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Abstract

Postoperative pain has a negative influence on physical and mental recovery and may result
in a variety of postoperative complications. Listening to recorded music has been revealed to
reduce pain, but in addition to that, live bedside music further offers the possibility to
interact with the patient, respond to their emotions, and help them in adapting their
conditions. It, therefore, seems appropriate for older surgical patients. This study examines
the effect of live bedside music on postoperative elderly patients. The study was designed as
a prospective clinical pilot study with a control group. During six separate weeks, between
September 2016 and May 2017, data were collected using convenience sampling among the
postoperative patients aged =60 years (n = 35) accounting to 83 sessions. The intervention
was live music, person-centred improvisation and existing repertoire, performed by
professional musicians of a collaborating conservatoire for 10-15 min, one session a day on
three surgical wards of a university hospital. The control group (n = 43; 80 sessions) did not
receive the intervention. —The primary endpoint was pain, measured with a visual analog
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scale (VAS; score 0-10) before the intervention and after 30 minutes and 3 hours of the
session. Secondary endpoints were hemodynamic parameters, oxygen saturation, and
respiratory rate and anxiety. The Wilcoxon signed-rank test and Mann-Whitney U test were
performed to determine differences within and between groups. Perceived pain was
decreased in the live bedside music group at the time of the first post-test and continued to
be so for up to three hours (p = .004; p = .000). This decrease in pain was not observed in the
control group. There was no clinically relevant effect on secondary endpoints. Live bedside
music, performed by professional musicians, has a positive effect on the perceived pain of
elderly patients after surgery. Further research on the underlying mechanisms as well as
possible clinical implications is required.
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1. Introduction

In modern medicine, despite the introduction of new standards and guidelines, up to 40% of
patients experience moderate or severe pain after surgery [1]. Inadequate pain management
adversely influences physical and psychological factors, which may lead to severe complications,
such as delirium, pneumonia, anxiety, stress, and delayed wound healing [2, 3]. Elderly patients
experiencing pain can be given less pain medications compared with younger patients. Moreover,
the elderly are more likely to experience medication-related side effects [4-6]. This is relevant
considering that the current prevalence of polypharmacy in the elderly is 40 to 60% [7]. It is
pertinent to explore the effect of non-pharmaceutical interventions, which can be provided to a
group of potentially vulnerable elderly surgical patients. Some recently conducted studies
indicated that recorded music is effective in reducing postoperative pain in elderly patients [8-17].
Music has, to the best of our knowledge, no toxic side effects and therefore seems an attractive
intervention for elderly patients who are more prone to develop complications due to their
changed physiology and increased vulnerability [18]. Compared to recorded music, live bedside
music has the advantage of the possibility to interact with the patient, respond to emotions and
adapt to the patient’s situation. However, the effect of live bedside music on elderly patients is
unknown; therefore, this prospective clinical pilot study with a control group was carried out to
investigate the effect of live bedside music on pain in elderly patients after surgery.

2. Materials and Methods

The present pilot study was conducted as a part of the Meaningful Music in Health Care project
(MiMiC) between September 2016 and May 2017 at the University Medical Center Groningen, the
Netherlands, in collaboration with the Prince Claus Conservatoire of Groningen, Netherlands. As
per the knowledge of the authors, University Medical Center Groningen is probably the first
hospital to collaborate with a conservatoire and combine these two worlds for the benefit of
patients. Alteration in the pain perception was the primary endpoint of the present study and
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measured using a visual analog scale (VAS) after the live bedside music session. Secondary
outcomes that were taken into consideration were hemodynamic parameters, oxygen saturation
(Sp02), respiratory rate, and anxiety.

2.1 Participants and Setting

Patients admitted to one of the three surgical wards University Medical Center Groningen, the
Netherlands took part in the study. No sample size was formally calculated since convenience
sampling was done, maintaining the design of the intervention and availability of the musicians.
The inclusion criteria were patients were aged 60 years or older and had undergone surgery
during this hospital admission. The exclusion criteria were patients with total deafness (perception
deafness), the inability to communicate or the unwillingness or inability to provide written
informed consent and those.

2.2 Music Intervention Procedure

The pilot study was carried out in six separate weeks, where live bedside music was performed
by one to three professional musicians consisting of a clarinettist, flutist, violinist, contrabassist,
and cellist (for changing composition). These performing musicians with comprehensive
experience were all associated with the conservatoire.

