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Abstract
Purpose of Review Patients with chronic pain, especially primary or centralized pain, have elevated rates of psychosocial trauma
and intrapersonal or intrapsychic conflict. To address these risk factors and potentially reduce pain, the authors developed
emotional awareness and expression therapy (EAET). This article presents the rationale for EAET, describes its principles and
techniques, reviews its development and early testing as well as recent clinical trials, and critically analyzes the evidence base.
Recent Findings Four initial trials (between 2006 and 2011) demonstrated the efficacy of earlier versions of EAET. Four recent
randomized, controlled trials of different EAET durations (1 to 8 sessions) and formats (individual or group) in patients with
fibromyalgia, irritable bowel syndrome, pelvic pain, or medically unexplained symptoms support the earlier findings. EAET
reliably reduces pain and interference, although improvements in anxiety and depression are less reliably achieved and may be
delayed. The largest and best conducted trial found superiority of EAET over cognitive-behavioral therapy for fibromyalgia.
Patient retention in EAET is high, and adverse events are rare.
Summary EAET merits inclusion as a treatment option for primary pain conditions, and it may be the preferred treatment for
some patients. Research is needed on EAET with other pain conditions and samples, using better controls and comparison
conditions, and on additional ways to motivate and help patients engage in successful emotional processing.
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Introduction: Background and Rationale

Chronic pain conditions are common, costly, and often con-
fusing to both patients and clinicians. Because pain is inher-
ently a biopsychosocial phenomenon [1], the past several de-
cades have seen psychologists and other behavioral re-
searchers and providers make great strides in understanding,
evaluating, and treating patients with chronic pain.

One advance in diagnosis is the distinction between sec-
ondary and primary pain. Secondary pain is driven largely by
pathological somatic processes (e.g., tumors, nerve impinge-
ment and other neuropathies, localized inflammation, blood
flow anomalies). In contrast, primary pain (i.e., “centralized,”
“central sensitization,” “central augmentation,” or
“nociplastic” pain) lacks a major somatic driver and is instead
largely controlled—amplified or even generated—by the
brain and spinal cord. Primary pain includes conditions such
as fibromyalgia (FM), irritable bowel syndrome (IBS), chron-
ic pelvic pain, temporomandibular pain, head pain, and many
cases of non-specific musculoskeletal pain, such as back and
other localized pains.

Careful physical examination, medical history, and psycho-
social assessment can help distinguish primary from second-
ary pain [2••, 3, 4]. It is critical to search for peripheral noci-
ceptive drivers of pain and address them when found. The
authors suggest that when no clear peripheral etiology is
found, the pain should be assumed to be central, rather than
attributed to various non-specific findings such as
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degenerative disc disease. There also are clinical clues that
help to “rule in” a central cause: pain that persists after tissue
healing, is intermittent, shifts locations, occurs in a distribu-
tion that is not neurophysiologic, is triggered by mild stimuli
(such as sound, light, foods, weather changes, light touch) or
varies with time of day or stressful life events.

Psychological factors such as attention, appraisal, mood,
and environmental contingencies influence both secondary
and primary pains; however, primary pain appears to be more
influenced by psychosocial stress or trauma and interpersonal
and intrapsychic conflicts. For example, there is substantial
comorbidity between lifetime post-traumatic stress disorder
(PTSD) and central sensitization conditions [5]. Other psycho-
social stressors and dysfunctional emotional processes are el-
evated patients with centralized pain conditions [6–14], and
experimental research links early adversity with later pain am-
plification and chronification [15–18].

The most popular psychological interventions for chronic
pain are cognitive-behavioral therapy (CBT) [19, 20] and ac-
ceptance and mindfulness-based therapies [21, 22]. The for-
mer teaches patients tomanage their symptoms via skills train-
ing, and the latter, to engage in valued life activities while
accepting rather than controlling their pain, thoughts, and feel-
ings. These approaches, however, do not directly target the
trauma, life adversity, or conflicts that appear to drive primary
pain. In contrast, there are many general psychotherapies that
focus on trauma and psychological conflict and yield substan-
tial improvements in symptoms [23–27]. A common mecha-
nism of these psychotherapies is that they help patients engage
and process stimuli (e.g., memories, experiences, relation-
ships, and emotions) that patients typically avoid by using
defenses such as suppression, distraction, intellectualization,
and other cognitive and behavioral strategies. Indeed, psycho-
therapy process studies shows that patients’ emotional expres-
sion during therapy sessions is one of the strongest predictors
of positive treatment outcomes [28•].

Given that psychosocial trauma and conflict predispose to,
precipitate, perpetuate, or exacerbate pain, it is important to
treat those risk factors. This point was made by Leserman
[29], who noted the link between sexual abuse and subsequent
gynecologic and gastrointestinal pain. She argued that effec-
tive exposure-based treatments for such trauma are available
and should be tested on such patients. The authors’ program of
treatment development and testing has beenmotivated primar-
ily by the goal of improving patient pain-related outcomes. A
secondary goal, however, has been to challenge the concerns
of skeptical researchers and clinicians by demonstrating that
treatments can successfully target trauma in patients with
chronic pain, resulting in symptom reduction rather than ex-
acerbation, and that patients will accept rather than reject or be
invalidated by emotion-focused treatments.

