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Exercise and Neuropathic Pain: A General
Overview of Preclinical and Clinical
Research
Brianna N. Leitzelar and Kelli F. Koltyn*

Abstract

Neuropathic pain is a disease of the somatosensory system that is characterized by tingling, burning, and/or shooting
pain. Medication is often the primary treatment, but it can be costly, thus there is an interest in understanding
alternative low-cost treatments such as exercise. The following review includes an overview of the preclinical and
clinical literature examining the influence of exercise on neuropathic pain. Preclinical studies support the hypothesis
that exercise reduces hyperalgesia and allodynia in animal models of neuropathic pain. In human research,
observational studies suggest that those who are more physically active have lower risk of developing neuropathic
pain compared to those who are less active. Exercise studies suggest aerobic exercise training (e.g., 16 weeks); a
combination of aerobic and resistance exercise training (e.g., 10–12 weeks); or high-intensity interval training (e.g., 15
weeks) reduces aspects of neuropathic pain such as worst pain over the past month, pain over the past 24 h, pain
scores, or pain interference. However, not all measures of pain improve following exercise training (e.g., current pain,
heat pain threshold). Potential mechanisms and future directions are also discussed to aid in the goal of understanding
the role of exercise in the management of neuropathic pain. Future research using standardized methods to further
understanding of the dose of exercise needed to manage neuropathic pain is warranted.
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Key Points

� Animal studies demonstrate exercise training
reduces pain behaviors (i.e., mechanical and thermal
hyperalgesia and/or allodynia) in models of
neuropathic pain.

� Human studies suggest moderate aerobic exercise
training, combined aerobic and resistance exercise
training, or high-intensity interval training reduces
some, but not all, measures of neuropathic pain.

� Potential mechanisms of these effects include
microglial activity, inflammatory markers, heat
shock protein 72, neurotrophins, neurotransmitters,
the opioid system, and the endocannabinoid system.

Background
According to the International Association for the Study
of Pain, neuropathic pain “is caused by a lesion or dis-
ease of the somatosensory system” and is typically char-
acterized by spontaneous numbness, tingling/shooting,
or burning pain. Neuropathic pain is difficult to treat,
and few patients experience full relief. The complicated
treatment and symptom burden of chronic neuropathic
pain often comes with high economic burden. In fact,
annual costs related to neuropathic pain (i.e., painful dia-
betic neuropathy; small fiber neuropathy; and neuro-
pathic pain resulting from human immunodeficiency
virus, HIV; spinal cord injury, SCI; chronic low back
pain; or surgery/trauma) in 2011–2012 were estimated
to be 27,259 US dollars per patient [1]. Thus, it is im-
perative to determine low cost and effective treatments
to lessen this burden.
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Neuropathic pain arises from damage or threat of
damage to the somatosensory system that leads to mal-
adaptive nociception [2–4]. Under normal conditions,
nociception is activated when one encounters a dam-
aging stimulus (i.e., touching a hot stove), under threat
of damage, or upon tissue injury which activates protect-
ive responses (i.e., hand withdrawal from stove, healing
response to injured site). Once a damaging stimulus is
sensed, nociceptive neurons send signals from the site of
injury (i.e., peripheral nerves), through the dorsal root
ganglion (DRG), to the spinal cord (i.e., dorsal horn),
which ultimately transports signals to the brain (i.e., as-
cending control). These ascending inputs are processed
centrally, and descending outputs are carried down
through the spinal cord and back to the dorsal horn to
modulate pain signals (i.e., descending control) through
excitatory and inhibitory neurons. Typically, ascending
nociceptive signals cease once the stimulus (i.e., heat, tis-
sue injury) is gone; however, some individuals develop
chronic pain (i.e., maladaptive nociception). In the case
of neuropathic pain, maladaptive signaling develops from
damage to central or peripheral neurons.
The defining feature of neuropathic pain is the experi-

