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Background: There is evidence to suggest the existence of an executive 

dysfunction in people diagnosed with fibromyalgia, although there are certain 

inconsistencies between studies. Here, we aim to compare executive performance 

between patients with fibromyalgia and a control group by using subjective and 

objective cognitive tests, analysing the influence of patient mood on the results 

obtained, and studying associations between the two measures. Method: 82 

patients diagnosed with fibromyalgia and 42 healthy controls, matched by age 

and years of education, were assessed using BRIEF-A
1
 as a subjective measure of 

executive functioning. A selection of objective cognitive tests were also used to 

measure a series of executive functions and to identify symptoms of depression 

and anxiety. Results: Patients with fibromyalgia perceived greater difficulties 

than the control group on all of the BRIEF-A scales. However, after adjustments 

were made for depression and anxiety the only differences that remained were 

those associated with the working memory scale and the Metacognition and 

Global Executive Composite index. In the case of the objective cognitive tests, a 

significantly worse overall performance was evidenced for the fibromyalgia 

patients. However, this also disappeared when adjustments were made for 

depression and anxiety. After this adjustment, fibromyalgia patients only 

performed significantly worse for the interference effect in the Stroop Test. 

Although there were no significant associations between most of the objective 

cognitive tests and the BRIEF-A scales, depression and anxiety exhibited strong 

associations with almost all of the BRIEF-A scales and with several of the 

objective cognitive tests. Conclusions: Patients with fibromyalgia showed 

executive dysfunction in subjective and objective measures, although most of this 

impairment was associated with mood disturbances. Exceptions to this general 

rule were observed in the impairment of working memory evidenced on the 

BRIEF-A scale and the inhibition impairment exhibited by the interference effect 

from the Stroop Test. The two types of measurement provide different yet 

complementary information. 

Keywords: Fibromyalgia; executive functions; subjective cognitive dysfunction; 

depression; anxiety. 

 

1. Introduction 
 

                                                 

1
 Behavioral Rating Inventory of Executive Function – Adult version  
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 Fibromyalgia is a chronic disease belonging to the group of musculoskeletal 

diseases. It is characterized by the presence of generalized and diffuse pain, which is 

generally accompanied by other symptoms such as fatigue, restless sleep, depression 

and cognitive disorders [1]. Although pain is the main symptom of this disease, 

cognitive complaints are common in affected patients and contribute to an increased 

perception of disability and to this disease having a great impact on the quality of life of 

these patients [2].  

 

The study of cognitive complaints associated with this disease has gained 

interest in recent years. These are now recognized as components of an independent 

symptom which must be studied as it causes patients increased suffering and discomfort 

[3]. Several studies have coincided in identifying the existence of cognitive dysfunction 

in fibromyalgia and in emphasizing problems associated with executive functions and, 

more specifically, with working memory processes and attentional and executive 

control [4–7]. However, some authors have failed to find such impaired performance in 

these components [8–10], while others have even concluded that the cognitive 

dysfunction observed in these patients could be explained by concurrent symptoms of 

depression [11,12]. 

 

 The executive functions construct  includes an extensive variety of cognitive 

processes including: inhibition, impulse control, working memory, affect regulation, 

motivation, planning, organization, decision-making, judgment, monitoring, problem-

resolution, hypothesis generation, abstract thought and cognitive flexibility [13,14]. 

Research on executive functions has linked the presence of executive dysfunction to 
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performance in day-to-day activities and shown that executive dysfunction may 

significantly contribute to functional difficulties [15,16].  

 

  Executive functions have traditionally been assessed through the use of objective 

cognitive tests, with this requiring the breakdown of these executive functions into their 

different cognitive processes in order to identify which have been conserved and which 

have been impaired. However, in clinical practice, it has been shown that the 

breakdown of this complex cognitive process is artificial. Studies performed with 

patients suffering from neurological conditions have revealed that objective cognitive 

tests of executive performance largely fail to collect the integrated, multidimensional, 

priority-based decision-making that is often demanded in real world situations, exhibit 

poor ecologic validity, and do not identify executive disorders in day-to-day functioning 

[17–24]. However, another way to evaluate executive functions is through daily 

functioning questionnaires; these are subjective evaluations that are usually 

administered to patients, and/or their relatives, and that have shown greater sensitivity 

than objective cognitive tests for reflecting everyday situations. In fact, subjective and 

objective measurements of executive functions seem to evaluate different processes: 

objective cognitive tests may assess underlying executive abilities, while the daily 

functioning questionnaires assess the application of these abilities in daily life [25]. 

 One daily functioning questionnaire that has acquired significant importance in 

recent years is the Behavior Rating Inventory of Executive Function – Adult Version 

(BRIEF-A) [26], which measures problems in executive functions. This is a subjective 

measure, as it uses self-reported information to assess the impact of an individual’s 

perceived executive functioning on their day-to-day behavior. The inventory has been 

validated in an extensive variety of populations and has shown a number of good 
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psychometric properties. Studies using this scale have shown that it offers a useful way 

to assess and detect executive dysfunction in patients with ADHD, schizophrenia, mild 

cognitive impairment, traumatic brain injury, hypersexuality and eating disorders, and 

in those who are pathological gamblers and ecstasy consumers, among others [14,27–

33]. 

 

 Our primary aim was to determine whether there were significant differences 

between patients suffering from fibromyalgia and controls with respect to a series of 

subjective and objective measures of executive functions and then to analyse the 

influence of patient mood on performance in certain specific measures. We were also 

interested in exploring associations between the different components of the subjective 

and objective measures used in the study in order to understand the relationships 

between them and to know whether both approaches could be applied to provide useful 

and complementary information. Our hypothesis was that patients with fibromyalgia 

would perform significantly worse than the control group in subjective and objective 

tests of executive functions and that mood symptoms would exhibit associations with 

the performance of both measurement strategies. We also hypothesized that we would 

find a lack of significant associations between subjective and objective measures. 

 

1. Method 

2.1. Participants 

 We carried out a cross-sectional, case-control observational study in which we 

invited 100 patients who had been diagnosed with fibromyalgia to participate. Of these, 

18 were excluded (3 decided not to participate, 7 were ineligible because they did not 
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meet the entry criteria and another 8 subsequently revoked their consent). Our sample 

population finally consisted of 82 women diagnosed with fibromyalgia who were 

recruited from the Fibromyalgia Unit of the Hospital Santa Maria of Lleida and who 

met the classification criteria of the American College of Rheumatology (Wolfe et al. 

1990). Recruitment was performed between August 2012 and November 2014. The 

exclusion criteria were: (a) a history of neurological disorders; (b) a history of 

diagnosed psychotic spectrum; (c) a current major depressive episode; (d) a history of 

dependence on psychoactive substances; (e) a low estimated IQ, with a standard score 

of less than 85 according to the Vocabulary subtest of the Wechsler Adult Intelligence 

Scale (3
rd

 edition), WAIS-III [34]; (f) ongoing treatment with antipsychotic drugs, (g) 

cognitive global impairment at the dementia level, with a score of ≤24 on the Mini 

Mental State Examination [35]; and (h) the diagnosis of other chronic autoimmune 

rheumatic diseases. The control group consisted of 42 healthy female volunteers who 

were recruited from non-healthcare community settings and matched with the patient 

group by age and years of education at a ratio of 2:1. The exclusion criteria were the 

same as for the patient group, with the addition of the presence of any rheumatologic 

diagnosis and also of any psychiatric disease. The study was approved by the hospital’s 

institutional ethics committee (Hospital Universitari Arnau de Vilanova – CEIC 1068) 

and the research was carried out in accordance with the Helsinki Declaration. Written 

informed consent was obtained from each participant prior to their participation in the 

study.  