The intervention was planned according to a fixed structure where it was performed once daily
in the morning between 11.00 a.m. to 12.15 p.m. The intervention was carried out for six or seven
consecutive days, one ward at a time following the fixed structure. Each ward was allowed to
participate for two separate weeks, and each day started with a joint session comprising of the
musicians, a mediator, the coordinating nurse of the ward, and the researchers. During this
session, patients who were present and able to participate were discussed, and the response of
the previous day was evaluated. The mediator was responsible for the time schedule and served
as an intermediary between the musicians, patients, and healthcare professionals. After the joint
session, one of the musicians walked the hallway and played an improvisation to notify the
patients that the musicians were present. The patients were visited at their bedside after the
walk-around. The music consisted of genre-based improvisation, idiomatic improvisation, the
repertoire of the musicians and person-centred improvisation. For person-centred improvisation,
the musician asked for input from the patient in the form of a landscape, feeling or colour. Using
improvisation, musicians created meaningful communication with the patient and involved the
patient in the process of composing music. The music sessions took place in single, double, and
guadruple rooms. The doors of individual rooms were closed and the sound for other patients
outside the room was blocked. Each session lasted approximately 10 to 15 minutes. One or two
pieces were played, depending on the patient’s wishes or condition. The musicians performed for
approximately 75 min each day, and afterward, there was a brief evaluation in which the
experiences were discussed. The participation of patients was allowed until the availability of the
musicians in the ward.

2.3 Data Collection

Patients were informed on the day of admission, prior to surgery or as soon as possible, by two
trained research assistants. Data on the patient characteristics (age, gender, nationality) and
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clinical condition were obtained from the patients, which included the date and surgical category,
comorbidity using the Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCl), and the patients were further classified
according to the American Society of Anesthesiologists (ASA). The degree of pain was measured 30
to 60 min before each intervention (pre-test), and 30 min after the live bedside music session
(post-test) and again after three hours (follow-up test).

To correct for natural changes in pain sensation over time, a control group was formed. The
same research assistants collected data in the control group in which no live music was played.
The data in the control group were collected during six separate weeks for five consecutive days
when the musicians were absent. The same inclusion and exclusion criteria and sampling method
were used in the control group.

2.4 Instruments

Pain was defined as ‘an unpleasant sensory and emotional experience associated with actual or
potential tissue damage or described in terms of such damage’ [19] and measured using the VAS
[20]. The VAS is also employed to measure various subjective clinical phenomena. The patient
verbally rates his/her pain on a 10-cm horizontal line. The starting point (0 cm) represents no pain,
while the other end (10 cm) represents the unendurable pain. VAS scores are directly proportional
to the degree of pain. Hemodynamic parameters and oxygen saturation were kept as secondary
outcomes and were measured using a non-invasive bedside monitor (Philips SureSigns VS2). The
respiratory rate was computed for one minute. The VAS was also used to measure the degree of
anxiety, and it is also directly proportional to the scores [14].

2.5 Statistical Analysis

Statistical analyses are presented using the median (range) and number (%). Data were checked
for normal distribution using Q-Q plots and the Shapiro-Wilk test. The independent samples t-test
was used to examine the differences in numerical data between the control and live bedside music
groups. The chi-squared test was used for the categorical data. Further, if data were normally
distributed, the paired samples t-test was used for the within-group analyses; if not, the Wilcoxon
signed-rank test was used. To analyze the difference between the groups, the Mann-Whitney U
test was used.

All statistical analyses were performed using IBM SPSS Statistics version 23 (IBM Corporation,
Armonk, NY). The data were considered statistically significant when P-values < 0.05 (two-sided).

2.6 Ethical Considerations

The medical ethics board concluded that this study did not fall within the scope of the Dutch
law of Medical Research Involving Human Subjects Act and provided dispensation for further
assessment. The study was registered on the national Netherlands Trial Register (trial ID:
NTR6046). Commonly used ethical principles in clinical trials were followed. All participating
patients in the study signed the written informed consent according to local regulations, and the
data collection was done following the Declaration of Helsinki. Participation in the test was solely
entitled to make individual decisions about the number of days they wanted to participate, and
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also, they were allowed to withdraw from the study at any time without consequences for their
care.