Thus, the authors developed a treatment approach to psy-
chological trauma or conflict in patients with primary pain,

which they labeled emotional awareness and expression ther-
apy (EAET; in some trials, it was called “training” or “inter-
view” rather than “therapy”). This therapy draws from many
other psychological techniques or therapies, including as fol-
lows: (a) pain neuroscience education or the “explaining pain”
model, which identifies the brain as the primary pain organ
and posits the reversibility of pain following changes in beliefs
[30•, 31]; (b) pain exposure therapy, which encourages pa-
tients to engage in pain-eliciting behaviors so that they can
unlearn their pain-related fear [32]; (c) exposure-based cogni-
tive-behavioral therapies, which help patients process emo-
tions underlying PTSD and other anxiety disorders [27]; (d)
intensive short-term psychodynamic therapy, which chal-
lenges patients’ defenses to help them experience and express
unconscious emotions [24]; (e) experiential therapies, which
use techniques such as focusing, empty chair, and two-chair
dialog to empathically facilitate patients’ awareness and ex-
pression of emotions [25]; (f) written emotional disclosure or
expressive writing, which appears to have some benefit for
centralized pain [33]; (g) assertiveness training, which has a
long history of helping patients overcome their fears of ex-
pressing their power and strength in relationships [34]; and (h)
rescripting therapy, which helps patients imagine and voice
new, more powerful or less frightening endings to recurrent
nightmares or intrusive memories [35].

Core Principles and Techniques of EAET

EAET has these core principles and techniques:

1) Patients need to learn that their brain—rather than their
peripheral tissues—is the organ that generates or am-
plifies primary pain. Peripheral processes (e.g., muscle
tension, autonomic dysregulation, inflammation) may
contribute to pain but are largely controlled by the brain.
Moreover, the neural pathways regulating pain and these
peripheral processes are intimately tied to patients’ cog-
nitions and emotions. Discussions with patients about
these principles are augmented by personal demonstra-
tions that activate emotions so that patients can more eas-
ily recognize their emotion-brain-pain links. Such discus-
sions should be done with compassion so that patients
understand that their pain is real and they are not weak
or mentally ill and are not to be blamed for having pain.

2) The brain has been strongly shaped by experiences
throughout one’s life, including painful injuries or proce-
dures; abuse, neglect, or victimization; and interpersonal
or intrapsychic conflicts. Stressful experiences can gener-
ate or amplify pain, especially when avoidance of uncom-
fortable experiences (trauma memories, emotional con-
flicts, interpersonal interactions, and even pain itself)
leaves patients feeling helpless and fearful, preventing
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both psychological growth and the reduction of pain and
other symptoms. It is important, therefore, to help patients
recognize, disclose, and process their traumas and
conflicts.

3) Therapy helps patients face these avoided emotion-laden
situations, become aware of and experience their feelings,
and adaptively express them. The two most commonly
avoided emotions or drives are the need for agency, pow-
er, protection, or independence—which are activated by
patients’ anger and pride—and the need for relatedness,
communion, attachment, or dependence—which are acti-
vated by connecting feelings such as sadness, love, and
healthy guilt.

4) In therapy, patients are encouraged to recall a conflict
person and situation and express their underlying emo-
tions to the imagined/remembered other person, using
words, voice tone, facial muscles, and body. Such expres-
sion amplifies emotional experience, clarifies motives,
and reduces fear of expression. Patients need to express
the “right emotion at the right target” rather than second-
ary emotions at substitute targets. Patients benefit by
“rescripting” their story, accessing or creating new, adap-
tive emotions (e.g., anger, sadness, love) that were not
originally expressed.

5) To further reduce both stress and pain, patients are en-
couraged to identify the needs and feelings that might
be expressed in actual relationships. Healthy communica-
tion often involves a combination of assertion balanced
by connecting feelings, but also may involve setting new
boundaries or even distancing oneself from others.
Planning for and role playing such interpersonal encoun-
ters occur in session, followed by actual attempts in real
life.

Early Versions of EAET

The current EAETapproach evolved from earlier versions that
each author independently developed. Described here are sev-
eral preliminary variations of EAETand trials that tested them.

Schubiner’s early practice was strongly informed by the
work of Sarno [36, 37], who stressed that most musculoskel-
etal pain stems from the mind’s blocking of unconscious emo-
tion, particularly rage, rather than from peripheral tissue dam-
age. Schubiner modified Sarno’s approach and developed an
“affective self-awareness” program. This program consisted
of an initial patient evaluation and review of medical records
and psychosocial history to rule out structural/disease contri-
butions to pain, followed by patient education about mind-
body connections and the role of emotions in causing “neural
pathway” pain. Patients subsequently participated in a three-
or four-session weekly class, which was guided by the

manual, Unlearn Your Pain [38]. Sessions included as fol-
lows: (a) education (presenting research and case studies)
about a psychophysiological model of chronic pain; (b) ex-
pressive writing; (c) fear-reduction techniques such as mind-
fulness exercises and affirmations of self-acceptance and
healing; and (d) gradual re-engagement in activities despite
pain, during which the emotional and cognitive skills could
be applied. Note that directed emotional expression about
trauma was not a part of this early practice.