 

1.2. Clinical Measures 

1.2.1. Subjective Assessment of Executive Function 
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 A subjective assessment of problems of executive functions was conducted by 

applying the BRIEF-A scale, which is a self-administered, standardized questionnaire 

whose aim is to identify problems in everyday life that can be attributed to executive 

dysfunction [26]. BRIEF-A provides a combined score for executive function, the 

Global Executive Composite (GEC) and two indices: the Behavioral Regulation Index, 

which includes four subscales (Inhibit, Shift, Emotional Control and Self-monitor), and 

the Metacognition Index, which includes five subscales (Initiate, Working Memory, 

Plan/Organize, Self-monitor and Organization of Materials). This questionnaire also 

includes 3 validity scales that indicate whether respondents tend: to have an unusually 

negative response style (Negativity scale); to report highly unusual symptoms 

(Infrequency scale); or to answer similar items in an inconsistent manner (Inconsistency 

scale). A Negativity scale raw score of 6 or higher indicates a high degree of negativity, 

an Infrequency scale raw score of 3 or higher evidences atypical responses, and an 

Inconsistency scale score of 8 or higher suggests the presence of inconsistent responses. 

The BRIEF-A scale uses T scores for which the mean value for the normative 

population is fixed at 50, the standard deviation is 10, and higher scores indicate worse 

performances.  

 

1.2.2. Objective Cognitive Assessment 

 For the objective cognitive assessment, we selected a group of 

neuropsychological instruments that had been used to measure various components of 

executive functions.  

1.2.2.1. Phonological Fluency 
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We used a phonological verbal fluency test that measured the spontaneous production 

of words beginning with the letters P, M and R within a time limit of 60 seconds for 

each letter. This provided information about the ability of the updating function. Proper 

nouns, repetitions and variations were not admitted. In the original English language 

version of this test, F, A, and S were the letters most commonly used, but in the Spanish 

version, the letters P, M and R are used [36]. The score was the sum of all the 

admissible words. 

1.2.2.2. Paced Auditory Serial Addition Task (PASAT) 

This is another test which assesses working memory, but also sustained attention, 

auditory processing speed, calculation ability and stimulus competition filtering skill 

[37]. The subjects added up consecutive numbers ranging from 1 to 9 presented by an 

auditory tape and responded orally by giving their sum. As each digit was presented, the 

patients added this number to the one presented before it. The presentation rates were 

3.0 seconds in trial 1 (PASAT 3.0) and 2.0 seconds in trial 2 (PASAT 2.0). The score 

for each trial was given by the number of correct responses to 60 different 

combinations. 

1.2.2.3. N-back Paradigm.  

This task assesses working memory and requires relevant pieces of information 

to be maintained and constantly updated. It was performed with the aid of a computer 

and the subjects were required to monitor a continuous sequence of digits and to 

respond whenever the stimulus presented was the same as the one presented in previous 

trials, in which n was either 2 (2-back condition) or 3 (3-back condition) [38]. The 

participants were instructed to respond to the correct answer as quickly and accurately 

as possible by pressing the computer spacebar key.  Each trial consisted of a stimulus, 
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which was presented for 500 milliseconds, followed by an interstimulus interval of 1500 

milliseconds. After this period, the next stimulus was presented. In each block, a series 

of black numbers, ranging from zero to nine, were randomly presented in the centre of a 

grey background. There were 30 stimuli within each condition, 6 of which were the 

correct targets. Each block consisted of a 2-back condition followed by a 3-back 

condition, with each one being presented three times. The outcomes were the total 

number of correct responses for each condition.  

1.2.2.4. Trail Making Test 

 The Trail Making Test is a set of visual search and sequencing tasks involving 

motor speed, attention and the ability to alternate between categories (set-shifting) [39]. 

In TMT-A, subjects were asked to connect consecutive numbers (e.g., 1-2-3), whereas 

in TMT-B, they had to alternate between consecutive numbers and letters (e.g., 1-A-2-

B). The scores were based on the amount of time taken to complete each part of the test. 

We were specifically interested in evaluating the set-shifting ability and to do this we 

calculated a derived score based on the difference between the score TMT-B and TMT-

A scores. 

1.2.2.5.  Stroop Color and Word  Test  

The Stroop Color and Word Test [40] was used to assess interference inhibition 

ability. The test consists of using a Word Card with 100 colour words (red, blue and 

green) printed in black ink, a Colour Card with 100 Xs printed in blue, red or green ink, 

and a Colour–Word Card with 100 names of colours printed in incongruent colours. 

Participants are asked to read the words (on the Word Card) or to name the ink colour 

(on the Colour Card and Colour-Word Card), as quickly as possible and within a time 
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limit of 45 seconds. We assessed the inhibition ability by calculating the interference 

effect as the number of correct responses given in the Colour-Word Card test minus the 

number of correct responses in the Colour Card test.  

 2.2.2.6. Wisconsin Card Sorting Test 

 The computerized version of the Wisconsin Card Sorting Test-64 [41,42] was 

used to assess abstract reasoning and the ability to change cognitive strategies in 

response to changing environmental contingencies. The participants were asked to sort a 

series of cards bearing simple stimuli that were characterized by three relevant 

categories (colour form, and number) and to relate them to four reference cards. The 

rules for correctly sorting the cards were modified during the test (every time that the 

participant achieved 10 consecutive hits in a certain category). We used the total 

number of categories achieved as a measure of abstract reasoning and the total number 

of perseverative errors as a measure of cognitive flexibility. The number of categories 

achieved corresponded to the number of runs of 10 correct responses and the number of 

perseverative errors was given by the total number of times that the subject failed to 

change their sorting strategy after receiving negative feedback.  

2.2.2.7. WAIS-III-R Vocabulary subtest  

 We used the scaled score from the vocabulary subtest of the Weschler-III scale 

[34] as a measure of premorbid intelligence. The participants were required to provide 

definitions of words presented in order of increasing difficulty. 

 

1.2.3. Mood Assessment 
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 The Spanish version of the Beck Depression Inventory (second edition: BDI-II) 

[43,44] was used to assess the intensity of depressive symptoms. The BDI-II consists of 

21 items that assess emotional, behavioral and somatic symptoms associated with 

depression. In this test, the scores range from 0 to 63, with higher scores indicating 

greater depressive symptoms.  

 The Spanish version of the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI) [45,46], was 

used to evaluate the intensity of anxiety. This consists of two subscales, each composed 

of 20 items. The State subscale measures anxiety related to a specific situation or time-

period (at the moment of questionnaire completion), while the Trait subscale measures 

relatively stable anxiety. The total scores range from 20 to 80 for each subscale, with 

higher scores indicating greater levels of anxiety. 