3. Results

Characteristics of the patients and the clinical data of both the control group and intervention
groups are detailed in Table 1. The live bedside music group consisted of 43 patients, whereas the
control group comprised 35 patients. The median age group of the study population was 70 years,
and approximately 60% of the participants were male. Over 50% of the patients underwent
intracavitary surgery. The median time of the first participation in the intervention group was two
days postoperatively (range 1-36) compared to three days in the control group (range 1-15). Most
of the patients participated for once or twice in the control group (79.1%) or the intervention
group (65.7%). No significant differences were found in patients and their clinical characteristic
data between both the groups. Approximately 40% of the patients declined to participate in
research or were not able to participate due to their medical conditions.

Table 1 Patient characteristics and clinical data.

Variables Control group Live bedside music group | p- value
(n=43) (n =35)
Age 70 (60-86) 70 (60-88) .786"
Gender .820"
Male 26 (60.5%) 20 (57.%)
Female 17 (39.5%) 15 (42.9%)
ccl 3 (0-10) 4 (0-9) .104°
Location of surgery 3017
Intracavitair 23 (53.5%) 19 (54.3%)
Extremity 17 (39.5%) 10 (28.6%)
Head-neck area 3(7%) 6(17.1%)
ASA - classification 2 (1-4) 2 (1-3) .245"
Days POD of first 3 (1-15) 2 (1-36) .530°
measurement
Number of 2 (1-5) 2 (1-7) .502°
participated/measured
session 20 (46.5%) 17 (48.6%)
1 14 (32.6%) 6 (17.1%)
2 5(11.6%) 4 (11.4%0
3 3 (7%) 2 (5.7%)
4 1(2.3%) 5(11.4%)
5 n.a. -
6 n.a. 2 (5.7%)
7

Presented as median (range) or number (%). A p-value of < 0.05 was considered significant.

x Independent samples T-Test

y Chi-square Test
z Mann Whitney U test
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3.1 Pain

The low pain scores measured on the VAS resulted in positively skewed distributed data and
median scores of zero for the live bedside music group (see Table 2). For the sake of illustration,
we presented the means of the pain scores of both groups instead of medians in Figure 1a. The p-
values are based on non-parametric testing. Statistical analysis revealed that a significant
diminution was noted between the pre-test and post-test score (Z = -2.916; p = .004) in the live
bedside music group that continued up to the follow-up test (Z = —4.200; p = .000). The control
group revealed a minimal, non-significant (Z = —0.492; p = .623) change in pain scores in the post-
test, and the follow-up test scores did not differ significantly (Z=-0.712; p = .476) when compared
to the pre-test. No differences were observed in the baseline pain scores between the groups (p
= .525). However, it was evident from the analysis that differences were revealed in the post-test
(U = 2518.0; p = .014) and follow-up test (U = 2119.5; p = .005), indicating live bedside group
perceived less pain at the post-test and follow-up test compared to the control group. Additional
analysis of patients, who underwent major surgery (intracavitair) showed a significant decrease of
pain scores on post-test (Z = -2.663; p = .008) and follow-up (Z = -3.531; p = .000) in the
intervention group. Patients with minor surgery (head-neck area & extremity) also showed a
decline in pain scores, which was only significant at the follow-up test (Z = -2.272; p = .023). A
comparison between major and minor surgery showed no significant difference.

Table 2 Comparison of results in- and between the groups per outcome.

Variables Control group n Live bedside Music n p-
(median-range) group (median- value
range)
Primary Pain Pre- test 0,40 (0-8,40) 80 0,00 (0,00-10,00) 83 .525
outcome  (VAS: 0-10) Post-test 0,15 (0-8,00) 78 0,00 (0,00-10,00)* 81  .014*
Follow-up 0,00 (0-8,00) 73 0,00 (0,00-04,00)* 75  .005*
test
Secondary Heart rate Pre- test 79,50 (46—-133) 80 80,00 (47-126) 80 0,085
outcomes (bpm) Post- test 76,50 (45-131) 78 79,00 (45-113) 1 78 0,126
Follow-up 80,00 (50-131) 73 78,00 (50-111)° 73 0,8
test
Respiratory Pre- test 16,00 (12-24) 80 18,00 (12-28) 80 0,03*
rate
(n per minute) Post- test 16,00 (12-24) 77 18,00 (11-30) 77 0,027*
Follow-up 16,00 (12-24) 73 18,00 (10-28) 73 0,022%
test
Saturation Pre- test 96,00 (78—100) 78 97,00 (92-100) 78 0.010*
(%) Post- test 97,00 (81-100) 77 98,00 (87-100) 77 0,051
Follow-up 97,00 (87-100) 72 98,00 (89-100) 72 0,001*
test
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Systolic Pre- test 132,00 (83-200) 80 124,00 (95-167) 80 0,038*