From 2007 to 2008, Schubiner’s program was tested in a
randomized, controlled trial (RCT) of 45 women with FM (M
age = 50.1 years) [39]. Intervention patients received the af-
fective self-awareness program and were compared to waitlist
control patients. At 6-month follow-up, treated patients had
substantial improvements in pain severity (d = 1.46), pain in-
terference, widespread pain, and tender point threshold,
whereas there was no change in controls; 45.8% of treatment
patients had at least 30% pain reduction from baseline com-
pared with none of the controls. The treatment did not improve
mental health, sleep, or fatigue.

From 2008 to 2010, Schubiner’s clinical practice was eval-
uated in an uncontrolled cohort study by tracking 72 patients
(79.2% female; M age = 49.3 years) with musculoskeletal
pain through treatment and 6-month follow-up [40]. There
were large effect size improvements in pain severity, pain
interference, and depressive symptoms (effects size d ranging
from 0.99 to 1.30) at follow-up. Almost two-thirds of the
patients had at least 30% reduction in pain and interference,
and fully one-third improved at least 70%.

Meanwhile, Lumley developed an early version of EAET
called emotional exposure therapy, which focused on emo-
tional processing of trauma-related avoidance behavior (al-
though with less emphasis on the role of the brain in generat-
ing symptoms). From 2006 to 2008, his team tested this ther-
apy in an uncontrolled case series of 10 women (M age =
56 years) who had FM and unresolved psychological trauma
[41]. Patients completed 8 to 15 sessions of therapy, and at 3-
month follow-up, there were large improvements on FM im-
pact, trauma symptoms, and life satisfaction, and distress (d
from 0.70 to 0.79); and small-to-medium benefits on pain and
disability. Two patients showed substantial gains, four made
moderate gains, two showed modest improvement, and two
did not benefit.

Lumley then developed another version of EAET that fo-
cused specifically on anger and healthy assertion, rather than
the full range of emotions. From 2009 to 2011, his team tested
anger awareness and expression training (AAET) in 147
young adults with chronic head pain (87.8% female, M age =
22.1 years), who were randomized to receive three sessions of
group-based AAET, group-based relaxation training, or
waitlist control. At 4-week follow-up, both interventions
(AAET and relaxation training) were superior to controls on
headache-related outcomes, with small-to-medium effects (d
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from 0.20 to 0.49), and both interventions were similar to each
other in their effects. Only relaxation training, however, sig-
nificantly improved psychological distress [42].

Recent Trials of EAET

Following their early work, the authors collaborated to devel-
op the current version of EAET, which includes a stronger
focus on emotional expression of unresolved trauma and con-
flict by targeting unexpressed anger and connecting emotions.
Along with doctoral students and colleagues, they recently
tested EAET in four trials, which varied in therapy format
and duration, the population treated, and the types of control
and comparison conditions included. Their primary goal was
to test the efficacy of EAET in different primary pain condi-
tions, but a secondary goal was to determine whether this
rather intense, emotion-activating therapy can be conducted
in a range of formats and settings. These four trials are pre-
sented below in order of increasing treatment duration.

The authors developed a single session version of EAET—
a 90-min “life stress EAET interview”—and tested whether it
could be successfully conducted in front-line medical clinics.
Two separate but parallel trials were conducted, using the
same intervention and trial design. Patients were recruited at
clinics, randomized in a 2:1 ratio to the EAET interview or a
waitlist control condition, and then reassessed at a 6-week
follow-up.

One trial was conducted on 75 primary care (family med-
icine) patients (86.7% female; M age = 39.2 years) who had
medically unexplained symptoms—primarily pain-related
conditions [43•]. At follow-up, patients who had received
the EAET interview had lower pain severity, pain interference,
sleep problems, and global psychological symptoms than con-
trols (d from 0.54 to 0.85).

The other trial of the life stress EAET interview was con-
ducted in a specialty women’s urology clinic among 62 wom-
en (M age = 46.0 years) who had various chronic pelvic pain
conditions (e.g., interstitial cystitis, pelvic floor dysfunction,
or dyspareunia) [44]. The treatment and control conditions
differed at baseline on depression, which was adjusted in
analyses. Compared with controls, patients who received the
EAET interview had significantly lower pain severity (d =
0.55) and pelvic floor dysfunction (d = 0.74) at 6-week fol-
low-up, but the two conditions did not differ on pain interfer-
ence, depression, or anxiety.

