[ Downloaded from rjms.iums.ac.ir on 2026-06-26 ]

[ DOI: 10.47176/rjms.32.44 ]

Check for
updates

L) https://doi.org/10.47176/rjms.32.44  \F+F 515 5 WV FF s sy o5le FY o555 15l) ySiirjs gle alan

F0lgy SIRS| gy 5 Gadiub b 2 paduid s gadib b Sbud b ki 5

Ql)ﬂ‘ ()‘l)yil ‘j\),;; ol&isly (J:JL‘ Uml;,;sol,) 5/,:5.) ‘5975,;‘.5\) (bl o

Msarafraz@shirazu.ac.ir (Jstws odiw g #) ol s s ol (b (lis gy 09,5 latils 131580 o LS 5 s300

Ol s 5l oKzl il guolidlgy 09,5 bl 13 8 5L ald s
Ol il e oliily il (i lgy 095 ¢bobtiwl 1 Slosl (g0

EXN ¢S

o jlgals’
«Sls)
aible

AR VAR TAR IR R

VLYY ol b

(ol e (BL_dlgy lacglds o Lo oo di8)S a3 (Kak 09,5 S lgisdy Voeme YN oyl ( byl
loste Bl sy o Sy wyp i b adllas oyl 295 0 48 )S 00300 (63 Slos WYMBT 5 aulded (slocslow
ol ples p clbmCdis td g ke g Cate) oms ST adble ot nSIT 585 b)) 5 (50l IMES] 09,8 4w
.8 plodl oy,

—a—ass (bSlS 4 saiSanlye olew (os)f)m)b)éj \\‘) 0SS )b OF (55 (rhaie dslllas u;‘ :)'5 055)
u]ab.c u»Laa duuw)al b Waools .asus (SAodlwd (WJL.»J 9 ):Juggi/ou 039y Py ‘ug)f (ﬁ)l‘“‘ ‘th)919§ UUQ)..»))
L g 6391555 95595 bowiaanSIT dolisiin py g i o cdls dalintiun p ¢ dous (ko g Cuto Ciblge dolidunyy  hio 5 Coto
JRERW I WE I Q}a)'i 5 el g

Obbrs (gilwaled ;5 (5ylgubd oimdlis a8 wish |, (PR o YL JUS)9lsS Gl s 4 Mo ol ylows 1B
st adble (VL ISy o8 039) oy & Mie (o 5 Cdio ot (i 095 Srlow & Mise (ilows
5 oaalie (oline cglis HSsT Ciblge j3 .oly Lis |y (eus

Ol 5 X o gl ) (Bilyy M Jlosoly) 5 (b lgy Coglis 4 b lote Sloms (sl ) 18 S dongts
CMalae (b jd Wilgi oo baaidly pl llad e old £Bd g JSbrs gla puudlSe L OYMB! l 51 S o a8 dad 0

Al S (S0lsy e (el il ppstde » 6Nk 5 Wedia Sy,

sl 0325 5 )8 1l o )5
25 o ol S Colos ko

dlio ol 4 slowwl oguds

Saadat M, Sarafraz M, Hadianfard H, Imani M. From Affective Distinctions to Diagnostic Categories: Reclassifying
Psychosomatic Disorders Psychoanalytically. Razi J Med Sci. 2025(7 Jun);32.44.

Copyright: ©2024 The Author(s); Published by Iran University of Medical Sciences. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms
of the CC BY-NC-SA 4.0 (https:/creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/4.0/deed.en).

wsawl A5 5 3 )9u0 CC BY-NC-SA 4.0 by Galbo SIHT (s i 39504y Allite ¢yl pLinisl®


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7276-9885
https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.47176/rjms.32.44
http://dx.doi.org/10.47176/rjms.32.44
https://rjms.iums.ac.ir/article-1-9081-fa.html

[ Downloaded from rjms.iums.ac.ir on 2026-06-26 ]

[ DOI: 10.47176/rjms.32.44 ]

un uesy

L))

= Razi Journal of Medical Sciences. 2025(7 Jun);32.44. https://doi.org/10.47176/rjms.32.44 oty