ence of pain in the absence of a stimulus (i.e., ectopic
signaling) which is thought to result from nerve damage
from injury (e.g., nerve injury), disease processes (e.g.,
diabetes; HIV), or external insults (e.g., chemotherapy
treatment) that cause peripheral nerve sensitization (i.e.,
hyperexcitability of peripheral nerves) and/or central
sensitization (i.e., hyperexcitability of nociceptive spinal
neurons) [2–5]. As damaged nerves degenerate, areas of
sensory loss form when the nerve is completely severed;
however, any remaining fibers or fibers near the dam-
aged site can send ectopic signals [2]. In the periphery,
changes in ion channel sensitivity allow action potentials
to be generated in response to low level inputs that
would not trigger a pain signal under normal conditions
[2–5]. Thus, frequent and spontaneous signals are sent
from the periphery to the dorsal horn of the spinal cord.
This increased peripheral input sensitizes spinal neu-
rons, increasing ascending nociceptive input (i.e., central
sensitization). In addition, central sensitization can be
caused by maladaptive descending control as well as the
loss of inhibitory interneurons in the DRG, which are
controlled by systems such as serotonin, opioid, and
endocannabinoid systems [6]. It is also thought that
there is a strong neuroimmune response to nerve dam-
age which contributes to peripheral and central
sensitization [7]. Central and peripheral sensitization
lead to hyperalgesia (i.e., exaggerated pain response to a
painful stimulus) and/or allodynia (i.e., presence of pain
response to an innocuous stimulus).
Current clinical practice guidelines focus primarily on

pharmacological treatment [8–12]. Specifically, first-line

treatments include anti-epileptics, tricyclic anti-
depressants, topical treatments, and serotonin-
norepinephrine reuptake inhibitors. Other pharmaco-
logical treatments include lidocaine or capsaicin patches,
opioid agonists, and botulinum toxin A [2]. There are
also guidelines on non-pharmacological interventions
[10, 13, 14] which include neural blockade, surgical in-
terventions, and spinal cord stimulation; however, these
treatments are not effective for all types of peripheral
neuropathies and may come with risks such as infection
[2]. Other non-pharmacological treatments may include
cranial and/or deep brain stimulation and intrathecal
therapies that deliver drugs directly to affected neurons;
however, the safety of these interventions has not been
fully determined. Similarly, psychotherapy or comple-
mentary techniques such as acupuncture, Tai Chi
Chuan, or exercise may be employed; however, the effi-
cacy of such techniques is largely unknown.
Exercise may be a particularly important treatment op-

tion for patients with neuropathic pain, due to its wide
array of established health benefits, such as reduced risk
of chronic diseases including cardiovascular disease, type
2 diabetes, and cancer; reduced depression and anxiety;
and improved sleep, cognition, bone health, and physical
function [15]. However, before exercise can be recom-
mended, researchers must establish its efficacy for pa-
tients who experience neuropathic pain. Therefore, the
purpose of this review is to summarize the preclinical
and clinical research examining the effects of exercise on
neuropathic pain.

Methodological Approach
A narrative review format was chosen to present a gen-
eral overview of the literature to date. Since this is a bur-
geoning area of research, this overview will be helpful
for researchers and clinicians who are interested in ad-
vancing the literature base. To do this, the authors
searched databases (Academic Search Premier, Google
Scholar, PubMed, and Web of Science) from their incep-
tion to the present for relevant literature and the last
search was conducted on 2 June 2020. Relevant litera-
ture included observational and experimental studies
examining the influence of physical activity or exercise
on neuropathic pain. Search terms included terms re-
lated to neuropathy (e.g., diabetic peripheral neuropathy,
DPN; chemotherapy-induced peripheral neuropathy,
CIPN; HIV), physical activity (e.g., exercise, resistance
training, aerobic exercise), and pain (e.g., neuropathic
pain, hyperalgesia, allodynia). Preclinical studies were in-
cluded if the animals studied were models of neur-
opathy, if animals underwent nociceptive testing, and at
least one group underwent exercise training. Addition-
ally, meta-analyses of preclinical literature were in-
cluded. Observational and experimental human studies
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were included if the condition being studied related to
neuropathic pain. In addition, observational evidence
needed to measure physical activity to be included. Ex-
perimental evidence was included if at least one treat-
ment arm was an exercise training program. Further, it
is important to note that a distinction between neur-
opathy and neuropathic pain was made for this review
and only studies where the authors could comment spe-
cifically on the impact of the exercise training on pain
were included. In total, 44 preclinical studies were iden-
tified through the search criteria; 4 studies were ex-
cluded because the exercise intervention was combined
with other treatments (n = 3) or there were no nocicep-
tive tests included (n = 1). A total of 26 clinical studies
were found; 14 studies were excluded because the as-
sessments were not specific to neuropathic pain (n = 5),
the impact of pain could not be isolated from neur-
opathy symptoms (n = 4), the study examined the acute
impact of exercise (n = 1), or the intervention was not
considered an exercise stimulus (n = 4).

