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ABSTRACT

Recently, we have seen growing interest among patients with chronic
conditions to track their health-related data. There are many wear-
able devices available to track different health data. However, track-
ing pain is mostly done by using pen and paper or mobile apps. In
collaboration with a healthcare professional we designed a portable
pain tracker, PainBit. To gain an understanding of patients’ perspec-
tives on our tracker, we conducted two case studies with patients
living with chronic pain. We asked patients to use PainBit for two
weeks and later conducted semi-structured interviews with them.
Patients found PainBit useful for tracking their pain and they pre-
ferred using a physical device, PainBit, to track their pain over using
a mobile phone. Patients suggested reducing the size and weight
of PainBit in the next iterations. We report on the lessons learnt
through our design process and the evaluation studies.

Index Terms: Human-centered computing— Visualization—Visu-
alization techniques—Treemaps; Human-centered computing—
Visualization— Visualization design and evaluation methods

1 INTRODUCTION

Pain is a difficult metric to measure and properly quantify. The
measurement of pain is important for chronic pain patients, as track-
ing pain can give patients a better understanding of how to manage
their chronic pain. Additionally, collecting pain tracking data helps
patients become active contributors to their own care, and allows
healthcare professionals to better support patients, leading to im-
proved quality of care.

Many people develop chronic pain after an injury, illness, or
surgery, meaning the pain persists for months after the cause is
resolved. Chronic pain syndrome is a condition that keeps many
patients in pain throughout their days. These patients can experience
pain spikes at any time, and related research has shown that tracking
pain and finding patterns can give them a better understanding of
how to manage their chronic pain condition [3].

When the body is injured, nerves send millions of signals to the
brain, resulting in feelings of pain [9]. Since pain has a complex
system, it is difficult to measure the pain signals. Researchers have
investigated various methods to measure pain, such as using heart
rate monitors to look for elevation in beat rate and correlating it to
pain response [2].

However, these methods may not measure pain accurately since
external factors such as anxiety, fear, and adrenaline can cause the
same physical responses as pain [6]. The most common way to
measure pain is for people to self-report their pain levels [5].
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Clinical studies have also found that self-monitoring pain by
chronic patients not only leads to patients having a greater under-
standing of how to cope with their condition, but they also become
active contributors to their own care [1]. Additionally, the collected
data can help healthcare professionals support patients with man-
aging their pain, leading to improved quality of care [3]. However,
patients with chronic pain can often feel fatigued, which can make
their everyday tasks more difficult and logging pain on top of their
tasks can be demanding for them. Therefore, it is important to have
an easy to use pain tracker for logging pain effortlessly [8].

To be able to record pain accurately and swiftly, patients suffering
from chronic diseases need to have a portable device to record their
pain as they may feel a pain response while busy with daily activities.
Wearable technology allows patients to keep pain tracking devices
close at hand throughout the day. Additionally, there are mobile
phone apps on the market where patients can record and track their
pain levels [7].

Thus our goal in this research was to design, develop, and eval-
uate a portable pain tracking device for patients with chronic pain
to record their pain levels. We proposed various portable device
designs for tracking pain and received feedback from our healthcare
professional collaborators on the designs. In an iterative process, we
implemented our design ideas and developed PainBit. We evaluated
the effectiveness of PainBit by asking patients to use the device for
two weeks. Lastly, we conducted post study semi-structured inter-
views with patients to gain a better understanding of their experience
using PainBit.

With this research, we contribute the design, development and
evaluation of a portable pain tracking device for chronic pain pa-
tients.
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Figure 1: Pain tracker in a 3D printed case.

2 METHODS

Upon receiving ethics approval, we conducted our study in two
phases. In the first phase, we asked participants to collect their
pain level whenever they experienced pain using our tracker for
two weeks. In the second phase, we conducted semi-structured
interviews with participants and asked them about their experience
using the tracker.




2.1 Patient Recruitment

We recruited study participants through word of mouth and advertis-
ing the study on social media. Interested participants expressed their
interest by contacting the researchers. We screened interested people
who contacted us to match our inclusion criteria: adults (over the
age of 18) who have been diagnosed with chronic pain (e.g., back
pain, headache, Arthritis, cancer), have no cognitive disability (able
to give informed consent), have hand motor abilities, and are able to
speak English. Once we received the consent form, we sent PainBit
to participants via post. We provided a $20 gift card to participants
in appreciation for their time.

2.2 Patient Data Collection

We asked participants to fill out a demographic form and collected in-
formation about their age, sex, chronic condition(s), and the number
of years living with a chronic condition(s). We mailed the hardware
tracker to participants and asked them to record their pain using the
tracker for two weeks. The data was stored locally on the device.
Once participants finished the two-week study period, we asked
them to send the device back to us for data extraction.

Figure 2: Fred (Patient 1) pain level data collected over 2 weeks.
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Figure 3: Dale (Patient 2) pain level data collected over 2 weeks

2.3 Patient Interviews

After the two-week data collection period, we conducted interviews
with participants to learn about their experience using PainBit. Our
team conducted the interview via Microsoft Teams. We audio-
recorded and transcribed the interviews to analyze participants’ in-
puts to improve our designs in future studies. Interviews lasted
between 30 to 40 minutes.

We asked participants questions related to their experience with
tracking their pain: How often did you use the device? Was there
any day that you did not record your pain? If yes, why did you skip
recording your pain? Did you use the device every time you felt
pain? We also asked if participants had prior experience tracking
their pain and What other device or app they used. We also asked
participants about their experience using the device and how accu-
rately it displayed the pain they felt. Lastly, we asked if they had any

suggestions to improve the device. To inform the future design of an
app to display the data, we asked participants how they would like
to see the data collected from the tracker and what delivery format
they would prefer to see their data.

Using applied thematic analysis [4], we qualitatively analyzed
the interview responses by two analysts in our team. The analysts
read the interview transcripts line by line and identified prominent
codes and generated a codebook. The codes were then compared for
agreement. Then, analysts systematically grouped codes into candi-
date themes. Themes were compared and refined. Disagreements
in the assignment of codes and themes were resolved by consensus
arbitrated by the senior researcher in the team.

3 RESULTS AND CONCLUSION

In collaboration with a healthcare provider, we designed a portable
pain tracker device, PainBit, targeted for patients with chronic pain.
Upon several iterations, we finalized PainBit implementation and
conducted two case studies with patients using PainBit for two weeks
and sharing their experience with us. From analyzing the results
of our case studies, we identified several avenues to improve the
design of PainBit. First, in the next iteration, we are planning to
reduce the size and weight and design a wearable tracker that could
be worn on a wrist. Second, to increase battery charging capacity,
we plan on testing different batteries and assessing their weight and
compatibility to increase battery life. Lastly, we will investigate
wearable designs with customization options. We are developing the
second iteration of PainBit, which takes concerns such as battery life,
size, weight, and form factor into account and improves in all those
areas. The new form factor of the device will serve as wearable in
the same fashion as a FitBit meant for pain tracking specifically.

The results of our study are a stepping stone for designing future
targeted health tracking devices. We hope that in the long term, the
results of these studies continue to contribute to the healthcare field
to potentially offer enhanced care for patients with chronic pain.
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