 

2.3. Statistical Analysis 

We used the SPSS 16 program for Windows (SPSS Inc.) to perform our statistical 

analyses. We analysed whether there were differences between the two groups in terms 

of age, years of education, premorbid intelligence and mood disturbances, using the 

Student's t test. We used multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA) to establish the 

presence or absence of differences between the 2 groups for the BRIEF-A scale and also 

in the cognitive tests. We subsequently performed post-hoc univariate analysis and 

measured the size of the effect using the eta-squared coefficient (η2), in which values of 

>0.01, >0.06 and >0.14 were respectively defined as small, medium and large. We then 

repeated the multivariate analyses using BDI-II and STAI scores as covariates.  
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For the cognitive measures, we calculated standard normal Z-scores for fibromyalgia 

patient data based on our own control data and averaged these Z-scores to obtain the 

level of impairment. Individual Z-scores were calculated by the following formula: Z = 

(valuepatient-meancontrols/SDcontrols). The BRIEF-A scores were converted into T scores, 

and T scores ≥65 were considered clinically elevated [26]. Then, we calculated the 

percentage of participants in each group who presented clinically elevated scores for 

this measure. We also used the Fisher’s Exact Test to compare the results obtained for 

the 2 groups. We computed Pearson correlations to analyse the associations between the 

BRIEF-A subscales and the cognitive tests, and between these measures and BDI-II and 

STAI. Statistical significance was declared at P <0.05. 

 

3. Results 

3.1. Sample characteristics 

There were no significant differences between the two groups in terms of age, years of 

education or premorbid intelligence. However, the 2 groups differed significantly in 

their scores on the BDI-II and STAI scales (p<0.001). The fibromyalgia patients 

exhibited higher scores on both scales, with a significant higher incidence of symptoms 

associated with depression and anxiety than the control group (Table 1).  

 

3.2. Inter-group analyses for BRIEF-A 

No subjects had elevated scores on the Infrequency and Inconsistency scales. The 

Negativity scale was elevated for 45 patients from the fibromyalgia group (54% of the 

patients in this group), whereas none of the control group showed elevated scores on 

this scale. The high scores registered on the Negativity scale for the fibromyalgia group 

may be related to the known negative response pattern of these patients, which is 
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associated with high psychiatric comorbidity rates, rather than to a lack of validity of 

their responses to this questionnaire. We found strong associations between the 

Negativity scale score and BDI-II (r=0.75, p<.001), STAI State (r=0.66, p<.001) and 

STAI Trait (r=0.66, p<.001). For all of these reasons and as none of the protocols 

produced elevated scores on any of the other validity scales, we chose to include these 

subjects in the subsequent statistical analyses.  

The overall MANOVA for the BRIEF-A subscales revealed significant differences 

between the fibromyalgia patients and the control group, with a Wilks λ=0.437, 

F(11.933), p<0.001, η2=0.56, showing greater dysfunction amongst the fibromyalgia 

patients. Adding the BDI-II and STAI scores as a covariate in the multivariate analysis 

attenuated the effect of size but did not change the overall pattern of the results 

obtained, with a Wilks λ=0.829 and F(1.843), p=0.05, η2=0.17. Within the MANOVA, 

the omnibus univariate tests were significant for the Working Memory subscale 

(p=0.002), Metacognition Index (p=0.036) and Global Executive Composite Index 

(p=0.037), with a medium effect size for the Working Memory subscale and a small 

effect size for the Metacognition and Global Executive Composite Index (Table 2). 

When we also considered age and education, in addition to BDI-II and STAI scores, as 

potentially confounding variables in the multivariate inter-group analysis, a borderline 

p-value was observed: Wilks λ=0.833 and F(1.758), p=0.065, which was attributable to 

the consequent unnecessary loss of statistical efficiency in the variability estimation. 

Even so, when we specifically considered individual subscales, the results obtained 

were similar in terms of their statistical significance. 

To further investigate the clinical context, we examined the percentage of individuals in 

each of the 2 groups who had clinically elevated scores: with T scores of 65 or more 

[26]. In the fibromyalgia group, more than half of the subjects exhibited clinically 
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elevated scores on six (Inhibit, Shift, Emotional Control, Initiate, Working Memory and 

Plan) of the nine subscales. In contrast, in the control group, the Plan subscale was the 

one that contained the highest proportion of subjects with clinically elevated scores 

(24%), while the other scales showed lower proportions (0-16.7%).  Comparisons 

between the 2 groups for the percentage of participants with clinically elevated scores 

revealed significant differences for all of the scales except that relating to Organization 

of Materials (Table 3). 

 

3.3. Inter-group analyses for the objective cognitive measures 

The MANOVA for the objective cognitive tests also revealed significant differences 

between the 2 groups (Wilks λ=0.751, F(3.895), p=<0.001, η2=0.249), although these 

disappeared after adjusting for the BDI-II and STAI measures;  the overall MANOVA 

was non-significant (Wilks λ=0.841, F(1.357), p=0.19, η2=0.159). Despite the results of 

the MANOVA, we applied a univariate test to study each measure independently and to 

assess in more detail some of the measures which had previously been reported to have 

significant associations [7,47]. We only found significant differences between the 

groups for the interference effect from the Stroop Test, which exhibited a small size 

effect (p=0.03, η2=0.05 (Table 4).   

 

3.4. Associations between BRIEF-A and objective cognitive measures  

An analysis of the associations between scores for objective cognitive measures and 

BRIEF-A scale scores in the group of fibromyalgia patients showed a significant 

negative correlation for a 3-back test with several BRIEF-A scales; these included: 

Inhibit (r=-0.34, p=0.003), Shift (r=-0.26, p=0.03), Initiate (r=-0.23, p=0.04), Working 

memory (r=-0.28, p=0.009), and Plan scale (r=-0.25, p=0.03), as well as for the 
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Behavioral Regulation Index (r=-0.27, p=0.01) and Metacognition Index (r=-0.24, 

p=0.04). We also identified significant negative associations between the WCST-

categories score, an objective cognitive measure, and the Working Memory scale from 

BRIEF-A (r=-0.24, p=0.03) (Table 5). 

 

 

4. Discussion  

On examining executive functioning in patients with fibromyalgia using subjective self-

report measures and objective cognitive tests, we initially found significant differences 

with respect to the control group. Fibromyalgia patients generally exhibited worse 

levels of performance, although many of the differences appeared to be influenced by 

mood disturbances, since most of them disappeared after adjusting for depression and 

anxiety.  

 

  As expected, fibromyalgia patients exhibited higher scores than the control 

group for measurements of mood symptoms related to depression and anxiety. These 

results agree with the vast majority of studies undertaken with patients suffering from 

fibromyalgia; this would therefore seem to be a common feature in these patients [48–

51]. The influence of mood symptoms in subjective ratings of cognitive functioning has 

also been reported in other populations. This has occurred in both subjective measures 

of general cognitive functioning [52–55] and in subjective measures of executive 

performance using BRIEF-A, in which they were the strongest predictors of subjective 

executive dysfunction [56,57]. Our results also paralleled  those presented in the 

original validation of BRIEF-A, which reported a significant association between this 

scale and both the Beck Depression Inventory II and State-Trait Anxiety Inventory [26]. 
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 In the case of specific results relating to subjective measures, we found 

significant differences between groups for all of the BRIEF-A scales. This led us to 

conclude that these patients probably presented impaired executive functioning in their 

daily lives. However, when we wanted to separate the influence of mood on executive 

performance, we found that most of the perceived executive dysfunctions disappeared, 

leaving only differences between groups associated with the Working Memory Scale. 