Preclinical Evidence
There is a plethora of preclinical evidence examining the
influence of exercise on neuropathic nociception (i.e., re-
sponses to noxious stimuli), and this research is summa-
rized in Table 1. Researchers use several animal models
to understand the utility of exercise as a treatment for
neuropathic pain by employing different behavioral tests
to understand responses to noxious stimuli. Preclinical
models include sciatic nerve injury (SNI), DPN, CIPN,
complex regional pain syndrome (CRPS), and SCI. Com-
mon tests include applying mechanical (e.g., VonFrey fil-
aments) and thermal (e.g., hot plates, acetone) stimuli
and measuring the animals’ response. In general, aerobic
exercise protocols reduce exaggerated responses (i.e., hy-
persensitivities) to these tests. In fact, recent meta-
analyses concluded exercise training reduced nociceptive
responses to mechanical and thermal tests compared to
no exercise controls in animal models of peripheral
nerve injury (i.e., SNI and DPN) [56] and SCI [57].
A brief look at the wider literature supports the con-

clusions of the aforementioned meta-analyses. Specific-
ally, 1–6 weeks of treadmill running [17–19, 22–24, 27–
34] and 6–39 days of swim training [16, 19–21] reduced
mechanical and thermal indices of nociception in SNI
models of neuropathic pain. Further, there is consistent
evidence that 7–14 weeks of treadmill running reduced
mechanical indices of nociception in SCI models of
neuropathic pain [38, 39, 45]. While there is less litera-
ture in DPN, CIPN, and CRPS models, in general, 4–10
weeks of treadmill running [48, 49, 51, 52, 54], 4–10
weeks of swim training [47, 50, 53], and 23–28 days of
wheel running [55] ameliorated abnormal nociception in
these models. Other durations of exercise training are

less conclusive [17, 24, 25, 40–42, 44], suggesting there
may be an optimal exercise duration for effective neuro-
pathic pain management. Further, one study demon-
strated wheel running induced mechanical allodynia
when it started 2 weeks after nerve injury [40], which re-
quires further investigation. Also, it is important to note
that animal models are not fully representative of the
human pain experience [58]; thus, it is important to
understand if human research demonstrates similar ben-
efits of exercise. Accordingly, the purpose of the follow-
ing section is to provide an overview of the clinical
research to date.

Clinical Evidence
In the wider chronic pain (i.e., pain lasting more than 3
months or past normal tissue healing) literature, exercise
is considered an important component of effective
chronic pain management. In fact, treatment guidelines
published by the Centers for Disease Control suggest in-
cluding exercise as a part of the treatment plan for
chronic pain that should be used before opioid-based
pharmacological treatments [59]. Observational evidence
suggests regular physical activity (i.e., 2–3 days per week
of exercise) reduces the risk for chronic pain by 10–15%
in those younger than 65 and by 20% in those 65 years
or older [60]. Further, meta-analytic evidence suggests
small to moderate reductions in pain in individuals with
fibromyalgia [61, 62], moderate reductions in chronic
low back pain [63], and small benefits for improving
knee osteoarthritis [64, 65]. While there is consistent
evidence that chronic exercise training is beneficial for
reducing pain in chronic low back pain, fibromyalgia,
and knee osteoarthritic samples, the clinical literature
base for individuals with neuropathic pain is in its
infancy.

Observational Evidence
Observational evidence suggests physical activity is asso-
ciated with lower pain in colorectal cancer survivors
treated with chemotherapy [66] and individuals with
type 2 diabetes [67, 68] (see Table 2). Specifically, colo-
rectal cancer survivors treated with chemotherapy and
who were active (i.e., reported 150 min of moderate-
intensity physical activity per week) were less likely than
those who were inactive to report pain and other symp-
toms of CIPN such as trouble standing/walking, weak-
ness, cramps, and loss of strength in their hands [66]. In
addition, when only participants who reported CIPN
scores in the top 30% (i.e., severe CIPN) were included,
active participants reported experiencing less pain, lower
fatigue scores, and higher function compared to individ-
uals who were inactive. In individuals with diabetes, the
evidence demonstrates that physical inactivity is a risk
factor for painful diabetic neuropathy [67, 68]. For