The authors also developed and tested a three-session ver-
sion of EAET [45]. The trial had the same design as the earlier
trial of anger awareness and expression therapy for chronic
head pain [42], except that in this trial, EAET and relaxation
training were conducted individually rather than in groups. A
sample of 106 adults with IBS (80.2% female, M age =
36.1 years) was recruited from the community and

randomized to EAET, relaxation training, or waitlist control.
At the 10-week follow-up, compared with controls, only
EAET reduced IBS symptoms (d = 0.57), and both EAET
and relaxation training improved overall quality of life (d from
0.56 and 0.61). Interestingly, only relaxation training, but not
EAET, reduced depressive or anxiety symptoms.

Finally, the team conducted the PAST-FM trial (“Pain and
Stress Treatment for Fibromyalgia”): an NIH-funded, two-
site, three-arm RCT for patients with FM [46••]. They com-
pared EAET to CBT symptom management and to a basic
comparator/active control condition: FM education, which fo-
cused on the neuroscience of FM, its medical treatment, and
various self-help and empowerment strategies. Importantly,
unlike most comparative psychological treatment studies, this
trial had equipoise across the three trial arms. All three were
equivalent in format, duration, and therapist contact (eight,
weekly, 1.5-h small group sessions) and were given compara-
ble labels and rationales. Investigator allegiance was balanced
by having separate investigator teams with specific expertise
design each of the three arms and recruit, train, and supervise
therapists who were skilled in and committed to the treatment
they offered. Data analysis and reporting were conducted by a
statistician with no treatment allegiance.

A total of 230 patients with FM (93.9% female; M age =
49.1 years) were assessed at baseline and clustered into small
treatment groups of 5 to 7 patients, which were randomized to
conditions, received the treatment, and assessed at post-
treatment and 6-month follow-up. Retention in EAET was
high (77.2% of patients attended at least 75% of sessions)
and somewhat better than in CBT (64% of patients), and over
90% of trial patients completed the 6-month follow-up. At
follow-up, EAET was significantly superior to FM education
on most of the outcomes (d from 0.29 to 0.45). Importantly,
EAETwas numerically superior to CBT on all but one of the
15 outcomes and significantly superior to CBT on reductions
in widespread pain (d = 0.37) and the percentage of patients
reaching 50% reduction in pain from baseline (22.5% vs.
8.3%). Although CBT was numerically superior to FM edu-
cation on almost all outcomes, statistical significance was
found only for anxiety. This is one of the rare, well-powered
trials that shows the superiority of one intervention (EAET)
over a bona fide, expertly conducted alternative therapy, CBT.

Critical Analysis of EAET

These trials indicate that EAET is an effective treatment,
reducing pain and other somatic symptoms and improving
functioning when conducted in both individual and group
formats and in durations ranging from one to eight ses-
sions. Efficacy has been demonstrated in various central-
ized or primary pain conditions, including FM, IBS, pelvic
pain, head pain, non-specific musculoskeletal pain, and
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medically unexplained symptoms. Low attrition rates (and
clinical observations) suggest that most patients in these
trials have been open to such an emotion-focused ap-
proach, and adverse events have been very rare.
Therefore, EAET should be considered an evidence-based
treatment option for patients with primary pain, and per-
haps the preferred treatment for some patients.

Note that the version of EAET tested in the recent trials
was designed to be theoretically “pure”, that is, fully dis-
tinct from cognitive-behavioral and acceptance-based
treatments against which it could be compared. Thus,
EAET excluded techniques such as engaging in pain-
eliciting activities or exercise to challenge patients’ pain-
related fears and mindfulness exercises to accept one’s
feelings and distinguish them from somatic sensations.
The inclusion of such techniques in the clinical application
of EAET is likely to yield even stronger benefits.

Despite these strengths, there are many limitations of
the available evidence and unanswered questions about
EAET. Generalizability of the studies is limited in several
ways. Trial samples were either exclusively female [39, 41,
44] or largely female [40, 42, 43•, 45, 46••]. Although this
imbalance partially reflects the gender distribution of the
conditions studied, how EAET works for men remains
largely uninvestigated. Given known gender differs in trau-
ma prevalence and emotional expression, trials need to
enroll more men, examine EAET effects for genders sepa-
rately, and test EAET in conditions that are prevalent in
men (e.g., chronic back pain) and samples such as military
veterans. In addition, many of the trials had samples that
were relatively highly educated or were composed of mo-
tivated community volunteers; one should determine
EAET’s efficacy—and patients’ interest in and acceptance
of this approach—on a broader range of unselected pa-
tients from clinical practices. Furthermore, EAET has been
targeted to patients with primary or centralized pain con-
ditions, so its effects on the broader range of pain condi-
tions are not known. Also unclear is whether EAET is
optimal only for patients with clear trauma histories or is
also applicable to the larger group of patients with various
interpersonal or intrapsychic conflicts that do not qualify
as trauma. Finally, the trials of EAET have been conducted
by a small number of investigators who developed it;
therefore, except for the large PAST-FM trial, which con-
trolled for investigator allegiance, experimenter bias could
play a role in the trials. It is vital that other researchers test
EAET.