blood pressure Post- test 134,00 (84-192) 78 125,00 (76-182) 78 0,01*

(mmHG) Follow-up 136,00 (64-172) 73 122,00 (90-180) 73 0,017*
test

Diastolic Pre- test 69,00 (42—-108) 80 62,50 (28—-104) 80 ,002%*

blood pressure Post- test 68,00 (39-101) 78 63,00 (36-116) 78 ,004*

(mmHg) Follow-up 67,00 (42-95) ? 73 61,00 (29-97) 73 0,013*
test

Mean arterial Pre- test 84,00 (51-148) 78 76,00 (48-112) 78 0,001*

blood pressure Post- test 86,00 (55-136) 78 78,00 (54-119) 78 0,003*

(mmHg) Follow-up 84,00 (55-136° 73 74,00 (45-120)° 73 0,003*
test

Anxiety Pre- test 0,00 (0,00-10,00) 78 0,00 (0,00-10,00) 78 0,659

(VAS: 0-10) Post-test 0,00 (0,00-7,00)* 78 0,00 (0,00-2,70) 78 0,734
Follow-up 0,00 (0,00-8,00)° 73 0,00 (0,00-2,20)° 73 0,895
test

* sign. >p,005
1. significance difference within the group between pre-test and post-test measurement

2. significance difference within the group between pre-test and follow-up test measurement
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Figure 1 The dark gray line represents the control group and the light gray line the live
bedside music group. a: Mean pain mean scores, measured on a visual analog scale; b:
Mean anxiety scores, measured on a visual analog scale; c: Heart rate (bpm, mean
values).
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3.2 Hemodynamic Parameters
3.2.1 Heart Rate

The results exhibited that the heart rate was significantly reduced in the post-test (Z=-2.759; p
=.006) and remained lower at the follow-up test in the live bedside music group (t = 2.757; df = 74;
p = .007). Although non-significant, a change was noted in the control group during the post-test
measurement. It was observed that the heart rate increased after three hours, exceeding the pre-
test (Figure 1b). No significant statistical difference was observed when analyzed by the Mann-
Whitney U test between the groups at the three test points.

3.2.2 Blood Pressure

Overall, patients in the control group had higher blood pressure, resulting in a significant
difference at pre-test. In both groups, values exhibited a small increase at post-test and a decrease
3 hours later at the follow-up test. In the live bedside music group, these changes were not
significant. In the control group, these changes were for the diastolic blood pressure (t = 3.132; df
=72; p =.003) and for the MAP (Z =-2.830; p = .005).

3.3 Oxygen Saturation (Sp0O2) and Respiratory Rate

There was a significantly higher level of SpO2 at pre-test in the live bedside music group (Z = —
2.560; p =.010). In this group, Sp0O2 rose from a mean level of 97.05 (SD 2.33) to 97.35 (SD 2.47) at
post-test and 97.53 (SD 2.35) at follow-up, but not significantly. In the control group, SpO2 rose at
post-test from a mean level of 95.47 (SD 5.47) to 96.44 (SD 3.18), but decreased slightly at follow-
up (m 96.32; SD 2.58).

The respiratory rate was higher (18 breaths per minute) among patients in the live bedside
music group compared to the control group (16 times per minute). We found no differences
within the groups.

3.4 Anxiety

In both groups, the median VAS score was zero at all test points, and no significant differences
were found between the groups. A decrease in anxiety was noted between the pre-test and post-
test or the follow-up test in both groups, as illustrated in Figure 1c. Furthermore, the level of
anxiety range in the live bedside group as computed by VAS decreased considerably from 0-10 at
the pre-test to 0—2.7 at the post-test, 0—2.2 at the follow-up.

