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OBJECTIVE Cancer patients often experience high levels of distress, which are particularly pronounced in the periop-
erative period. However, there is a dearth of research on distress rates in patients with metastatic spine disease (MSD).
This study aims to assess pre- and postoperative distress levels in patients with MSD undergoing surgical intervention,
as well as the association between distress and sociodemographic factors.

METHODS The authors retrospectively queried electronic medical records from a single institution for demographic
and clinical data on patients with MSD who underwent surgical intervention between 2015 and 2023. Data included
pre- (within 30 days of surgery) and postoperative (within 30 and 90 days of surgery) National Comprehensive Cancer
Network’s distress thermometer (NCCN-DT) scores. The proportion of patients with clinically signifcant distress (DT
score = 4) at each time point was examined, as well as changes between baseline distress and distress 30 days post-
operatively. The association between clinically signifcant distress and sex, age, race/ethnicity, and marital status was
assessed. A p value < 0.05 was considered signifcant.

RESULTS The study identifed 265 patients with complete NCCN-DT questionnaires. Nearly half (47.5%) of the patients
were female, with 66.0% identifying as Caucasian/White. The mean (z standard deviation) age at surgery was 61.4 £
12.1 years. Preoperatively, the mean distress score was 3.6 = 3.1 (range 0-10), with 89 (46.4%) of 192 patients reporting
moderate to severe distress (DT = 4). The mean distress score at 30 days postoperatively was 3.2 + 3.0 (range 0-10),
with 43.8% of patients reporting moderate to severe distress. At 90 days postoperatively, the mean distress score was
2.3+ 2.5 (range 0-9) with 26.6% of patients reporting moderate to severe levels. Non-White patients had signifcantly
higher preoperative distress than their White counterparts (p = 0.03).

CONCLUSIONS Distress is a common experience among patients with MSD undergoing surgical intervention. Preop-
eratively, nearly half of these patients report moderate to severe distress, with distress levels remaining elevated through
the 1st month after surgery. These fndings highlight the critical need for timely psychosocial interventions to address
distress at key stages of the surgical process. Race-based differences in distress rates emphasize the importance of
developing targeted support strategies for more vulnerable groups.

https://thejns.org/doi/abs/10.3171/2025.2. FOCUS24963
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psychological, and social experience, profoundly
impacts oncology patients by affecting their phys-
ical symptoms and overall treatment experience. Distress
is particularly prevalent among patients with cancer, with
levels reaching as high as 52% as measured by the Na-
tional Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) distress

D ISTRESS, characterized by an unpleasant emotional,

thermometer (DT)."* Additionally, sociodemographic
factors such as age, income, marital status, and gender
contribute to varying distress levels, with younger, low-
income, single, and female patients often experiencing
greater levels of distress.!"~” Although there has been in-
creasing awareness and study of distress in patients with
cancer, distress in patients with metastatic spine disease

ABBREVIATIONS DT = distress thermometer; MSD = metastatic spine disease; NCCN = National Comprehensive Cancer Network.
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(MSD) remains unstudied. This represents a signifcant
knowledge gap, given the prevalence of MSD; it is esti-
mated that approximately one-third of individuals with
primary cancer will develop spinal metastasis at some
point in their lives.?-1

MSD is frequently accompanied by an extensive symp-
tom burden, including severe pain, bowel and bladder
dysfunction, weakness, sensory changes, and at worst,
paralysis."13 In the face of severe pain or neurological
dysfunction, surgery can provide signifcant beneft, in-
cluding pain relief, reduced opioid use, improved mobility,
and enhanced quality of life.!*-'* However, there is limited
literature on the psychosocial impact of surgical interven-
tion in patients with MSD, with no study to date evalu-
ating perioperative distress. A prior systematic review
demonstrated high overall rates of perioperative distress
in patients with cancer, underscoring surgical intervention
as a critical time point for psychosocial support among
patients with cancer."” This review also revealed variations
in postoperative distress levels by cancer type, underscor-
ing the complexity of psychosocial distress and the need
for disease-specifc investigations.!”