The largest, best controlled, and best conducted trial
demonstrated superiority of EAET to a basic comparator/
active control condition (FM education) as well as superi-
ority on several pain outcomes to expertly delivered CBT
[46••]. These findings suggest that EAET has specificity; it
is effective not only beyond non-specific factors (e.g.,

group support, therapist contact, patient engagement) but
also beyond a bona fide alternative therapy. The two trials
that compared EAET (or AAET) with relaxation training,
however, found equivalence of treatments—showing nei-
ther superiority nor specificity, although the smaller sam-
ple sizes limited statistical power to detect differences be-
tween EAET and another treatment [42, 45]. Moreover, for
most of the trials, the beneficial effects of EAET were
found only in comparison with no additional treatment
(i.e., waitlist control) [39, 43•, 44] or in uncontrolled co-
hort trials [40, 41]. Although demonstrating efficacy com-
pared with no additional treatment is the most common
evidence supporting psychological interventions for chron-
ic pain, trials that compare EAET with better controls and
comparison treatments are needed.

The effects of EAET on reducing pain severity are ro-
bust across trials. But only half of the eight trials reviewed
above found that EAET improved psychological symptoms
such as depression and anxiety [40, 41, 43•, 46••], whereas
the other four trials did not. Because EAET targets the
activation of negative emotions, EAET may leave patients
more aware of and experiencing their emotional distress,
perhaps instead of experiencing their distress as pain. Note,
however, that two of the three EAET trials with the longest
follow-ups—6 months—showed reductions in psycholog-
ical symptoms [40, 46••] whereas trials with shorter
follow-ups usually did not [42, 44, 45]. This suggests that
improvements in depression or anxiety may simply take
longer to occur than reductions in pain, and longer-term
follow-ups should routinely be included.

It is not clear which components of EAET lead to the
positive outcomes. Some evidence from ongoing process
analyses (not reviewed here) suggests that a shift in pa-
tients’ beliefs about pain’s origin (the brain rather than
body) and the possibility of reversing pain are powerful
correlates of better outcomes. It is noteworthy that the in-
tense emotional expression component, which was added
to the recent trials, appears to be clinically powerful, but its
necessity remains uncertain. The earlier trials of affective
self-awareness did not include intense emotional expres-
sion, and they showed quite good outcomes. There likely
are substantial individual differences among patients—
some patients may need relatively intense expression,
whereas others may benefit from less intense versions of
emotional expression or disclosure or even have good out-
comes with emotional awareness and internal experiencing
techniques without any external expression at all. Future
research should explore such patient differences and how
they interact with variations in the treatment protocol.
Because some patients are likely to address emotional or
traumatic issues for their pain, future research might also
examine ways to prepare and motivate patients for such a
treatment. Finally, because emotion-focused treatments can
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be unsettling or frightening to some patients, the inclusion
of emotional regulation skills training might help more
patients successfully engage in emotional processing, as
suggested by a recent clinical trial [47].

Conclusions

Intervention developers often seek to have their approach
listed as “effective” on treatment guidelines. This means
that their treatment is a distinct therapy, with its own name
(and often, a unique acronym), treatment manual, and usu-
ally training workshops. On the one hand, the current au-
thors have followed this model, developing and naming a
therapy (EAET), freely disseminating the treatment
manuals and patient materials, and offering training work-
shops. But this approach to intervention development
has limitations, especially with the proliferation of psycho-
logical treatments for pain—many of which differ more in
emphasis or jargon than in substance. Although EAET can
be viewed as a separate treatment, the authors recommend
that researchers and clinicians focus on the key principles
of change and the techniques that accomplish them, and
apply the principles and techniques based on assessments
of what is needed for particular patients, with certain types
of pain problems, in specific contexts. Five such core prin-
ciples are listed above, and the authors strongly encourage
communicating to patients the brain’s control over their
pain and pain changeability and the importance of ap-
proaching and processing emotionally difficult experi-
ences. These goals can be accomplished with a range of
techniques.

The authors also encourage innovation and testing im-
provements to EAET and other therapies for pain. For ex-
ample, the authors have recently placed EAET into a larger
integrative assessment and treatment model [2••]. They
have proposed that clinicians focus first on pain neurosci-
ence education and cognitive-behavioral and mindfulness
techniques to shift patients’ beliefs about pain etiology and
reversibility and to reduce their fear of pain and activity.
Implementing EAET techniques to target broader emotion-
al issues and background trauma or conflict is recommend-
ed for those patients who do not respond to the initial
approach and for patients who have a prominent presenta-
tion of unresolved trauma or conflict. As noted in this re-
view of available clinical trials, there is consistent evidence
that EAET leads to reductions in pain and improvements in
functioning, so such an approach is evidence-based. But
researchers and clinicians are encouraged to test these pro-
posals and develop new principles and techniques to
achieve the greatest patient improvements in the most ef-
ficient ways possible.

Acknowledgments We are grateful for the numerous colleagues and stu-
dents who have contributed to the development and testing of EAET.

Funding Information Preparation of this manuscript was supported by
the National Institutes of Arthritis, Musculoskeletal, and Skin Diseases
under award numbers AR057808 and AR074020.