As a result, these patients reported experiencing significant problems relating to this 

ability that were independent of the severity of their mood symptoms. These results 

were in line with those of several other neuroimaging studies and add to growing 

evidence that fibromyalgia patients tend to exhibit several abnormalities in their 

frontoparietal networks which, in turn, affect their working memory processes [58,59]. 

Functional impairment in these brain regions has also been widely associated with pain, 

anxiety and depression: symptoms that often occur together in people diagnosed with 

fibromyalgia [60–62].  

  

 The results for the objective cognitive tests were similar to those previously 

described, with there being significant differences between groups for all of the tests. 

The worst initial performances were associated with fibromyalgia patients, although 

most of the observed differences disappeared when we adjusted for depression and 

anxiety. In this case, once we had made adjustments for mood symptoms, the 

significantly worse performances by fibromyalgia patients only persisted for 

interference inhibition ability in the Stroop Test. No differences were identified between 

the other executive functions evaluated: updating, cognitive flexibility, working 

memory, abstract reasoning and shifting, once mood-related symptoms had been 
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isolated. These results were in line with those cited in recent publications on 

fibromyalgia and chronic pain by authors such as Cherry et al [47]. These authors also 

pointed to impairment of cognitive inhibition but not of either cognitive flexibility or 

verbal fluency in their sample of fibromyalgia patients, who were all assessed using 

objective cognitive measures. Glass et al [63], who used neuroimaging, also identified 

altered brain activity in response to a motor inhibition task in the group of patients with 

fibromyalgia. The study by Mercado et al [64] followed similar lines, with the authors 

reporting that fibromyalgia patients experienced specific problems of cognitive 

inhibition when they were assessed using an emotional Stroop task and event-related 

potentials. Finally, Berryman et al [65], who carried out a systematic review and made a 

meta-analysis of executive function in people with chronic pain, also found evidence of 

minor to moderate impairment in response inhibition.  

 

 The impaired cognitive inhibition mechanisms identified in the fibromyalgia 

patients was compatible with the hypothesis of hypervigilance to pain and to pain-

related information that has already been extensively described in this population. This 

points to the existence of an attentional bias toward negative information and to 

difficulties in inhibiting thoughts that prevent fibromyalgia patients from carrying out 

other daily tasks [66,67].  

 

 Our results failed to identify any significant differences between objective 

cognitive measures of working memory after adjusting for depression and anxiety. This 

was in line with some previous studies which revealed that mood could explain the 

observed cognitive impairment [10–12]. Even so, our results differed from others that 

had reported impairments in working memory in fibromyalgia patients assessed using 
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objective cognitive tests [6,68,69]. Such differences may, however, have been 

attributable to the different configurations of the samples used in the studies, given that 

depressive symptomatology was an exclusion criterion in some of them. This is 

particularly noteworthy considering that the severity of depression in our sample was 

moderate or even severe.  

 

Moreover, in the same way that we found some different results using subjective 

and objective measurements of executive functions, we also found a general lack of 

extensive significant associations between the two types of measures. The exception to 

this general tendency was the 3-back test, which correlated with several BRIEF-A 

scales and indices. The lack of extensive significant association between the two types 

of measures was expected and was in line with results obtained from several other 

studies; this would perhaps suggest that the subjective and objective measures could, in 

fact, measure different constructs [29,30,70]. In this regard, it should perhaps be added 

that several researchers have previously highlighted the fact that objective cognitive 

tests are designed to assess an isolated aspect of behavior, separating it from the 

influence that other variables might have on the same behavior. On the other hand, 

subjective measures, such as BRIEF-A, tend to evaluate the application of these skills in 

daily life, which often includes their interaction with an environment characterised by 

complex and multifactorial demands [25,71,72]. All of these results support the 

combined use of both types of measures to provide more comprehensive information 

about these patients. Special mention must also be made of the associations identified 

between the 3-back test and several BRIEF-A scales and indices. These may point to the 

3-back test being an objective cognitive task with a high cognitive load that probably 

does not only evaluate a single, isolated aspect of working memory, but also the 
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inhibition, shift, initiation and planning abilities measured by BRIEF-A. In this regard, 

similar results were found by Garcia-Molina et al [20] in a study that was conducted 

with a group of individuals with moderate-to-severe TBI. They identified a limited 

number of associations between BRIEF-A and objective cognitive measures. The 

exception to this general situation was found with the Letter-Number Sequencing test, a 

working memory measure which correlated with many of the BRIEF-A scales and 

indices. More research is clearly needed in this area in order to elucidate the relations 

between objective cognitive measures of working memory and the different BRIEF-A 

scales. 

 

 Regardless of the possible reasons for the impairment of executive performance, 

we were also interested in knowing the clinical relevance of the perceived functioning 

in our sample and analysed the percentage of individuals in each group who reported 

clinically elevated BRIEF-A scores. In this case, we found that the clinical impact was 

significant. It revealed considerable differences between groups, with more than half of 

the fibromyalgia patients having experienced problems with: their control impulses 

(Inhibit scale); their ability to think flexibly and/or to accept different ways of solving 

problems (Shift scale); their ability to modulate emotional responses appropriately 

(Emotional Control scale); their ability to start tasks and/or to create problem-solving 

strategies (Initiative scale); their ability to hold in mind and simultaneously manipulate 

information (Working Memory scale); and their ability to anticipate future events and 

set goals (Plan scale). These results should be taken into account, because they 

demonstrate that fibromyalgia patients experience all of these problems in their daily 

lives and that it is very difficult to dissociate them from their mood. This perceived 
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executive dysfunction would also probably have an impact on their social, occupational 

and emotional performances, which would include poorer treatment adherence. 

 

 Several of the current limitations of this study need to be addressed. First, it may 

include a potential selection bias, given that it was not possible to randomise the 

selection of participants. Instead, it was the subjects themselves who decided whether or 

not to participate in the study. It is, however, worth mentioning that refusal to 

participate in the study was minimal, both amongst patients and members of the control 

groups. Further, there was similarly only a minor loss of cases during the assessment 

process. The high presence of depressive and anxiety symptoms in the group of 

fibromyalgia patients was also a limiting factor in this study, given its observational 

nature. Even so, we consider that it probably provides a faithful reflection of the current 

reality of fibromyalgia patients. However, for this reason, we would propose larger 

observational studies that should also include fibromyalgia patients who are not 

suffering from depression. Another limitation may be the high proportion of 

fibromyalgia patients with high scores in the Negativity scale of BRIEF-A, which was 

one of the three validity scales for this measure. However, as that none of the subjects 

scored highly on the other validity scales, we related the high level of negativity to the 

severity of the depressive symptoms reported by many fibromyalgia patients. Another 

limitation worth highlighting was the lack of control over the medication that the 

patients were taking. Although we excluded patients who were taking antipsychotic 

medication, others receiving treatment with anxiolytic agents and antidepressants were 

included in the study. It is, however, important to note that when patients were receiving 

treatments including anxiolytics, these were only administered at low doses. Finally, it 

must be underlined that this study has not included in its analysis the influence of other 
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relevant symptoms of fibromyalgia, such as the degree of pain, fatigue or sleep disorder, 

all of which can also affect cognitive functions. These factors should also be considered 

in future studies. 