Given the prevalence of MSD, its substantial symptom
burden, and the frequent need for surgical intervention,
assessing perioperative distress is essential for informed
decision-making. Identifying perioperative time points
when patients with MSD are most vulnerable to distress
will guide more effective interventions. Moreover, it is
important to determine whether sociodemographic dis-
parities observed in other cancer populations also apply
to patients with MSD. Therefore, this study aims to estab-
lish pre- and postoperative distress levels in patients with
MSD and explore the infuence of sociodemographic fac-
tors on distress.

Methods

We conducted a retrospective analysis of adult patients
diagnosed with spinal metastases. This study was deemed
exempt by the Duke University Health System IRB.

Patient Sample

Patients were identifed via our institution’s Center for
Brain and Spine Metastases. We reviewed all patients with
a diagnosis of MSD who underwent surgical intervention
for their spinal metastases between January 2015 and Oc-
tober 2023. Data were accessed and collected in Decem-
ber 2023. Patients younger than 18 years and those who
did not have DT data available were excluded.

Patient Variables

Patient demographic and clinical data were extracted
from the electronic medical record. Demographic vari-
ables included patient age at surgery, age at frst diagnosis
of spinal metastasis, sex, race/ethnicity, and marital sta-
tus. Clinical variables included date of surgery, admission
date, discharge date, procedure, and procedure date.

DT Data
The DT is a screening tool that asks patients to score
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their level of distress on a scale from O to 10, with higher
scores indicating greater distress.”® DT scores and date of
completion of the DT were extracted for all eligible pa-
tients. DT scores completed within 30 days before surgery
and 90 days after surgery were included. When multiple
DT scores were recorded on the same day (e.g., from dif-
ferent clinics), the average score for that day was used. The
preoperative DT score closest to the surgery date was des-
ignated as the baseline score. Postoperative distress scores
were recorded for 30 and 90 days after surgery, with 30-
day scores including those completed within 3 weeks + 1
week of surgery, and 90-day scores including those com-
pleted within 3 months + 2 weeks. Patients who under-
went subsequent surgeries within these timeframes were
excluded from the analysis.

Mean distress scores across the cohort were calculated
at each time point, as well as the proportion of patients
reporting clinically signifcant distress, defned as a DT
score = 4 according to NCCN guidelines.”” The relation-
ship between clinically signifcant distress and sex, age,
race/ethnicity, and marital status was evaluated at each
time point.

Statistical Analysis

Patient characteristics were summarized with num-
bers and percentages for categorical variables and mean
(standard deviation) for continuous variables. Independent
group differences were assessed using t-tests or Mann-
Whitney U-tests for continuous variables, and chi-square
or Fisher’s exact tests for categorical variables. Cross-
sectional differences in continuous distress scores and
the proportion of patients reporting clinically signifcant
distress at independent time points were analyzed using
the Kruskal-Wallis test and chi-square test, respectively.
For longitudinal analyses, the Wilcoxon signed-rank test
and McNemar’s test were used to compare the preopera-
tive period to 30 days postoperatively on categorical and
continuous variables, respectively. A post hoc sensitivity
analysis was conducted to evaluate potential demograph-
ic differences between patients who completed the DT at
baseline and those who did or did not complete it at 30
days postoperatively.

Among patients reporting distress (DT score > 0), the
association between clinically signifcant distress (defned
as a DT score = 4) at each time point and demographic
factors (sex, age, race/ethnicity, and marital status) was as-
sessed using chi-square tests of independence.

All statistical analyses were conducted using RStudio
(version 4.2.2, The R Foundation for Statistical Comput-
ing) and a signifcance level of p < 0.05 was applied for
all tests. No adjustments were made for multiple compari-
sons.

Results

Patient Demographics

Overall, 397 patients were identifed who underwent
surgical intervention for their spinal metastases (Table
1). Among these 397 patients, 265 had DT data available
at baseline, 30 days, or 90 days postoperatively (Table 2).
Of the 265 patients with DT data, 126 (47.5%) were fe-
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TABLE 1. Patient demographics (n = 397)