4, Discussion

Findings from the present investigation gathered evidence to demonstrate that live music
creates a positive environment and has a positive effect on the postoperative pain in the geriatric
patients that lasts for at least three hours. The same effects were not found in the control group.
To our best knowledge, no previous study has examined the effect of live music on pain,
specifically in the elderly surgical population. This study also distinguishes itself by the fact that a
prolonged decrease in pain perception, up to three hours after intervention, was found, despite
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the low pain scores at baseline in both groups. The pain scores were reduced by 0.59 at post-test
and 0.73 at follow-up; this is marginally greater than the results described in two meta-analyses
evaluating recorded music interventions postoperatively with a standardized mean difference of
0.53/0.71 [21, 22].

In the present study, we used a VAS to measure pain, which is a commonly used instrument for
this purpose in studies with similarly aged populations with recorded music [8, 10, 12, 14, 15, 17],
However, it remains unclear whether these findings reflect a reduction in pain medication. Some
of the earlier studies with recorded music yielded conflicting results in the reduction of pain
medication [8, 12, 13, 23]. It is difficult to generalize the data due to the heterogeneity of our
study population. Hence, the evidence-based effect of live music on drug use among the geriatric
surgical population is still obscure. Further research is needed to establish the influence of live
bedside music on pain, which is more pronounced in patients undergoing major surgery. The
underlying mechanistic pathway also deserves further insight. Furthermore, it is necessary to
understand and compare the effect of live music with recorded music to determine clinical
implications and draw definite conclusions. The results from the present investigation indicate
that live bedside music can be potentially used in pain management.

Although, due to the distribution of the data, the median score for anxiety was zero, there was
a notable decrease in the range of the live bedside group, which was not present in the control
group. This concords with previously conducted studies on elderly surgical patients with recorded
music that found a positive effect on anxiety [8, 12, 14, 17]. This is relevant because psychological
aspects such as anxiety can affect the postoperative pain of an older surgical patient and adversely
affect a patient’s recovery [24, 25].

Based on our data, music has some effect on psychological parameters, although its clinical
relevance is debatable. Non-parametric analyses of the heart rate revealed a significant decrease
between pre- and post-test values and pre- and follow-up test values, which was not found in
studies with recorded music [10, 12-15, 26, 27]. It can be presumed that live music affects the
autonomic nervous system. It is a well-acknowledged fact that the heart rate is regulated by the
autonomic nervous system, where the parasympathetic nervous system pacifies the body after
the action of the sympathetic nervous system. Heart rate increases when the sympathetic nervous
system is activated as a response toward harmful stimuli like pain or surgery, and responses are
monitored by calculating heart rate variability (HRV), which is the time difference between
consecutive heartbeats [28]. Earlier studies [29, 30] revealed that live music not only enhances
parasympathetic activity but also causes a reduction in sympathetic activity as measured by HRV.
The influence of live music on HRV in elderly patients after surgery, to our best knowledge, has not
been measured and should be further explored to gain insight into the mechanism behind the
effect of live music.

This study was performed with live music and conducted among a broad range of elderly
patients undergoing various types of major and complex surgery. The data were collected in both
groups by the same professionals, any Hawthorne effect cannot be completely ruled out due to
the nature of the intervention and focus on experienced pain of patients. The limited availability of
the musicians restricted the inclusion of patients who were admitted at the same time. However,
baseline characteristics between the live bedside music group and the control group did not differ.

In the Netherlands, music therapy is not common care in hospital wards, and certainly not in
surgical wards. In a previously conducted review on the effect of live music in older patients, no
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specific studies using live music therapy in surgical patients were found [18]. The intervention in
our study was performed by professional musicians and must not be confused with music therapy,
in which selected music-based interventions are applied using both music and the therapist-
patient relationship as agents of change, or with ‘music medicine’, an intervention in which music
is delivered by healthcare professionals [31]. In the analysis of pain perception, the effects of
musical characteristics like volume, beats per minute, patient’s choice of music, and various types
of improvisations, were not taken in to account. Some studies among young adults have shown
that personal preference and type of music played can be associated with the effect of music on
pain perception [32, 33]. However, a meta-analysis by Hole and colleagues (2015) found a positive
but non-significant effect of the music choice on reduction in pain [21]. Further research should be
done keeping these variables into account.