 

5. Conclusions 

Using a combination of subjective and objective measures, we found that 

patients with fibromyalgia showed impairment in some components of their executive 

functions. The main functions affected were working memory and inhibition, and the 

effects noted could not be explained by mood. We would argue that subjective and 

objective measures can provide useful and complementary information to help us 

understand the scope of the executive dysfunction often exhibited by these patients. 

Mood disturbances, which tend to be very frequent in this disease, contribute to a 

worsening of the global executive dysfunction suffered by these patients and have a 

negative impact on their daily functioning. These results underscore the need to design 

and implement clinical interventions to address impaired cognitive functioning in these 

patients and to intervene on both the cognitive and mood levels in order to improve their 

functionality.  

 

6. Conflicts of interest 

The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest. 

 

7. Acknowledgements 

We would like to thank the patients who accepted to participate in the study. We are 

also grateful to all colleagues of the fibromyalgia unit in GSS-Hospital Universitari de 

Santa Maria de Lleida (Spain). 



AC
C

EP
TE

D
 M

AN
U

SC
R

IP
T

ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
 

 

References 

 

[1] Wolfe F, Clauw D, Fitzcharles M, Goldenberg D, Katz R, Mease P, et al. The 

American College of Rheumatology preliminary diagnostic criteria for 

fibromyalgia and measurement of symptom severity. Arthritis Care Res 

2010;62:600–10. doi:10.1002/acr.20140. 

 

[2] Arnold LM, Crofford LJ, Mease PJ, Burgess SM, Susan C, Abetz L, et al. Patient 

Perspectives on the Impact of Fibromyalgia. Patient Educ Couns 2008;73:114–

20. doi:10.1016/j.pec.2008.06.005.Patient. 

 

[3] Schmidt-Wilcke T, Wood P, Lürding R. [Cognitive impairment in patients 

suffering from fibromyalgia. An underestimated problem]. Schmerz 2010;24:46–

53. doi:10.1007/s00482-009-0872-8. 

 

[4] Miró E, Lupiáñez J, Hita E, Martínez MP, Sánchez AI, Buela-Casal G. 

Attentional deficits in fibromyalgia and its relationships with pain, emotional 

distress and sleep dysfunction complaints. Psychol Health 2011;26:765–80. 

doi:10.1080/08870446.2010.493611. 

 

[5] Glass JM. Review of cognitive dysfunction in fibromyalgia: a convergence on 

working memory and attentional control impairments. Rheum Dis Clin North Am 

2009;35:299–311. doi:10.1016/j.rdc.2009.06.002. 

 

[6] Park DC, Glass JM, Minear M, Crofford LJ. Cognitive function in fibromyalgia 

patients. Arthritis Rheum 2001;44:2125–33. doi:10.1002/1529-

0131(200109)44:9<2125::AID-ART365>3.0.CO;2-1. 

 

[7] Verdejo-García A, López-Torrecillas F, Calandre EP, Delgado-Rodríguez A, 

Bechara A. Executive function and decision-making in women with 

fibromyalgia. Arch Clin Neuropsychol 2009;24:113–22. 

doi:10.1093/arclin/acp014. 

 

[8] Shmygalev S, Dagtekin O, Gerbershagen HJ, Marcus H, Jübner M, Sabatowski 

R, et al. Assessing Cognitive and Psychomotor Performance in Patients with 

Fibromyalgia Syndrome. Pain Ther 2014. doi:10.1007/s40122-014-0028-0. 

 

[9] Walitt B, Roebuck-Spencer T, Bleiberg J, Foster G, Weinstein A. Automated 

neuropsychiatric measurements of information processing in fibromyalgia. 

Rheumatol Int 2008;28:561–6. doi:10.1007/s00296-007-0487-2. 

 

[10] Sletvold H, Stiles TC, Landrø NI. Information processing in primary 



AC
C

EP
TE

D
 M

AN
U

SC
R

IP
T

ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
 

 

fibromyalgia, major depression and healthy controls. J Rheumatol 1995;22:137–

42. 

 

[11] Suhr J a. Neuropsychological impairment in fibromyalgia. J Psychosom Res 

2003;55:321–9. doi:10.1016/S0022-3999(02)00628-1. 

 

[12] Landrø N, Stiles T, Sletvold H. Memory functioning in patients with primary 

fibromyalgia and major depression and healthy controls. J Psychosom Res 

1997;42:297–306. 

 

[13] Lezak MD. Neuropsychological Assessment. 4th ed. New York: Oxford 

University Press.; 2004. 

 

[14] Reid RC, Karim R, McCrory E, Carpenter BN. Self-reported differences on 

measures of executive function and hypersexual behavior in a patient and 

community sample of men. Int J Neurosci 2010;120:120–7. 

doi:10.3109/00207450903165577. 

 

[15] Martyr A, Clare L. Executive function and activities of daily living in 

Alzheimer’s disease: a correlational meta-analysis. Dement Geriatr Cogn Disord 

2012;33:189–203. doi:10.1159/000338233. 

 

[16] Lewis MW, Babbage DR, Leathem JM. Assessing executive performance during 

cognitive rehabilitation. Neuropsychol Rehabil 2011;21:145–63. 

doi:10.1080/09602011.2010.543867. 

 

[17] Burgess PW, Alderman N, Evans J, Emslie H, Wilson BA. The ecological 

validity of tests of executive function. J Int Neuropsychol Soc 1998;4:547–58. 

 

[18] Chaytor N, Temkin N, Machamer J, Dikmen S. The ecological validity of 

neuropsychological assessment and the role of depressive symptoms in moderate 

to severe traumatic brain injury. J Int Neuropsychol Soc 2007;13:377–85. 

doi:10.1017/S1355617707070592. 

 

[19] Barkley RA, Fischer M. Predicting impairment in major life activities and 

occupational functioning in hyperactive children as adults: self-reported 

executive function (EF) deficits versus EF tests. Dev Neuropsychol 

2011;36:137–61. doi:10.1080/87565641.2010.549877. 

 

[20] García-Molina A, Tormos JM, Bernabeu M, Junqué C, Roig-Rovira T. Do 

traditional executive measures tell us anything about daily-life functioning after 

traumatic brain injury in Spanish-speaking individuals? Brain Inj 2012;26:864–

74. doi:10.3109/02699052.2012.655362. 



AC
C

EP
TE

D
 M

AN
U

SC
R

IP
T

ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
 

 

 

[21] Wolfe F, Smythe HA, Yunus MB, Bennett RM, Bombardier C, Goldenberg DL, 

et al. The American College of Rheumatology 1990 Criteria for the Classification 

of Fibromyalgia. Report of the Multicenter Criteria Committee. Arthritis Rheum 

1990;33:160–72. doi:10.1002/art.1780330203. 