Compliance with Ethical Standards

Conflict of Interest Dr. Schubiner reports grants from National Institute
of Arthritis, Musculoskeletal, and Skin Diseases, supporting some of the
studies reported in this article other from self-publishing company, out-
side the submitted work.

Dr. Lumley reports grants from National Institute of Arthritis,
Musculoskeletal, and Skin Diseases supporting some of the studies re-
ported in this article.

Mark Lumley has no conflicts of interest. Howard Schubiner is the
author of a manual mentioned in this article, but otherwise has no con-
flicts of interest.

Human and Animal Rights and Informed Consent This article does not
contain any studies with human or animal subjects performed by any of
the authors.

All reported studies/experiments with human subjects performed by
the authors have been previously published and complied with all appli-
cable ethical standards (including the Helsinki Declaration and its amend-
ments, institutional/national research committee standards, and interna-
tional/national/institutional guidelines).

Disclaimer The content is solely the responsibility of the authors and
does not necessarily represent the official views of the National Institutes
of Health.

References

Papers of particular interest, published recently, have been
highlighted as:
• Of importance
•• Of major importance

1. Gatchel RJ, Peng YB, Peters ML, Fuchs PN, Turk DC. The
biopsychosocial approach to chronic pain: scientific advances and
future directions. Psychol Bull. 2007;133:581–624. https://doi.org/
10.1037/0033-2909.133.4.581.

2.•• Lumley MA, Schubiner H. Psychological therapy for centralized
pain: an integrative assessment and treatment model. Psychosom
Med. 2019;81:114–24 . h t tps : / /do i .o rg /10 .1097/psy.
0000000000000654 This article describes limitations of
current pain approaches, reviews and alternative therapies
and presents a novel model of assessment and intervention.

3. Williams DA. Phenotypic features of central sensitization. J Appl
Biobehav Res. 2018;23(2):e12135. https://doi.org/10.1111/jabr.
12135.

4. Nijs J, Torres-Cueco R, van Wilgen P, Lluch Girbés E, Struyf F,
Roussel N, et al. Applying modern pain neuroscience in clinical
practice: criteria for the classification of central sensitization pain.
Pain Physician. 2014;17:447–57.

5. Yunus MB. Fibromyalgia and overlapping disorders: the unifying
concept of central sensitivity syndromes. Semin Arthritis Rheum.
2007;36:339–56. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.semarthrit.2006.12.009.

   30 Page 6 of 8 Curr Rheumatol Rep           (2019) 21:30 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.133.4.581
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.133.4.581
https://doi.org/10.1097/psy.0000000000000654
https://doi.org/10.1097/psy.0000000000000654
https://doi.org/10.1111/jabr.12135
https://doi.org/10.1111/jabr.12135
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.semarthrit.2006.12.009


6. Varinen A, Kosunen E, Mattila K, Koskela T, Sumanen M. The
relationship between childhood adversities and fibromyalgia in
the general population. J Psychosom Res. 2017;99:137–42.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2017.06.011.

7. Generaal E, Vogelzangs N, Macfarlane GJ, Geenen R, Smit JH, de
Geus EJCN, et al. Biological stress systems, adverse life events and
the onset of chronic multisite musculoskeletal pain: a 6-year cohort
study. Ann Rheum Dis. 2016;75:847–54. https://doi.org/10.1136/
annrheumdis-2014-206741.

8. Nicol AL, Sieberg CB, Clauw DJ, Hassett AL, Moser SE,
Brummett CM. The association between a history of lifetime trau-
matic events and pain severity, physical function, and affective
distress in patients with chronic pain. J Pain. 2016;17:1334–48.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2016.09.003.

9. Van Houdenhove B, Luyten P, Tiber Egle U. Stress as a key concept
in chronic widespread pain and fatigue disorders. J Musculoskel
Pain. 2009;17:390–9.

10. Landa A, Peterson BS, Fallon BA. Somatoform pain: a develop-
mental theory and translational research review. Psychosom Med.
2012;74:717–27. https://doi.org/10.1097/PSY.0b013e3182688e8b.

11. Sachs-Ericsson NJ, Sheffler JL, Stanley IH, Piazza JR, Preacher KJ.
When emotional pain becomes physical: adverse childhood experi-
ences, pain, and the role of mood and anxiety disorders. J Clin
Psychol. 2017;73:1403–28. https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22444.

12. Luyten P, Van Houdenhove B, Lemma A, Target M, Fonagy P.
Vulnerability for functional somatic disorders: a contemporary psy-
chodynamic approach. J Psychother Integr. 2013;23:250–62.
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0032360.

13. Kross E, Berman MG, Mischel W, Smith EE, Wager TD. Social
rejection shares somatosensory representations with physical pain.
Proceed Nat Acad Sci. 2011;108:6270–5. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.1102693108.

14. Lane RD, Waldstein SR, Chesney MA, Jennings JR, Lovallo WR,
Kozel PJ, et al. The rebirth of neuroscience in psychosomatic med-
icine, part I: historical context, methods, and relevant basic science.
Psychosom Med. 2009;71:117–34. https://doi.org/10.1097/PSY.
0b013e31819783be.