Characteristic Value

Mean age (SD), yrs

At surgery 62.0 (12.0)
At spinal metastasis diagnosis 61.0 (11.9)
Sex, n (%)
Male 212 (53.4)
Female 185 (46.6)
Race, n (%)
American Indian or Alaskan Native 3(0.76)
Asian 12 (3.02)
Black or African American 87 (21.9)
Caucasian/White 271 (68.3)
2 or more races 1(0.25)
Not reported/declined 14 (3.53)
Other 9(2.27)
Race: categorical, n (%)
Non-White 126 (31.7)
Caucasian/White 271 (68.3)
Marital status, n (%)
Single 57 (14.4)
Divorced 44 (11.1)
Legally separated 5(1.26)
Life partner 2(0.50)
Married 248 (62.5)
Marital status: categorical, n (%)
All others 147 (37.0)
Life partner or married 250 (63.0)

male. The mean (SD) age at the time of surgery was 61.4
(12.1) years, and the mean age at diagnosis of spinal me-
tastasis was 60.6 (12.0) years. One hundred seventy-fve
patients (66.0%) identifed as Caucasian/White and 90
(34.0%) identifed as non-White (including Black or Af-
rican American, Asian, and American Indian or Alaskan
Native). Detailed demographic data for all patients who
underwent surgical intervention for spinal metastases are
provided in Table 1, and demographic data for patients
with DT data at baseline, 30 days, or 90 days postopera-
tively is summarized in Table 2.

Pre- and Postoperative Distress Scores

One hundred ninety-two patients had preoperative
baseline distress scores recorded. The mean baseline DT
score was 3.6 + 3.1 (range 0—10), with 89 (46.4%) reporting
clinically signifcant distress (Fig. 1A). One hundred sixty
patients had DT scores recorded 30 days postoperatively,
with a mean score of 3.2 + 3.0 (range 0—-10). Of these pa-
tients, 70 (43.8%) reported clinically signifcant distress
(Fig. 1B). Among the 143 patients who had distress scores
recorded 90-days postoperatively, the mean DT score was
2.3 £2.5 (range 0-9), with 38 (26.6%) reporting clinically
signifcant distress (Fig. 1C).

Overall, there was a signifcant difference in median
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TABLE 2. Patient demographics for patients with DT data (n =
265) at baseline, 30 days, or 90 days postoperatively

Variable Value

Mean age (SD), yrs

At surgery 61.4 (12.1)
At spinal metastasis diagnosis 60.6 (12.0)
Sex, n (%)
Male 139 (52.5)
Female 126 (47.5)
Race, n (%)
American Indian or Alaskan Native 1(0.38)
Asian 10 (3.77)
Black or African American 63(23.8)
Caucasian/White 175 (66.0)
2 or more races 1(0.38)
Not reported/declined 8 (3.02)
Other 7(2.64)
Race: categorical, n (%)
Non-White 90 (34.0)
Caucasian/White 175 (66.0)
Marital status, n (%)
Single 36 (13.6)
Divorced 27 (10.2)
Legally separated 2(0.75)
Life partner 2(0.75)
Married 172 (64.9)
Widowed 0(0.0)
Unknown 0(0.0)
Marital status: categorical, n (%)
All others 91 (34.3)
Life partner or married 174 (65.7)

distress scores across the various time periods (p < 0.001),
as well as in the percentage of patients experiencing clini-
cally signifcant distress (p = 0.001; Table 3). Specifcally,
46.4% of patients reported clinically signifcant distress
at baseline, which decreased to 26.6% at 90 days postop-
eratively. When comparing distress scores between base-
line and 30 days postoperatively, no signifcant reduction
in distress was observed among patients who had scores
recorded at both time points (p = 0.208; Table 4). Sen-
sitivity analysis indicated that there were no signifcant
demographic differences between patients who completed
the DT at 30 days postoperatively and those who did not
(Table 5).

Sociodemographic Predictors of Distress

Among those reporting distress, non-White patients
had signifcantly higher distress at baseline (p = 0.03). Dis-
tress rates were similar by patient sex, marital status, and
age at baseline (Fig. 2). Although not signifcant, patients
who were White, female, older, and nonmarried/nonpart-
nered tended to have higher rates of distress at the 30-day
postoperative time point.
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Discussion with MSD experienced clinically signifcant distress
. . . preoperatively, with elevated distress levels persisting

This study is among the frst to provide a comprehen- through the 1st month after surgery before beginning to
sive analysis of perioperative distress among patients with decline. In addition, this study revealed race-based differ-
MSD. An important fnding is that nearly half of patients ences in distress levels, with non-White patients reporting

TABLE 3. Distress trends across time points

Distress Variable Baseline,n =192 30 Days Postop, n =160 90 Days Postop, n =143 p Value