 

[22] Bombín-González I, Cifuentes-Rodríguez A, Climent-Martínez G, Luna-Lario P, 

Cardas-Ibáñez J, Tirapu-Ustárroz J, et al. [Ecological validity and multitasking 

environments in the evaluation of the executive functions]. Rev Neurol 

2014;59:77–87. 

 

[23] Shallice T, Burgess PW. Deficits in strategy application following frontal lobe 

damage in man. Brain 1991;114 ( Pt 2:727–41. 

 

[24] Goldberg E, Podell K. Adaptive decision making, ecological validity, and the 

frontal lobes. J Clin Exp Neuropsychol 2000;22:56–68. doi:10.1076/1380-

3395(200002)22:1;1-8;FT056. 

 

[25] McAuley T, Chen S, Goos L, Schachar R, Crosbie J. Is the behavior rating 

inventory of executive function more strongly associated with measures of 

impairment or executive function? J Int Neuropsychol Soc 2010;16:495–505. 

doi:10.1017/S1355617710000093. 

 

[26] Roth RM, Isquith PK, Gioia GA. Behavioral Rating Inventory of Executive 

Function—Adult version. Lutz, Florida: Psychological Assessment Resources, 

Inc.; 2005. 

 

[27] Roth RM, Saykin AJ. Executive dysfunction in attention-deficit/hyperactivity 

disorder: cognitive and neuroimaging findings. Psychiatr Clin North Am 

2004;27:83–96, ix. doi:10.1016/S0193-953X(03)00112-6. 

 

[28] Power BD, Dragović M, Rock D. Brief screening for executive dysfunction in 

schizophrenia in a rehabilitation hospital. J Neuropsychiatry Clin Neurosci 

2012;24:215–22. doi:10.1176/appi.neuropsych.11060145. 

 

[29] Rabin LA, Roth RM, Isquith PK, Wishart HA, Nutter-Upham KE, Pare N, et al. 

Self- and informant reports of executive function on the BRIEF-A in MCI and 

older adults with cognitive complaints. Arch Clin Neuropsychol 2006;21:721–32. 

doi:10.1016/j.acn.2006.08.004. 

 

[30] Løvstad M, Funderud I, Endestad T, Due-Tønnessen P, Meling TR, Lindgren M, 

et al. Executive functions after orbital or lateral prefrontal lesions: 

neuropsychological profiles and self-reported executive functions in everyday 



AC
C

EP
TE

D
 M

AN
U

SC
R

IP
T

ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
 

 

living. Brain Inj 2012;26:1586–98. doi:10.3109/02699052.2012.698787. 

 

[31] Reid RC, McKittrick HL, Davtian M, Fong TW. Self-reported differences on 

measures of executive function in a patient sample of pathological gamblers. Int J 

Neurosci 2012;122:500–5. doi:10.3109/00207454.2012.673516. 

 

[32] Hadjiefthyvoulou F, Fisk JE, Montgomery C, Bridges N. Self-reports of 

executive dysfunction in current ecstasy/polydrug Users. Cogn Behav Neurol 

2012;25:128–38. doi:10.1097/WNN.0b013e318261459c. 

 

[33] Ciszewski S, Francis K, Mendella P, Bissada H, Tasca GA. Validity and 

reliability of the behavior rating inventory of executive function - adult version in 

a clinical sample with eating disorders. Eat Behav 2014;15:175–81. 

doi:10.1016/j.eatbeh.2014.01.004. 

 

[34] Wechsler D. WAIS - III Escala de Inteligencia de Wechsler para Adultos. 

Madrid: TEA Ediciones; 1999. 

 

[35] Folstein MF, Folstein SE MP. ―Mini-mental State‖. A practical method for 

grading the cognitive state of patients for the clinician. J Psychiatr Res 

1975;12:189–98. 

 

[36] Artiola L, Hermosillo D, Heaton R, Pardee R. Manual De Normas Y 

Procedimientos Para La Bateria Neuropsicologica En Espanol. Tucson: m Press; 

1999. 

 

[37] Gronwall DM. Paced auditory serial-addition task: a measure of recovery from 

concussion. Percept Mot Skills 1977;44:367–73. 

 

[38] Owen AM, McMillan KM, Laird AR, Bullmore E. N-back working memory 

paradigm: a meta-analysis of normative functional neuroimaging studies. Hum 

Brain Mapp 2005;25:46–59. doi:10.1002/hbm.20131. 

 

[39] Reitan RM. Validity of Trail Making Test as an indicator of organic brain 

damage. Percept Mot Skills 1958;8:271–6. 

 

[40] Golden C. Stroop Color and Word Test: A Manual for Clinical and Experimental 

Uses, Chicago, Illinois: . Pp.: Skoelting; 1978, p. 1–32. 

 

[41] Heaton R. Wisconsin Card Sorting Test Manuel. Odessa (FL): Psychological 

Assessment Resource Inc.; 1981. 

 



AC
C

EP
TE

D
 M

AN
U

SC
R

IP
T

ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
 

 

[42] Greve KW. The WCST-64: a standardized short-form of the Wisconsin Card 

Sorting Test. Clin Neuropsychol 2001;15:228–34. 

doi:10.1076/clin.15.2.228.1901. 

 

[43] Beck AT, Steer RA, Ball R, Ranieri WF. Comparison of Beck Depression 

Inventories-IA and-II in Psychiatric Outpatients. J Pers Assess 1996;67:588–97. 

doi:10.1207/s15327752jpa6703_13. 

 

[44] Magán I, Sanz J, García-Vera MP. Psychometric properties of a Spanish version 

of the Beck Anxiety Inventory (BAI) in general population. Span J Psychol 

2008;11:626–40. 

 

[45] Spielberger CD, Gorsuch R, Lushene R. Manual for the State-Trait Anxiety 

Inventory. Palo Alto, CA: 1970. 

 

[46] Spielberger CD, Gorsuch RL, Lushene RE. Cuestionario de ansiedad estado-

rasgo. 7
a
 ed. rev. Madrid: TEA Ediciones; 2008. 

 

[47] Cherry BJ, Zettel-Watson L, Shimizu R, Roberson I, Rutledge DN, Jones CJ. 

Cognitive performance in women aged 50 years and older with and without 

fibromyalgia. J Gerontol B Psychol Sci Soc Sci 2014;69:199–208. 

doi:10.1093/geronb/gbs122. 

 

[48] Amutio A, Franco C, Pérez-Fuentes MDC, Gázquez JJ, Mercader I. Mindfulness 

training for reducing anger, anxiety, and depression in fibromyalgia patients. 

Front Psychol 2014;5:1572. doi:10.3389/fpsyg.2014.01572. 

 

[49] Comeche MI, Pardo JO, Rodríguez M de la F, Díaz MI, Vallejo MÁ. Structure 

and adequacy of the Beck Depression Inventory in patients with fibromyalgia. 

Psicothema 2012;24:668–73. 

 

[50] Torta R, Pennazio F, Ieraci V. Anxiety and depression in rheumatologic diseases: 

the relevance of diagnosis and management. Reumatismo 2014;66:92–7. 