Leitzelar and Koltyn Sports Medicine - Open            (2021) 7:21 Page 3 of 16



Ta
b
le

1
Su
m
m
ar
y
of

pr
ec
lin
ic
al
ev
id
en

ce
ex
am

in
in
g
th
e
im

pa
ct

of
ex
er
ci
se

tr
ai
ni
ng

on
ne

ur
op

at
hi
c
no

ci
ce
pt
io
n

St
ud

y
Pa

in
m
od

el
Ex
er
ci
se

m
od

al
it
y

Ex
er
ci
se

p
ro
g
ra
m

d
ur
at
io
n

Ex
er
ci
se

Se
ss
io
n

(f
re
qu

en
cy

an
d
d
ur
at
io
n)

Ex
er
ci
se

In
te
ns
it
y

M
ec
ha

ni
sm

O
ut
co

m
e

Ku
ph

al
et

al
.

(2
00
7)

[1
6]

SN
I

Sw
im

m
in
g

Va
rie
d

90
m
in
/d
ay

N
ot

in
di
ca
te
d

N
A

↓
C
ol
d
al
lo
dy
ni
a

↓
Th
er
m
al
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia

C
ob

ia
nc
hi

et
al
.

(2
01
0)

[1
7]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

1
w
ee
k

8
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

60
m
in
/d
ay

20
–5
2
cm

/s
M
ic
ro
gl
ia

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a
(1

w
ee
k)

↔
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a
(8

w
ee
ks
)

Bo
bi
ns
ki
et

al
.

(2
01
1)

[1
8]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

2
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

10
m
/m

in
In
fla
m
m
at
io
n

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
lh

yp
er
se
ns
iti
vi
ty

↓
C
ol
d
hy
pe

rs
en

si
tiv
ity

C
he

n
et

al
.

(2
01
2)

[1
9]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

Sw
im

m
in
g

6
w
ee
ks

39
da
ys

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

60
m
in
/d
ay

7
da
ys
/w

ee
k

90
m
in

2–
1.
8
km

/h
H
SP
72

an
d
in
fla
m
m
at
io
n

↓
H
ea
t
se
ns
iti
vi
ty

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

Sh
en

an
d

C
he

ng
(2
01
3)

[2
0]

SN
I

Sw
im

m
in
g

4
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

60
m
in
/d
ay

N
ot

in
di
ca
te
d

N
A

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
Th
er
m
al
al
lo
dy
ni
a

A
lm

ei
da

et
al
.

(2
01
5)

[2
1]

SN
I

Sw
im

m
in
g

5
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

10
–5
0
m
in
/d
ay

N
ot

in
di
ca
te
d

M
ic
ro
gl
ia
,n
eu
ro
tr
op

hi
ns

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
lh

yp
er
se
ns
iti
vi
ty

Bo
bi
ns
ki
et

al
.

(2
01
5)

[2
2]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

2
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

10
m
/m

in
Se
ro
to
ni
n

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
lh

yp
er
se
ns
iti
vi
ty

Ki
m

et
al
.

(2
01
5)

[2
3]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

4
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

8–
22

m
/m

in
En
do

ge
no

us
op

io
id

sy
st
em

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
Th
er
m
al
al
lo
dy
ni
a

Lό
pe

z-
À
lv
ar
ez

et
al
.(
20
15
)

[2
4]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

5
se
ss
io
ns

9
se
ss
io
ns

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

60
m
in
/d
ay

10
–3
2
cm

/s
N
eu
ro
tr
op

hi
ns

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
lh

yp
er
al
ge

si
a
(5

an
d
9
se
ss
io
n)

↓
H
ea
t
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia
(5

se
ss
io
n)

Sh
ea
ha
n
et

al
.

(2
01
5)

[2
5]

SN
I

W
he

el
ru
nn

in
g

2
w
ee
ks

Vo
lu
nt
ar
y

Vo
lu
nt
ar
y

N
A

↔
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

G
ra
ce

et
al
.

(2
01
6)

[2
6]

SN
I

W
he

el
ru
nn

in
g

(p
rio

r
to

in
ju
ry
)

6
w
ee
ks

Vo
lu
nt
ar
y

Vo
lu
nt
ar
y

M
ic
ro
gl
ia
an
d

in
fla
m
m
at
io
n

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

Ka
m
ie
t
al
.