[ Original

From Affective Distinctions to Diagnostic Categories: Reclassifying Psychosomatic

Disorders Psychoanalytically

Mohsen Saadat: PhD Student of Clinical Psychology, Shiraz University, Shiraz, Iran

Mahdireza Sarafraz: Associate Professor, Department of Clinical Psychology, Shiraz University, Shiraz, Iran

(*Corresponding Author) Msarafraz@shirazu.ac.ir

Habib Hadianfard: Professor, Department of Clinical Psychology, Shiraz University, Shiraz, Iran

Mahdi Imani: Assistant Professor, Department of Clinical Psychology, Shiraz University, Shiraz, Iran

Abstract

Background & Aims: Psychosomatic disorders are conditions in which emotional and
psychological factors play a substantial role in the onset, maintenance, or exacerbation of physical
illnesses. Despite extensive psychoanalytic exploration of psychosomatic phenomena—particularly
through the seminal works of the Paris Psychosomatic School and the Object Relations School in
London—many empirical studies still conceptualize psychosomatic disorders as a homogeneous
diagnostic category. Such oversimplification neglects the heterogeneity and potentially distinct
psychodynamic mechanisms underlying different types of psychosomatic conditions, such as
Colorectal cancer (CRC), Crohn’s disease (CD), and irritable bowel syndrome (IBS). Accurate
classification of psychosomatic disorders is crucial for optimizing treatment planning and improving
patient outcomes, as different emotional mechanisms may necessitate different therapeutic
approaches. Despite theoretical models, few empirical studies have systematically tested these
psychodynamic distinctions in clinical populations. The present study was designed to examine
whether these disorders exhibit unique emotional and psychological profiles that justify distinct
classification. Building upon psychoanalytic theory and incorporating insights from
psychoneuroimmunological research, the study aimed to investigate key emotional variables—
including alexithymia, implicit and explicit affect, and trait-state anger—as potential differentiators
among psychosomatic subgroups. Ultimately, the research sought to propose an emotion-based and
psychodynamically informed model for distinguishing cancer, autoimmune, and functional
psychosomatic disorders, thereby contributing to more nuanced conceptualization and targeted
therapeutic interventions.

Methods: This cross-sectional, comparative study was conducted with a total of 56 participants,
evenly divided into four groups: patients diagnosed with CRC, CD, IBS, and a healthy control group.
Participants were recruited through purposive sampling from specialist medical clinics and screened
according to stringent inclusion and exclusion criteria specific to each condition. The inclusion
criteria for the clinical groups required a confirmed diagnosis for at least six months and absence of
severe psychiatric comorbidities, while controls were selected based on the absence of chronic
physical or psychiatric illness. All participants completed assessments in a quiet, private room under
the supervision of a trained clinical psychologist, ensuring standardization and reducing response
bias. Potential confounding factors such as medication status, comorbidities, and demographic
variables were recorded and statistically controlled where applicable. Data collection was carried
out in controlled clinical settings to minimize external influences on psychological assessment.
Psychological variables were measured using four validated psychometric instruments. The 20-item
Toronto Alexithymia Scale (TAS-20) assesses difficulties in identifying and describing emotions
and a tendency toward externally oriented thinking. The Positive and Negative Affect Schedule
(PANAS) evaluates self-reported explicit emotional states over the preceding weeks. The Implicit
Positive and Negative Affect Test (IPANAT) measures unconscious affective tendencies through
associative word ratings, offering insight into emotional processes beyond conscious awareness.
The State-Trait Anger Expression Inventory-2 (STAXI-2) distinguishes between stable, trait-based
anger and situational, reactive anger, as well as anger expression versus suppression. All measures
demonstrated strong internal consistency in this sample, with Cronbach’s alpha ranging between
0.81 and 0.90. Data analysis was performed using SPSS-26. Descriptive statistics summarized the
sample characteristics and variable distributions. One-way ANOVA tests were conducted to
examine differences among groups, followed by post-hoc Tukey tests to determine pairwise
comparisons where significant effects were found. Finally, discriminant analysis was employed to
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assess the predictive power of the psychological variables in accurately classifying participants into
their diagnostic categories, providing both statistical rigor and practical applicability.