Continuous
Median (IQR) 3.00 (0.00-6.00) 3.00 (0.00-5.00) 1.00 (0.00-4.00) <0.001*
Mean (SD) 3.6(3.) 3.2(3.0 2.3(2.5)

Categorical, n (%) 0.001t
<4 103 (53.6) 90 (56.2) 105 (73.4)
24 89 (46.4) 70 (43.8) 38 (26.6)

* Kruskal-Wallis test.
t Chi-square test.
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TABLE 4. Distress trends baseline to 30 days postoperatively

Distress Variable Baseline, n = 107 30 Days Postop, n = 107 p Value
Continuous
Median (IQR) 3.00 (0.00-5.00) 2.00 (0.00-5.00) 0.208*
Mean (SD) 3.16 (2.87) 2.75 (2.83)
Categorical, n (%) 0.60671
<4 64 (59.8) 68 (63.6)
>4 43 (40.2) 39 (36.4)

* Wilcoxon signed-rank test.
t McNemar's test.

higher preoperative distress compared with their White
counterparts. These fndings highlight critical periods of
heightened distress and identify sociodemographic groups
at greater risk, emphasizing the need for targeted interven-
tions and enhanced psychosocial support for vulnerable
populations.

Few studies to date have investigated perioperative
distress in patients with cancer, and none (to the authors’
knowledge) have specifcally focused on patients with spi-
nal metastases. The existing literature reveals consider-

able variability in preoperative distress rates across differ-
ent cancer types. For example, patients with bone and soft
tissue tumors have a median preoperative distress score
of 2.3, with 31.9% experiencing clinically signifcant dis-
tress.” In contrast, patients with endometrial cancer re-
port a median preoperative distress score of 3, with 47.8%
experiencing clinically signifcant distress.?' Patients with
brain cancer, however, exhibit much higher levels of dis-
tress, with a mean preoperative score of 6.4 and 59% re-
porting severe distress (DT > 6).22 The heightened preop-

TABLE 5. Sensitivity analysis of patients without DT data at 30 days postoperatively

Patients w/ Baseline
But Not 30-Day Postop

Patients Followed From
Baseline To 30 Days

Variable Data, n =85 Postop, n = 107 p Value

Mean age at surgery (SD), yrs 62.6 (11.6) 60.0 (13.0) 0.169

Sex, n (%) 0.313
Female 35(41.2) 53 (49.5)

Male 50 (58.8 54 (50.5)

Race, n (%) 0.352
American Indian or Alaskan Native 1(1.18) 0 (0.00)

Asian 2 (2.35) 2(1.87)
Black or African American 18 (21.2) 21 (19.6)
Caucasian/White 55 (64.7) 80 (74.8)
Not reported/declined 5(5.88) 2(1.87)
Other 4(4.71) 2(1.87)

Race: categorical, n (%) 0.175
Non-White 30(35.3 27 (25.2)
Caucasian/White 55 (64.7 80 (74.8

Marital status, n (%) 0.820
Single 9(10.6) 9(8.41)

Divorced 9 (10.6) 10 (9.35)
Legally separated 0(0.00) 2(1.87)
Life partner 0 (0.00) 1(0.93)
Married 57 (67.1) 75 (70.1)
Unknown 1(1.18) 0(0.00)
Widowed 9 (10.6) 10 (9.35)

Marital status: categorical, n (%) 0.664

All others 28 (32.9) 31(29.0)
Life partner or married 57 (67.1) 76 (71.0)
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FIG. 2. Box-and-whisker plots showing sociodemographic trends among patients reporting distress according to race (A), sex (B),

marital status (C), and age (D). **p < 0.05.

erative distress among patients with brain cancer may be
attributed to severe symptoms such as headaches, nausea,
and seizures, as well as anxiety related to the complexi-
ties and risks of brain surgery. The fndings of the present
study align with the distress levels observed in patients
with endometrial cancer but are lower than those reported
for patients with brain cancer. This variability underscores
the need to tailor distress assessments and support strate-
gies to the specifc context of each cancer type.