 

[51] Fietta P, Fietta P, Manganelli P. Fibromyalgia and psychiatric disorders. Acta 

Biomed 2007;78:88–95. 

 

[52] Ganguli M, Snitz B, Vander Bilt J, Chang C-CH. How much do depressive 

symptoms affect cognition at the population level? The Monongahela-

Youghiogheny Healthy Aging Team (MYHAT) study. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry 

2009;24:1277–84. doi:10.1002/gps.2257. 

 



AC
C

EP
TE

D
 M

AN
U

SC
R

IP
T

ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
 

 

[53] Liik M, Vahter L, Gross-Paju K, Haldre S. Subjective complaints compared to 

the results of neuropsychological assessment in patients with epilepsy: The 

influence of comorbid depression. Epilepsy Res 2009;84:194–200. 

doi:10.1016/j.eplepsyres.2009.02.006. 

 

[54] Vogel  a, Bhattacharya S, Larsen JL, Jacobsen S. Do subjective cognitive 

complaints correlate with cognitive impairment in systemic lupus erythematosus? 

A Danish outpatient study. Lupus 2011;20:35–43. 

doi:10.1177/0961203310382430. 

 

[55] Balash Y, Mordechovich M, Shabtai H, Giladi N, Gurevich T, Korczyn  a D. 

Subjective memory complaints in elders: depression, anxiety, or cognitive 

decline? Acta Neurol Scand 2013;127:344–50. doi:10.1111/ane.12038. 

 

[56] Peters AT, Peckham AD, Stange JP, Sylvia LG, Hansen NS, Salcedo S, et al. 

Correlates of real world executive dysfunction in bipolar I disorder. J Psychiatr 

Res 2014;53:87–93. doi:10.1016/j.jpsychires.2014.02.018. 

 

[57] Hanssen KT, Beiske AG, Landrø NI, Hessen E. Predictors of executive 

complaints and executive deficits in multiple sclerosis. Acta Neurol Scand 

2014;129:234–42. doi:10.1111/ane.12177. 

 

[58] Gracely RH, Petzke F, Wolf JM, Clauw DJ. Functional magnetic resonance 

imaging evidence of augmented pain processing in fibromyalgia. Arthritis 

Rheum 2002;46:1333–43. doi:10.1002/art.10225. 

 

[59] Luerding R, Weigand T, Bogdahn U, Schmidt-Wilcke T. Working memory 

performance is correlated with local brain morphology in the medial frontal and 

anterior cingulate cortex in fibromyalgia patients: structural correlates of pain-

cognition interaction. Brain 2008;131:3222–31. doi:10.1093/brain/awn229. 

 

[60] Seo J, Kim S-H, Kim Y-T, Song H, Lee J, Kim S-H, et al. Working memory 

impairment in fibromyalgia patients associated with altered frontoparietal 

memory network. PLoS One 2012;7:e37808. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0037808. 

 

[61] Harvey P-O, Fossati P, Pochon J-B, Levy R, Lebastard G, Lehéricy S, et al. 

Cognitive control and brain resources in major depression: an fMRI study using 

the n-back task. Neuroimage 2005;26:860–9. 

doi:10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.02.048. 

 

[62] Zimmer HD. Visual and spatial working memory: from boxes to networks. 

Neurosci Biobehav Rev 2008;32:1373–95. doi:10.1016/j.neubiorev.2008.05.016. 

 



AC
C

EP
TE

D
 M

AN
U

SC
R

IP
T

ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
 

 

[63] Glass JM, Williams D a, Fernandez-Sanchez M-L, Kairys A, Barjola P, Heitzeg 

MM, et al. Executive function in chronic pain patients and healthy controls: 

different cortical activation during response inhibition in fibromyalgia. J Pain 

2011;12:1219–29. doi:10.1016/j.jpain.2011.06.007. 

 

[64] Mercado F, González JL, Barjola P, Fernández-Sánchez M, López-López A, 

Alonso M, et al. Brain correlates of cognitive inhibition in fibromyalgia: 

emotional intrusion of symptom-related words. Int J Psychophysiol 

2013;88:182–92. doi:10.1016/j.ijpsycho.2013.03.017. 

 

[65] Berryman C, Stanton TR, Bowering KJ, Tabor A, McFarlane A, Moseley GL. Do 

people with chronic pain have impaired executive function? A meta-analytical 

review. Clin Psychol Rev 2014;34:563–79. doi:10.1016/j.cpr.2014.08.003. 

 

[66] Crombez G, Van Damme S, Eccleston C. Hypervigilance to pain: an 

experimental and clinical analysis. Pain 2005;116:4–7. 

doi:10.1016/j.pain.2005.03.035. 

 

[67] Leeuw M, Goossens MEJB, Linton SJ, Crombez G, Boersma K, Vlaeyen JWS. 

The fear-avoidance model of musculoskeletal pain: current state of scientific 

evidence. J Behav Med 2007;30:77–94. doi:10.1007/s10865-006-9085-0. 

 

[68] Tesio V, Torta DME, Colonna F, Leombruni P, Ghiggia A, Fusaro E, et al. Are 

Fibromyalgia patients cognitively impaired? Objective and subjective 

neuropsychological evidence. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken) 2014. 

doi:10.1002/acr.22403. 

 

[69] Munguía-Izquierdo D, Legaz-Arrese A, Moliner-Urdiales D, Reverter-Masía J. 

[Neuropsychological performance in patients with fibromyalgia syndrome: 

relation to pain and anxiety]. Psicothema 2008;20:427–31. 

 

[70] Li Y, Dong F, Cao F, Cui N, Li J, Long Z. Poly-victimization and executive 

functions in junior college students. Scand J Psychol 2013;54:485–92. 

doi:10.1111/sjop.12083. 

 

[71] van Beilen M, van Zomeren EH, van den Bosch RJ, Withaar FK, Bouma A. 

Measuring the executive functions in schizophrenia: the voluntary allocation of 

effort. J Psychiatr Res 2005;39:585–93. doi:10.1016/j.jpsychires.2005.02.001. 

 

[72] Moore DJ, Palmer BW, Patterson TL, Jeste D V. A review of performance-based 

measures of functional living skills. J Psychiatr Res 2007;41:97–118. 

doi:10.1016/j.jpsychires.2005.10.008. 