The study demonstrates the applicability of live bedside music is an attractive and likely
achievable option, which may create a new dimension in the working environment for
professional musicians. The advantage of this intervention is that live music is multi-faceted and
can be designed in various ways, which could be further explored. A larger-scale implementation
and formal feasibility study can potentially bring out obstructing economic factors as attitudes of
patients and healthcare professionals toward this innovative practice. Nevertheless, the results of
this study indicate that live music influences pain perception in geriatric surgical patients in a
positive way with no side effects.

5. Conclusion

Live bedside music, performed by professional musicians, has a positive effect on the perceived
pain of elderly patients after surgery compared with patients who did not receive the intervention.
Further research on the clinical implications, such as reduced pain medication usage, and the
mechanism behind decreased pain must be conducted.

Author Contributions

All authors contributed substantial, approved the final version and are accountable for all
aspects.

Funding

This research received no specific grant from any funding agency in the public, commercial or
not-for-profit sectors.

Competing Interests
The authors have declared that no competing interests exist.
References

1. Sommer M, de Rijke JM, van Kleef M, Kessels AGH, Peters ML, Geurts JWIM, et al. The
prevalence of postoperative pain in a sample of 1490 surgical inpatients. Eur J Anaesthesiol.
2008; 25: 267-274.

Page 10/13



OBM Geriatrics 2020; 4(3), doi:10.21926/obm.geriatr.2003125

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Vaurio LE, Sands LP, Wang Y, Mullen EA, Leung JM. Postoperative delirium: The importance of
pain and pain management. Anesth Analg. 2006; 102: 1267-1273.

Apfelbaum JL, Chen C, Mehta SS, Gan TJ. Postoperative pain experience: Results from a
national survey suggest postoperative pain continues to be undermanaged. Anesth Analg.
2003; 97: 534-540.

Yorke J, Wallis M, McLean B. Patients' perceptions of pain management after cardiac surgery
in an australian critical care unit. Heart Lung. 2004; 33: 33-41.

Faherty BS, Grier MR. Analgesic medication for elderly people post-surgery. Nurs Res. 1984;
33:369-372.

American Geriatrics Society Panel on the Pharmacological Management of Persistent Pain in
Older Persons. Pharmacological management of persistent pain in older persons. J Am Geriatr
Soc. 2009; 57: 1331-1346.

Oktora MP, Denig P, Bos JHJ, Schuiling-Veninga C, Hak E. Trends in polypharmacy and
dispensed drugs among adults in the Netherlands as compared to the United States. PLoS One.
2019; 14: 1-15.

Bauer BA, Cutshall SA, Anderson PG, Prinsen SK, Wentworth LJ, Olney TJ, et al. Effect of the
combination of music and nature sounds on pain and anxiety in cardiac surgical patients: A
randomized study. Altern Ther Health Med. 2011; 17: 16-23.

Zimmerman L, Nieveen J, Barnason S, Schmaderer M. The effects of music interventions on
postoperative pain and sleep in coronary artery bypass graft (CABG) patients. Sch Inq Nurs
Pract. 1996; 10: 153-170; discussion 171-174.

Masuda T, Miyamoto K, Shimizu K. Effects of music listening on elderly orthopaedic patients
during postoperative bed rest. Nord J Music Ther. 2005; 14: 4-14.

McCaffrey R, Locsin R. The effect of music on pain and acute confusion in older adults
undergoing hip and knee surgery. Holist Nurs Pract. 2006; 20: 218-224; quiz 225-226.

Allred KD, Byers JF, Sole ML. The effect of music on postoperative pain and anxiety. Pain
Manag Nurs. 2010; 11: 15-25.

Sendelbach SE, Halm MA, Doran KA, Miller EH, Gaillard P. Effects of music therapy on
physiological and psychological outcomes for patients undergoing cardiac surgery. J
Cardiovasc Nurs. 2006; 21: 194-200.

Lin PC, Lin ML, Huang LC, Hsu HC, Lin CC. Music therapy for patients receiving spine surgery. J
Clin Nurs. 2011; 20: 960-968.

Vaajoki A, Kankkunen P, Pietila AM, Vehvilainen-Julkunen K. Music as a nursing intervention:
Effects of music listening on blood pressure, heart rate, and respiratory rate in abdominal
surgery patients. Nurs Health Sci. 2011; 13: 412-418.

Chaput-McGovern J, Silverman MJ. Effects of music therapy with patients on a post-surgical
oncology unit: A pilot study determining maintenance of immediate gains. Arts Psychother.
2012; 39: 417-422.