Moreover, we found that nearly half of patients with
MSD continue to experience clinically signifcant distress
30 days after surgery. This contrasts with the fndings of
Renovanz et al., who reported a notable decrease in dis-
tress among patients with brain cancer within the frst 10
days after surgery, with fewer than 40% reporting severe
distress compared with nearly 60% preoperatively.”? The
discrepancy between these distress trends highlights the
importance of considering cancer type when evaluating
psychosocial needs and developing appropriate screening
timelines. While distress may be most acute preoperative-
ly for patients with brain cancer, those with MSD face on-
going challenges related to painful recovery and awaiting
biopsy results, resulting in persistent distress beyond the
initial postoperative period. Therefore, targeted periopera-
tive support for patients with MSD should extend through
the 1st month following surgery.

We observed racial disparities in distress among pa-
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tients with MSD, with non-White patients experiencing
higher levels of preoperative distress. This nding is con-
sistent with the broader literature demonstrating that racial
and ethnic minorities often face greater distress compared
with White patients across various cancer types.?>~2* Dis-
parities in access to and utilization of supportive services
further exacerbate these issues, as non-White patients re-
port higher unmet needs and less access to supplemental
services such as palliative care and hospice.”">® These
disparities not only impact patient outcomes and survival
rates but also highlight a critical need for targeted inter-
ventions.”3? The present study thus contributes to the
growing body of evidence underscoring the necessity for
tailored support strategies to address the unique needs of
vulnerable populations, reinforcing the importance of eq-
uitable access to comprehensive care and support services.

Our study did not fnd a signifcant difference in dis-
tress levels based on marital status, which contrasts with
prior research suggesting that marriage or a committed re-
lationship often serves as a buffer against distress across
various health conditions, including cancer.*? Previous
studies have demonstrated that married patients tend to
have better outcomes, reduced mortality, improved cancer
surveillance, and a higher likelihood of seeking defnitive
care.**3 For patients with MSD, who face a considerable
burden of disease and may require extensive assistance
with activities of daily living, social support becomes even
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more crucial 337 It is possible that patients with MSD re-
ceive social support in different forms, or that the sample
size in our study was insuffcient to detect a meaningful
difference. Regardless, these fndings underscore the on-
going importance of social support in managing distress,
particularly for those who are single or live alone, and sug-
gest that future research with larger samples is needed to
better understand this relationship.

Limitations of the Study

While this study provides valuable insights into periop-
erative distress among patients with MSD, it is not without
limitations. The DT only offers a partial view of distress;
to gain a more comprehensive understanding, future re-
search should incorporate complementary tools such as
the NCCN Problem List to identify specifc sources of
distress. Additionally, the relatively small sample size
may have limited our ability to detect signifcant sociode-
mographic differences. Furthermore, we did not examine
factors such as income, employment, or insurance status,
which may infuence distress levels. Despite these limita-
tions, the study provides a robust overview of periopera-
tive distress in patients with MSD and underscores the
need for ongoing improvements in patient care.

Conclusions

Distress is prevalent among patients with MSD under-
going surgery. Preoperatively, nearly half of these patients
report moderate to severe distress, and these distress lev-
els remain elevated through the 1st month postoperatively.
This study highlights the critical need for timely psycho-
social interventions to address distress at key stages of the
surgical process. Race-based differences in distress rates
emphasize the importance of developing targeted support
strategies for more vulnerable groups. By identifying these
high-risk populations, this study underscores the need for
tailored, ongoing support to enhance patient care and ad-
dress disparities in the longitudinal management of MSD.

References

1. Graves KD, Arnold SM, Love CL, Kirsh KL, Moore PG,
Passik SD. Distress screening in a multidisciplinary lung
cancer clinic: prevalence and predictors of clinically signif-
cant distress. Lung Cancer. 2007;55(2):215-224.

2. Johnson RL, Gold MA, Wyche KF. Distress in women with
gynecologic cancer. Psychooncology. 2010;19(6):665-668.

3. Mehnert A, Hartung TJ, Friedrich M, et al. One in two cancer
patients is signifcantly distressed: prevalence and indicators
of distress. Psychooncology. 2018;27(1):75-82.

4. Zabora J, BrintzenhofeSzoc K, Curbow B, Hooker C, Pianta-
dosi S. The prevalence of psychological distress by cancer
site. Psychooncology. 2001;10(1):19-28.

5. Admiraal JM, Reyners AK, Hoekstra-Weebers JE. Do cancer
and treatment type affect distress? Psychooncology. 2013;
22(8):1766-1773.