15. You DS, Meagher MW. Childhood adversity and pain facilitation.
Psychosom Med. 2018;80:869–79. https://doi.org/10.1097/psy.
0000000000000638.

16. You DS, Meagher MW. Childhood adversity and pain sensitization.
Psychosom Med. 2016;78:1084–93. https://doi.org/10.1097/psy.
0000000000000399.

17. Alvarez P, Green PG, Levine JD. Stress in the adult rat exacerbates
muscle pain induced by early-life stress. Biol Psychiatry. 2013;74:
688–95. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2013.04.006.

18. Green PG, Chen X, Alvarez P, Ferrari LF, Levine JD. Early-life
stress produces muscle hyperalgesia and nociceptor sensitization
in the adult rat. Pain. 2011;152:2549–56. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
pain.2011.07.021.

19. Williams ACDC, Eccleston C, Morley S. Psychological therapies
for the management of chronic pain (excluding headache) in adults.
Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2012;11:CD007407. https://doi.org/
10.1002/14651858.CD007407.pub3.

20. Ehde DM, Dillworth TM, Turner JA. Cognitive-behavioral therapy
for individuals with chronic pain: efficacy, innovations, and direc-
tions for research. AmPsychol. 2014;69:153–66. https://doi.org/10.
1037/a0035747.

21. McCracken LM, Vowles KE. Acceptance and commitment therapy
and mindfulness for chronic pain: model, process, and progress.
Am Psychol. 2014;69:178–87.

22. Hilton L, Hempel S, Ewing BA, Apaydin E, Xenakis L, Newberry
S, et al. Mindfulness meditation for chronic pain: systematic review
and meta-analysis. Ann Behav Med. 2017;51:199–213. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s12160-016-9844-2.

23. Lane RD, Ryan L, Nadel L, Greenberg L.Memory reconsolidation,
emotional arousal, and the process of change in psychotherapy: new
insights from brain science. Behav Brain Sci. 2015;38:e1. https://
doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X14000041.

24. Abbass A, Town J, Driessen E. Intensive short-term dynamic psy-
chotherapy: a systematic review and meta-analysis of outcome re-
search. Harvard Rev Psych. 2012;20:97–108. https://doi.org/10.
3109/10673229.2012.677347.

25. Pascual-Leone A, Greenberg LS. Emotional processing in experi-
ential therapy: why “the only way out is through.”. J Consult Clin
Psychol. 2007;75:875–87.

26. Barlow DH, Allen LB, Choate ML. Toward a unified treatment for
emotional disorders. Behav Ther. 2004;35:205–30.

27. Brewin CR, Holmes EA. Psychological theories of posttraumatic
stress disorder. Clin Psychol Rev. 2003;23:339–76.

28.• Peluso PR, Freund RR. Therapist and client emotional expression
and psychotherapy outcomes: A meta-analysis. Psychother.
2018;55:461–72. https://doi.org/10.1037/pst0000165 This high-
quality meta-analysis shows that patient emotional expression
is one of the strongest predictors of positive psychotherapy
outcomes.

29. Leserman J. Sexual abuse history: prevalence, health effects, medi-
ators, and psychological treatment. PsychosomMed. 2005;67:906–
15.

30.• Moseley GL, Butler DS. Fifteen years of explaining pain: the past,
present, and future. J Pain. 2015;16:807–13. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.jpain.2015.05.005 This excellent review describes key
aspects of effect pain neuroscience education.

31. Louw A, Diener I, Butler DS, Puentedura EJ. The effect of neuro-
science education on pain, disability, anxiety, and stress in chronic
musculoskeletal pain. Arch Physical Med Rehab. 2011;92:2041–
56. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2011.07.198.

32. Vlaeyen J, Morley S, Linton SJ, Boersma K, de Jong J. Pain-related
fear: exposure based treatment for chronic pain. 1st ed. Seattle
(WA): IASP Press; 2012.

33. Lumley MA, Sklar ER, Carty JN. Emotional disclosure interven-
tions for chronic pain: from the laboratory to the clinic. Transl
Behav Med. 2012;2:73–81.

34. Speed BC, Goldstein BL, Goldfried MR. Assertiveness training: a
forgotten evidence-based treatment. Clin Psychol Sci Pract.
2018;25:e12216. https://doi.org/10.1111/cpsp.12216.

35. Morina N, Lancee J, Arntz A. Imagery rescripting as a clinical
intervention for aversive memories: a meta-analysis. J Behav Ther
Exper Psych. 2017;55:6–15. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbtep.2016.
11.003.

36. Sarno JE. The mind-body prescription: healing the body, healing
the pain. New York: Hachette Book Group USA; 1998.

37. Sarno JE. Mind over back pain: the mind-body connection. New
York: Warner Books; 1991.

38. Schubiner H, Betzold M. Unlearn your pain: a 28-day process to
reprogram your brain. 3rd ed. Pleasant Ridge: Mind-Body
Pubishing; 2016.