Results: The findings demonstrated significant differences in emotional profiles across the three
psychosomatic groups. Patients with CRC scored highest on alexithymia (M = 66.57), followed
closely by CD (M = 67.01), with IBS (M = 55.46) and controls (M = 46.53) scoring significantly
lower. Although the difference between CRC and CD was not statistically significant (p > 0.05),
both groups showed significantly higher alexithymia compared to IBS and controls (p <0.001). This
supports psychoanalytic conceptualizations, particularly those of the Paris School, suggesting that
patients with more structurally impaired conditions such as cancer and autoimmune diseases exhibit
profound difficulties in affect symbolization and mentalization, manifesting somatically. Implicit
negative affect was highest in the IBS group (M = 4.49), surpassing CD (M = 4.28), CRC (M =
4.09), and controls (M = 3.06). The difference between IBS and the other clinical groups was
statistically significant (p < 0.001), whereas differences between CRC and CD were negligible.
These results are consistent with psychoanalytic theories that functional disorders like IBS are
characterized by unconscious, but symbolizable, emotional conflict, reflecting a less severe
structural impairment. Trait anger was highest among CD patients (M = 26.28), exceeding CRC (M
=24.07), IBS (M =19.71), and controls (M = 17.35). The difference between CD and both IBS and
controls was statistically significant (p < 0.01), and the difference between CD and CRC was also
significant (p < 0.05). These findings align with psychoneuroimmunological perspectives linking
suppressed, unprocessed anger to heightened inflammatory responses, suggesting a psychodynamic
mechanism in autoimmune pathogenesis. No statistically significant differences emerged among
groups in explicit affect as measured by PANAS, underscoring the limitation of relying solely on
conscious self-reports to distinguish psychosomatic subtypes and emphasizing the importance of
implicit and trait-based assessments.

The discriminant analysis demonstrated that the combination of alexithymia, implicit negative
affect, and trait anger correctly classified 85% of participants into their respective groups. This
model demonstrated high specificity and sensitivity in distinguishing among the clinical subgroups,
providing strong evidence for its diagnostic utility. Wilks’ Lambda indicated significant
discriminative power for alexithymia (A = 0.76, p <0.001), implicit affect (A = 0.68, p <0.01), and
trait anger (A = 0.62, p < 0.05). Notably, alexithymia was most effective in differentiating cancer
and autoimmune groups, whereas implicit affect was the strongest predictor of functional disorders
like IBS.

Conclusion: The results substantiate a psychoanalytically informed classification of psychosomatic
disorders based on distinct emotional profiles. CRC was characterized predominantly by high
alexithymia and impaired symbolization, CD by unresolved trait anger linked to immune
dysregulation, and IBS by elevated implicit negative affect reflective of unconscious conflict and
less severe structural deficit. These findings carry significant theoretical and clinical implications.
Theoretically, they lend empirical support to the psychoanalytic distinction between structural and
functional disorders, providing evidence that such distinctions are not merely conceptual but
reflected in measurable psychological variables. From a clinical perspective, they highlight the
necessity of tailoring psychotherapeutic and psychobiological interventions to the emotional
functioning and representational capacities unique to each subgroup, facilitating more effective and
individualized care. Moreover, these findings offer guidance for training clinicians in recognizing
subtle emotional patterns that inform psychodynamic case formulations and intervention planning.
Importantly, this study bridges psychoanalytic and psychoneuroimmunological perspectives,
demonstrating their complementary contributions to understanding mind-body interactions in
illness. Interdisciplinary collaboration between psychoanalysts, immunologists, and behavioral
scientists is recommended to further elucidate these complex interactions and to develop integrative
treatment models. Future research should extend these findings by incorporating larger, more
diverse samples, exploring neurobiological and immunological markers in conjunction with
psychological assessments, and evaluating the impact of targeted psychodynamic interventions on
both psychological and somatic outcomes in psychosomatic disorders.
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