6. Han CJ, Gigic B, Schneider M, et al. Risk factors for cancer-
related distress in colorectal cancer survivors: one year post
surgery. J Cancer Surviv. 2020;14(3):305-315.

7. Giese-Davis J, Waller A, Carlson LE, et al. Screening for
distress, the 6th vital sign: common problems in cancer out-
patients over one year in usual care: associations with marital
status, sex, and age. BMC Cancer. 2012;12:441.

10.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

25.

26.

27.

28.

Rowe et al.

. Claus EB. Neurosurgical management of metastases in the

central nervous system. Nat Rev Clin Oncol. 2011;9(2):79-86.

. Van den Brande R, Cornips EM, Peeters M, Ost P, Billiet C,

Van de Kelft E. Epidemiology of spinal metastases, meta-
static epidural spinal cord compression and pathologic ver-
tebral compression fractures in patients with solid tumors: a
systematic review. J Bone Oncol. 2022;35:100446.

Wewel JT, O’Toole JE. Epidemiology of spinal cord and col-
umn tumors. Neurooncol Pract. 2020;7(1)(suppl 1):i5-i9.

. Barzilai O, Versteeg AL, Goodwin CR, et al. Association of

neurologic defcits with surgical outcomes and health-related
quality of life after treatment for metastatic epidural spinal
cord compression. Cancer. 2019;125(23):4224-4231.

. Cole JS, Patchell RA. Metastatic epidural spinal cord com-

pression. Lancet Neurol. 2008;7(5):459-466.

. Rose PS, Buchowski JM. Metastatic disease in the thoracic

and lumbar spine: evaluation and management. J Am Acad
Orthop Surg. 2011;19(1):37-48.

Choi D, Fox Z, Albert T, et al. Rapid improvements in pain
and quality of life are sustained after surgery for spinal me-
tastases in a large prospective cohort. Br J Neurosurg. 2016;
30(3):337-344.

Paulino Pereira NR, Groot OQ, Verlaan JJ, et al. Quality of
life changes after surgery for metastatic spinal disease: a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Clin Spine Surg. 2022;
35(1):38-48.

Schoenfeld AJ, Losina E, Ferrone ML, et al. Ambulatory
status after surgical and nonsurgical treatment for spinal me-
tastasis. Cancer. 2019;125(15):2631-2637.

Rowe DG, O’Callaghan E, Yoo S, et al. Perioperative trends
in distress among cancer patients: a systematic review and
meta-analysis. Cancer Med. 2025;14(6):¢70456.

Riba MB, Donovan KA, Andersen B, et al. Distress Manage-
ment, Version 3.2019, NCCN Clinical Practice Guidelines in
Oncology. J Natl Compr Canc Netw. 2019;17(10):1229-1249.
Clinical Practice Guidelines in Oncology (Version 2.2023).
National Comprehensive Cancer Network. Accessed January
15,2023. https://www.nccn.org/professionals/physician_gls/
pdf/distress.pdf

Ise M, Nakata E, Katayama Y, et al. Prevalence of psycholog-
ical distress and its risk factors in patients with primary bone
and soft tissue tumors. Healthcare (Basel). 2021;9(5):566.
Reid HW, Broadwater G, Montes de Oca MK, et al. Distress
screening in endometrial cancer leads to disparity in referral
to support services. Gynecol Oncol. 2022;164(3):622-627.
Renovanz M, Gutenberg A, Haug M, et al. Postsurgical
screening for psychosocial disorders in neurooncological
patients. Acta Neurochir (Wien). 2013;155(12):2255-2261.
Apenteng BA, Hansen AR, Opoku ST, Mase WA. Racial
disparities in emotional distress among cancer survivors:
insights from the Health Information National Trends Survey
(HINTS). J Cancer Educ. 2017;32(3):556-565.

. Kjelstrom S, Wynn C, Larson S. African American males

have more distress during cancer treatment than white males.
AmJ Men Health. 2023;17(3):15579883231157978.

Rohan EA, Gallaway MS, Huang GC, et al. Disparities in
psychosocial distress screening and management of lung and
ovarian cancer survivors. JCO Oncol Pract. 2022;18(10):
el704-e1715.