39. Hsu MC, Schubiner H, Lumley MA, Stracks JS, Clauw DJ,
Williams DA. Sustained pain reduction through affective self-
awareness in fibromyalgia: a randomized controlled trial. J Gen
Intern Med. 2010;25:1064–70. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11606-
010-1418-6.

40. Burger AJ, Lumley MA, Carty JN, Latsch DV, Thakur ER, Hyde-
Nolan ME, et al. The effects of a novel psychological attribution
and emotional awareness and expression therapy for chronic mus-
culoskeletal pain: a preliminary, uncontrolled trial. J Psychosom
Res. 2016;81:1–8. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2015.12.
003.

41. Lumley MA, Cohen JL, Stout RL, Neely LC, Sander LM, Burger
AJ. An emotional exposure-based treatment of traumatic stress for

Curr Rheumatol Rep           (2019) 21:30 Page 7 of 8    30 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2017.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2014-206741
https://doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2014-206741
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2016.09.003.
https://doi.org/10.1097/PSY.0b013e3182688e8b
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22444
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0032360
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1102693108
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1102693108
https://doi.org/10.1097/PSY.0b013e31819783be
https://doi.org/10.1097/PSY.0b013e31819783be
https://doi.org/10.1097/psy.0000000000000638
https://doi.org/10.1097/psy.0000000000000638
https://doi.org/10.1097/psy.0000000000000399
https://doi.org/10.1097/psy.0000000000000399
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2013.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2011.07.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2011.07.021
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD007407.pub3
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD007407.pub3
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0035747
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0035747
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-016-9844-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-016-9844-2
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X14000041
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X14000041
https://doi.org/10.3109/10673229.2012.677347
https://doi.org/10.3109/10673229.2012.677347
https://doi.org/10.1037/pst0000165
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2015.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2015.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2011.07.198
https://doi.org/10.1111/cpsp.12216
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbtep.2016.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbtep.2016.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11606-010-1418-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11606-010-1418-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2015.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2015.12.003


people with chronic pain: preliminary results for fibromyalgia syn-
drome. Psychother Theory Res Practice Train. 2008;45:165–72.

42. Slavin-Spenny O, Lumley M, Thakur E, Nevedal D, Hijazi A.
Effects of anger awareness and expression training versus relaxa-
tion training on headaches: a randomized trial. Ann Behav Med.
2013;46:181–92. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-013-9500-z.

43.• Ziadni MS, Carty JN, Doherty HK, Porcerelli JH, Rapport LJ,
Schubiner H, et al. A life-stress, emotional awareness and expres-
sion interview for primary care patients withmedically unexplained
symptoms: a randomized controlled trial. Health Psychol. 2018;37:
282–90. https://doi.org/10.1037/hea0000566 This clinical trial
demonsrates the efficacy of EAETconducted in a single session.

44. Carty JN, Ziadni MS, Holmes HJ, Tomakowsky J, Peters K,
Schubiner H, et al. The effects of a life stress emotional awareness
and expression interview for womenwith chronic urogenital pain: a
randomized controlled trial. Pain Med in press. 2018. https://doi.
org/10.1093/pm/pny182.

45. Thakur ER, Holmes HJ, Lockhart NA, Carty JN, Ziadni MS,
Doherty HK, et al. Emotional awareness and expression training
improves irritable bowel syndrome: a randomized controlled trial.

Neurogastroenterol Motil. 2017;29:e13143. https://doi.org/10.
1111/nmo.13143.

46.•• Lumley MA, Schubiner H, Lockhart NA, Kidwell KM, Harte S,
Clauw DJ, et al. Emotional awareness and expression therapy,
cognitive-behavioral therapy, and education for fibromyalgia: a
cluster-randomized controlled trial. Pain. 2017;158:2354–63 This
very large, well-conducted clinical trial demonstrates the effica-
cy of EAET not only against an active control condition, but
also against the gold standard, cognitive-behavioral therapy.

47. Boersma K, Sodermarck M, Hesser H, Flink IK, Gerdle B, Linton
SJ. The efficacy of a transdiagnostic emotion-focused exposure
treatment for chronic pain patients with comorbid anxiety and de-
pression: a randomized controlled trial. Pain. in press. 2019. https://
doi.org/10.1097/j.pain.0000000000001575.

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdic-
tional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

   30 Page 8 of 8 Curr Rheumatol Rep           (2019) 21:30 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-013-9500-z
https://doi.org/10.1037/hea0000566
https://doi.org/10.1093/pm/pny182
https://doi.org/10.1093/pm/pny182
https://doi.org/10.1111/nmo.13143
https://doi.org/10.1111/nmo.13143
https://doi.org/10.1097/j.pain.0000000000001575
https://doi.org/10.1097/j.pain.0000000000001575

	Emotional...
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Introduction: Background and Rationale
	Core Principles and Techniques of EAET
	Early Versions of EAET
	Recent Trials of EAET
	Critical Analysis of EAET
	Conclusions
	References
	Papers of particular interest, published recently, have been highlighted as: • Of importance •• Of major importance



