impact of 
age, gender and cognitive functioning on pain perception. 
Gerontology 2002;48:112‑8.

31.	 Edwards RR, Fillingim RB. Age‑associated differences in responses 
to noxious stimuli. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci 2001;56:M180‑5.

32.	 Verdú E, Ceballos D, Vilches JJ, Navarro X. Influence of aging on 
peripheral nerve function and regeneration. J Peripher Nerv Syst 
2000;5:191‑208.

33.	 Larivière M, Goffaux P, Marchand S, Julien N. Changes in pain 
perception and descending inhibitory controls start at middle age 
in healthy adults. Clin J Pain 2007;23:506‑10.

34.	 Marouf R, Caron S, Lussier M, Bherer L, Piché M, Rainville P. 



Adeyekun, et al.: Pain perception in women undergoing hysterosalpingography

Philippine Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology - Volume 47, Issue 4, July-August 2023	 213

Reduced pain inhibition is associated with reduced cognitive 
inhibition in healthy aging. Pain 2014;155:494‑502.

35.	 Eltumi HG, Tashani OA. Effect of age, sex and gender on pain 
sensitivity: A narrative review. Open Pain J 2017;10:44‑55.

36.	 Ip HY, Abrishami A, Peng PW, Wong J, Chung F. Predictors of 
postoperative pain and analgesic consumption: A  qualitative 
systematic review. Anesthesiology 2009;111:657‑77.

37.	 Sommer M, de Rijke JM, van Kleef M, Kessels AG, Peters ML, 
Geurts  JW, et  al. Predictors of acute postoperative pain after 
elective surgery. Clin J Pain 2010;26:87‑94.

38.	 Leclerc A, Gourmelen J, Chastang JF, Plouvier S, Niedhammer I, 
Lanoë JL. Level of education and back pain in France: The role of 
demographic, lifestyle and physical work factors. Int Arch Occup 
Environ Health 2009;82:643‑52.

39.	 Chia YY, Chow LH, Hung CC, Liu K, Ger LP, Wang PN. Gender 
and pain upon movement are associated with the requirements 
for postoperative patient‑controlled IV analgesia: A prospective 
survey of 2,298 Chinese patients. Can J Anaesth 2002;49:249‑55.

40.	 Lau  H, Patil  NG. Acute pain after endoscopic totally 
extraperitoneal (TEP) inguinal hernioplasty: Multivariate analysis 
of predictive factors. Surg Endosc 2004;18:92‑6.

41.	 Spielberger CD, Gorsuch RL, Lushene R, Vagg PR, Jacobs GA. 
Manual for the State Trait Anxiety Inventory. Palo Alto: 
Consulting Psychologists Press; 1983.

42.	 Akhigbe  KO, Koleoso  ON. Trait anxiety, sex, age and dental 
treatment experience as determinants of dental anxiety among 
chronic dental patients in Nigeria. Eur Sci J 2014;10:316‑28.

43.	 Zung WW. A self‑rating depression scale. Arch Gen Psychiatry 
1965;12:63‑70.

44.	 Bijur PE, Silver W, Gallagher EJ. Reliability of the visual analog scale 
for measurement of acute pain. Acad Emerg Med 2001;8:1153‑7.

45.	 Safikhani S, Gries KS, Trudeau JJ, Reasner D, Rüdell K, Coons SJ, 
et al. Response scale selection in adult pain measures: Results from 
a literature review. J Patient Rep Outcomes 2017;2:40.

46.	 Periañez CA, Diaz MA, Bonisson PL, Simino GP, Barbosa MH, 
De Mattia  AL. Relationship of anxiety and preoperative 
depression with post‑operative pain. Texto Contexto Enferm 
2020;29:e20180499.

47.	 Kavakci Ö, Altuntas  EE, Müderris S, Kugu  N. Effects of the 
preoperative anxiety and depression on the postoperative pain 
in ear, nose and throat surgery. Indian J Otol 2012;18:82‑7.

48.	 Robleda G, Sillero‑Sillero A, Puig T, Gich I, Baños JE. Influence 
of preoperative emotional state on postoperative pain following 
orthopedic and trauma surgery. Rev Lat Am Enfermagem 
2014;22:785‑91.

49.	 Hsu  YW, Somma  J, Hung  YC, Tsai  PS, Yang  CH, Chen  CC. 
Predicting postoperative pain by preoperative pressure pain 
assessment. Anesthesiology 2005;103:613‑8.

50.	 Rittger  H, Rieber  J, Breithardt  OA, Dücker M, Schmidt  M, 
Abbara  S, et  al. Influence of age on pain perception in acute 
myocardial ischemia: A possible cause for delayed treatment in 
elderly patients. Int J Cardiol 2011;149:63‑7.

51.	 Shankland WE 2nd. Factors that affect pain behavior. Cranio 
2011;29:144‑54.

52.	 Mwashambwa  MY, Yongolo  IM, Kapalata  SN, Meremo  AJ. 
Post‑operative pain prevalence, predictors, management 
practices and satisfaction among operated cases at a regional 
referral hospital in Dar Es Salaam, Tanzania. Tanzan J Health 
Res 2018;20:2. [doi: 10.4314/thrb.v20i2.10].

53.	 Shalev J, Krissi H, Blankstein J, Meizner I, Ben‑Rafael Z, Dicker D. 
Modified hysterosalpingography during infertility work‑up: Use 
of contrast medium and saline to investigate mechanical factors. 
Fertil Steril 2000;74:372‑5.

54.	 Wiebe E. Pain control in medical abortion. Int J Gynaecol Obstet 
2001;74:275‑80. 

55.	 Imasogie  N, Chung  F. Risk factors for prolonged stay after 
ambulatory surgery: Economic considerations. Curr Opin 
Anaesthesiol 2002;15:245‑9.

56.	 Johnston M, Vogele C. Benefits of psychological preparation for 
surgery: A meta‑analysis. Ann Behav Med 1993;15:245‑56.

57.	 Caumo W, Levandovski R, Hidalgo MP. Preoperative anxiolytic 
effect of melatonin and clonidine on postoperative pain and 
morphine consumption in patients undergoing abdominal 
hysterectomy: A double‑blind, randomized, placebo‑controlled 
study. J Pain 2009;10:100‑8.

58.	 Bowland L, Cockburn J, Cawson J, Anderson HC, Moorehead S, 
Kenny M. Counselling interventions to address the psychological 
consequences of screening mammography: A randomised trial. 
Patient Educ Couns 2003;49:189‑98.

59.	 Balci  O, Acar  A, Mahmoud  AS, Colakoglu  MC. Effect of 
pre‑amniocentesis counseling on maternal pain and anxiety. 
J Obstet Gynaecol Res 2011;37:1828‑32.

60.	 Kulkarni  S, Johnson  PC, Kettles  S, Kasthuri  RS. Music during 
interventional radiological procedures, effect on sedation, 
pain and anxiety: A  randomised controlled trial. Br J Radiol 
2012;85:1059‑63.

61.	 Wentworth  LJ, Briese  LJ, Timimi  FK, Sanvick  CL, Bartel  DC, 
Cutshall SM, et al. Massage therapy reduces tension, anxiety, and 
pain in patients awaiting invasive cardiovascular procedures. 
Prog Cardiovasc Nurs 2009;24:155‑61.