John DA, Kawachi I, Lathan CS, Ayanian JZ. Disparities in
perceived unmet need for supportive services among patients
with lung cancer in the Cancer Care Outcomes Research and
Surveillance Consortium. Cancer. 2014;120(20):3178-3191.
Bazargan M, Bazargan-Hejazi S. Disparities in palliative and
hospice care and completion of advance care planning and
directives among non-Hispanic Blacks: a scoping review of
recent literature. Am J Hosp Palliat Care. 2021;38(6):688-718.
Jin MC, Hsin G, Ratliff J, et al. Modifers of and dispari-

ties in palliative and supportive care timing and utilization

Neurosurg Focus Volume 58 « May 2025 7

Brought to you by Duke University | Unauthenticated | Downloaded 04/02/26 04:59 PM UTC



Rowe et al.

among neurosurgical patients with malignant central nervous
system tumors. Cancers (Basel). 2022;14(10):2567.

29. Reid SW, Patel PC, Wolfe MT. The struggle is real: self-em-
ployment and short-term psychological distress. J Bus Ventur
Insights. 2018;2018(9):128-136.

30. Shin JK, Kang D, Kim S, et al. Association between distress
at diagnosis and disease-free survival among patients with
resectable colon cancer: a large cohort study. Ann Surg. 2023;
278(3):e534-e539.

31. EllisJ, Lin J, Walsh A, et al. Predictors of referral for spe-
cialized psychosocial oncology care in patients with meta-
static cancer: the contributions of age, distress, and marital
status. J Clin Oncol. 2009;27(5):699-705.

32. Hearne BN. Psychological distress across intersections
of race/ethnicity, gender, and marital status during the
COVID-19 pandemic. Ethn Health. 2022;27(8):1932-1951.

33. Aizer AA, Chen MH, McCarthy EP, et al. Marital status and
survival in patients with cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2013;31(31):
3869-3876.

34. Hinyard L, Wirth LS, Clancy JM, Schwartz T. The effect of
marital status on breast cancer-related outcomes in women
under 65: a SEER database analysis. Breast. 2017;32:13-17.

35. Inverso G, Mahal BA, Aizer AA, Donoff RB, Chau NG, Had-
dad RI. Marital status and head and neck cancer outcomes.
Cancer. 2015;121(8):1273-1278.

36. Akezaki Y, Nakata E, Kikuuchi M, et al. Factors affecting
the quality of life of patients with painful spinal bone metas-
tases. Healthcare (Basel). 2021;9(11):1499.

37. Abrahm JL, Banffy MB, Harris MB. Spinal cord compres-
sion in patients with advanced metastatic cancer: “all I care
about is walking and living my life”. JAMA. 2008;299(8):
937-946.

Disclosures

Dr. Goodwin reported receiving grants from the Robert Wood
Johnson Harold Amos Medical Faculty Program during the con-
duct of the study; grants from the US FDA and NIH and personal
fees from Medtronic and from the journal Spine (as deputy edi-
tor), outside the submitted work; and patent application/invention
disclosures outside of the current work.

8 Neurosurg Focus Volume 58 « May 2025

Author Contributions

Conception and design: Goodwin, Rowe, Johnson, Erickson.
Acquisition of data: Goodwin, Rowe, Goodin. Analysis and inter-
pretation of data: Goodwin, Rowe, Woo, O’Callaghan, Goodin,
Crowell, Johnson, Erickson. Drafting the article: Goodwin, Rowe,
Woo, O’Callaghan, Barrett, Dalton, Erickson. Critically revising
the article: Goodwin, Rowe, Woo, O’Callaghan, Luo, Zachem,
Dalton, Crowell, Johnson, Erickson. Reviewed submitted ver-
sion of manuscript: Goodwin, Rowe, Woo, O’Callaghan, Barrett,
Zachem, Dalton, Crowell, Johnson, Erickson. Approved the final
version of the manuscript on behalf of all authors: Goodwin. Sta-
tistical analysis: Crowell. Administrative/technical/material sup-
port: Goodwin, Luo. Study supervision: Goodwin, Erickson.

Correspondence

C. Rory Goodwin: Duke University Medical Center, Durham, NC.
spineresearch@dm.duke.edu.

Brought to you by Duke University | Unauthenticated | Downloaded 04/02/26 04:59 PM UTC