Voss JA, Good M, Yates B, Baun MM, Thompson A, Hertzog M. Sedative music reduces anxiety
and pain during chair rest after open-heart surgery. Pain. 2004; 112: 197-203.

van der Wal- Huisman H, Dons KSK, Smilde R, Heineman E, van Leeuwen BL. The effect of
music on postoperative recovery in older patients: A systematic review. J Geriatr Oncol. 2018;
9: 550-559.

Page 11/13



OBM Geriatrics 2020; 4(3), doi:10.21926/obm.geriatr.2003125

19. International Association for the Study of Pain. IASP Terminology. 2017, dec. 14; Available at:
https://www.iasp-pain.org/terminology?navitemNumber=576. Accessed July, 17, 2019.

20. McCormack HM, Horne DJ, Sheather S. Clinical applications of visual analogue scales: A critical
review. Psychol Med. 1988; 18: 1007-1019.

21. Hole J, Hirsch M, Ball E, Meads C. Music as an aid for postoperative recovery in adults: A
systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet. 2015; 386: 1659-1671.

22. Kuhlmann AYR, de Rooij A, Kroese LF, van Dijk M, Hunink MGM, Jeekel J. Meta-analysis
evaluating music interventions for anxiety and pain in surgery. Br J Surg. 2018; 105: 773-783.

23. Vaajoki A, Pietila AM, Kankkunen P, Vehvilainen-Julkunen K. Effects of listening to music on
pain intensity and pain distress after surgery: An intervention. J Clin Nurs. 2012; 21: 708-717.

24. Muiioz Sastre MT, Albaret MC, Maria Raich Escursell R, Mullet E. Fear of pain associated with
medical procedures and illnesses. Eur J Pain. 2006; 10: 57-66.

25. Twiss E, Seaver J, McCaffrey R. The effect of music listening on older adults undergoing
cardiovascular surgery. Nurs Crit Care. 2006; 11: 224-231.

26. Barnason S, Zimmerman L, Nieveen J. The effects of music interventions on anxiety in the
patient after coronary artery bypass grafting. Heart Lung. 1995; 24: 124-132.

27. Nilsson U. Soothing music can increase oxytocin levels during bed rest after open-heart
surgery: A randomised control trial. J Clin Nurs. 2009; 18: 2153-2161.

28. McCraty R, Shaffer F. Heart rate variability: New perspectives on physiological mechanisms,
assessment of self-regulatory capacity, and health risk. Glob Adv Health Med. 2015; 4: 46-61.

29. Shoda H, Adachi M, Umeda T. How live performance moves the human heart. PLoS One. 2016;
11: e0154322.

30. Kurita A, Takase B, Okada K, Horiguchi Y, Abe S, Kusama Y, et al. Effects of music therapy on
heart rate variability in elderly patients with cerebral vascular disease and dementia. J
Arrhythm. 2006; 22: 161-166.

31. Bradt J, Magee WL, Dileo C, Wheeler BL, McGilloway E. Music therapy for acquired brain
injury. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2010. doi: 10.1002/14651858.CD006787.pub?2.

32. Martin-Saavedra JS, Vergara-Mendez LD, Pradilla |, Vélez-van-Meerbeke A, Talero-Gutiérrez C.
Standardizing music characteristics for the management of pain: A systematic review and

meta-analysis of clinical trials. Complement Ther Med. 2018; 41: 81-89.
33. Mitchell LA, MacDonald RA. An experimental investigation of the effects of preferred and
relaxing music listening on pain perception. J Music Ther. 2006; 43: 295-316.

Page 12/13


https://www.iasp-pain.org/terminology?navItemNumber=576

OBM Geriatrics 2020; 4(3), doi:10.21926/obm.geriatr.2003125

Enjoy OBM Geriatrics by:

1. Submitting a manuscript

2. Joining in volunteer reviewer bank
3. Joining Editorial Board

4. Guest editing a special issue

J/ For more details, please visit:
http://www.lidsen.com/journals/geriatrics

.\\ {®

Page 13/13


http://www.lidsen.com/account-login
mailto:geriatrics@lidsen.com
http://www.lidsen.com/journals/geriatrics/geriatrics-editorial-board
http://www.lidsen.com/journals/geriatrics/geriatrics-special-issues
http://www.lidsen.com/journals/geriatrics