 



AC
C

EP
TE

D
 M

AN
U

SC
R

IP
T

ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
 

 

Table 1. Demographic and Clinical Characteristics for patients with fibromyalgia and 

controls  

 
Fibromyalgia 

Patients 

(n=82) 

Controls                  

(n = 42) 
p  

 

 
M SD M SD 

 

Age (years) 45.24 5.31 45.88 6.30 .55 

Education (years) 10.39 

 

2.72 11.17 2.70 .13 

WAIS-III Vocabulary
1
 10.48 3.70 11.21 1.60 .22 

BDI-II 24.93 12.05 5.45 5.65 <.001 

STAI State 36.55 11.26 16.59 9.19 <.001 

STAI Trait 35.48 11.11 12.54 8.201 <.001 

Notes. WAIS-III = Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale 3r version; BDI-II = Beck 

Depression Inventory-II; STAI = State-Trait Anxiety Inventory 

 1
Data are presented in mean scaled scores.  
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Table 2. Means, standard deviations and group differences on BRIEF-A adjusted for 

BDI-II and STAI State and Trait scores 

BRIEF-A Subscales 

Fibromyalgia 

Patients       

(n=82) 

Controls 

(n = 42) p 

 

η2 

 

M SD M SD 

Inhibit 60.9 10.01 47.0 6.17 .17 .01 

Shift 67.8 11.83 52.5 9,83 .56 .003 

Emotional Control 68.2 12.25 54.2 11.25 .50 .004 

Self-Monitor 59.13 11.70 51.1 9.31 .70 .001 

Initiate 67.7 10.50 48.5 9.34 .07 .02 

Working Memory 73.0 11.57 51.4 11.61 .002 .07 

Plan/Organize 71.4 10.87 57.5 10.46 .77 .001 

Task Monitor 52.9 9.09 43.9 6.96 .89 .000 

Organization of Materials 53.7 11.82 46.9 9.03 .89 .000 

Behavior Regulation Index 67.5 10.92 51.7 8.90 .49 .004 

Metacognition Index 68.15 11.13 49.8 9.17 .03 .04 

Global Executive Composite 68.7 10.10 50.2 8.65 .03 .04 
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Table 3. Prevalence rate comparisons for the percentage of individuals with clinically 

elevated BRIEF-A scores  

BRIEF-A Subscales 

Fibromyalgia 

Patients 

(n=82) 

Healthy 

Controls 

(n = 42) 

p 

Inhibit  35.7 2.4 <.001 

Shift 63.1 16.7 <.001 

Emotional Control 60.7 16.7 <.001 

Self-Monitor 23.8 4.8 .005 

Initiate 60.7 4.8 <.001 

Working Memory 76.2 16.7 <.001 

Plan/Organize 71.4 23.8 <.001 

Task Monitor 13.1 0 .009 

Organization of Materials 13.1 7.1 .24 

Behavior Regulation Index 61.9 7.1 <.001 

Metacognition Index 57.14 4.76 <.001 

Global Executive Composite 59.52 2.38 <.001 

Notes. Clinically elevated BRIEF-A score = T-scores ≥65 [26] 
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Table 4. Z scores and group differences on neuropsychological measures adjusted for 

BDI-II score and STAI-State and Trait scores 

 

Fibromyalgia 

Patients       

(n=84) 

Controls 

(n = 42) p η2 

m SD m SD 

z  PMR - .37 .74 - .006 .96 .37 .007 

z  PASAT 3.0 -1.09 1.72 .07 .99 .09 .03 

z  PASAT 2.0 -1.05 1.70 .04 .97 .16 .02 

z  2-back -.81 1.60 -.002 1.01 .54 .003 

z  3-back -.55 1.07 .03 .98 .45 .005 

z  TMT B-A .11 .64 -.01 1.01 .80 .001 

z  SCWT, Interference Task  -.60 .64 -.01 1.01 .03 .05 

z  WCST categories 1.44 8.35 -.008 1.01 .18 .02 

z  WCST persev. responses .22 .96 -.01 1.01 .98 .000 

Notes: PMR = Phonemic verbal fluency test; PASAT3 = Paced Auditory Serial 

Addition Test version 3; PASAT2 = Paced Auditory Serial Addition Test version 2; 

TMTB-A = Trail Making Test, total difference part B minus part A; SCWT, Stroop 

Word and Color Test; WCST categories = Wisconsin Card Sorting Test, total categories 

accomplished; WCST perserv responses = Wisconsin Card Sorting Test, total 

perseverative responses 
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Table 5. Spearman correlations between BRIEF-A scales and neuropsychological 

measures for Fibromyalgia Patients 

 PMR 
PASAT 

3.0 

PASAT 

2.0 
2-back 3-back 

TMT 

B-A 

SCWT 

Interf. T.  

WCST 

categ 

WCST 

per resp 

Inhibit .01 .00 .01 .22 -.337** .15 .10 -.15 -.13 

Shift -.13 -.15 -.07 -.19 -.251* .12 .06 -.17 -.02 

Emotional Control -.05 -.01 .04 -.06 -.14 -.01 -.09 -.06 -.05 

Self-Monitor -.06 .05 .07 -.12 -.12 -.04 .02 -.08 -.05 

Initiate -.17 -.08 -.07 -.18 -.233* .15 .03 -.14 .17 

Working Memory -.12 -.09 -.05 -.18 -.295** .07 .00 -.245* -.01 

Plan/Organize -.15 -.04 -.03 -.19 -.248* .00 .00 -.15 .00 

Task Monitor .13 -.01 .04 .08 -.09 .00 .07 -.11 .07 

Organization of Mat. .04 .08 .08 .13 .05 -.09 .08 -.11 -.04 

Behavior Regulation I. -.11 -.08 -.05 -.20 -.268* .09 -.03 -.15 -.05 

Metacognition Index -.01 -.11 -.05 -.09 -.236* .17 -.03 -.22 .06 

Global Exec Comp. -.12 -.01 .00 -.12 -.18 .03 .01 -.20 .01 

Notes: PMR = Phonemic verbal fluency test; PASAT3 = Paced Auditory Serial 

Addition Test version 3; PASAT2 = Paced Auditory Serial Addition Test version 2; 

TMTB-A = Trail Making Test, total difference part B minus part A; SCWT Interf. T. = 

Stroop Word and Color Test, Interference Task; WCST categ = Wisconsin Card Sorting 

Test, total categories accomplished; WCST per resp = Wisconsin Card Sorting Test, 

total perseverative responses  

* p < .05 

** p < .001 
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Table 6. Spearman correlations between BRIEF-A scales and neuropsychological 

measures for Controls 

 PMR 
PASAT 

3.0 

PASAT 

2.0 
2-back 3-back 

TMT 

B-A 

 SCWT 

Interf. T 

WCST 

categ 

WCST 

per resp 

Inhibit -.21 -.33* -.28 .73 -.11 -.02 -.03 -.35* .05 

Shift -.06 -.02 -.12 -.05 -.16 .28 -.05 -.21 .11 

Emotional Control -.05 .03 -.05 .14 -.02 .04 .00 -.27 -.05 

Self-Monitor -.01 -.19 -.28 .05 -.12 .23 .02 -.19 .18 

Initiate -.09 -.08 -.19 .17 -.07 .15 .14 -02 .27 

Working Memory -.27 .02 -.09 .06 -.08 .23 .13 -.13 .14 

Plan/Organize -.08 -.28 -.14 .04 -.03 .29 .04 -.15 .10 

Task Monitor -.09 -.15 -.21 .11 -.12 -.02 .27 -.28 .31* 

Organization of Mat. -.19 -.37* -.28 .03 -.22 .19 .25 -.07 .15 

Behavior Regulation I. -.09 -.08 -.22 .10 -.04 .15 .18 -.27 .11 

Metacognition Index -.16 -.16 -.22 .06 -.08 .21 .23 -.25 .31* 

Global Exec Comp. -.19 -.18 -.23 .05 -.17 .24 .12 -.29 .16 

* p < .05 