(2
01
6)

[2
7]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

1
w
ee
k

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

60
m
in
/d
ay

7
m
/m

in
G
A
BA

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
H
ea
t
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia

Ka
m
ie
t
al
.

(2
01
6)

[2
8]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

1
w
ee
k

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

60
m
in
/d
ay

7
m
/m

in
M
ic
ro
gl
ia

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
H
ea
t
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia

W
ak
ai
zu
m
i

et
al
.(
20
16
)

[2
9]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

2
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

60
m
in
/d
ay

6
m
/m

in
12

m
/m

in
D
op

am
in
e

↓
Ta
ct
ile

al
lo
dy
ni
a
(b
ot
h)

↓
Th
er
m
al
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia
(b
ot
h)

Sa
fa
kh
ah

et
al
.

(2
01
7)

[3
0]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

3
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

16
m
/m

in
In
fla
m
m
at
io
n

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
Th
er
m
al
al
lo
dy
ni
a

Ts
ai
et

al
.

(2
01
7)

[3
1]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

3
w
ee
ks

7
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

14
–1
6
m
/

m
in

@
8%

gr
ad
e

In
fla
m
m
at
io
n

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
H
ea
t
al
lo
dy
ni
a

Bo
bi
ns
ki
et

al
.

(2
01
8)

[3
2]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

2
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

10
m
/m

in
In
fla
m
m
at
io
n,
m
ic
ro
gl
ia
,

ne
ur
ot
ro
ph

in
s

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
lh

yp
er
al
ge

si
a

Leitzelar and Koltyn Sports Medicine - Open            (2021) 7:21 Page 4 of 16



Ta
b
le

1
Su
m
m
ar
y
of

pr
ec
lin
ic
al
ev
id
en

ce
ex
am

in
in
g
th
e
im

pa
ct

of
ex
er
ci
se

tr
ai
ni
ng

on
ne

ur
op

at
hi
c
no

ci
ce
pt
io
n
(C
on

tin
ue
d)

St
ud

y
Pa

in
m
od

el
Ex
er
ci
se

m
od

al
it
y

Ex
er
ci
se

p
ro
g
ra
m

d
ur
at
io
n

Ex
er
ci
se

Se
ss
io
n

(f
re
qu

en
cy

an
d
d
ur
at
io
n)

Ex
er
ci
se

In
te
ns
it
y

M
ec
ha

ni
sm

O
ut
co

m
e

Lό
pe

z-
À
lv
ar
ez

et
al
.(
20
18
)

[3
3]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

12
da
ys

60
m
in
/d
ay

10
–3
2
cm

/s
A
dr
en

er
gi
c
an
d
se
ro
to
ni
n

sy
st
em

s
↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
Th
er
m
al
al
lo
dy
ni
a

Su
m
iz
on

o
et

al
.

(2
01
8)

[3
4]

SN
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

5
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

3
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

20
m
/m

in
M
ic
ro
gl
ia
,n
eu
ro
tr
op

hi
n,

en
do

ge
no

us
op

io
id

sy
st
em

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
ls
en

si
tiv
ity

(b
ot
h)

H
ut
ch
in
so
n

et
al
.(
20
04
)

[3
5]

SC
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

Sw
im

tr
ai
ni
ng

7
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

20
–2
5
m
in
/d
ay

N
ot

in
di
ca
te
d

N
eu
ro
tr
op

hi
ns

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
lh

yp
er
al
ge

si
a
(a
ll)

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a
(t
re
ad
m
ill
)

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a-

tr
an
si
en

t
(s
w
im

)

St
ag
g
et

al
.

(2
01
1)

[3
6]

SC
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

5
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

14
–1
6
m
/

m
in

@
8%

gr
ad
e

En
do

ge
no

us
op

io
id
s

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
H
ea
t
al
lo
dy
ni
a

D
et
lo
ff
et

al
.

(2
01
4)

[3
7]

SC
I

Fo
rc
ed

ru
nn

in
g

w
he

el
6
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

20
m
in
/d
ay

5–
14

m
/m

in
N
eu
ro
tr
op

hi
ns

↓
Ta
ct
ile

al
lo
dy
ni
a

↔
Th
er
m
al
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia

W
ar
d
et

al
.

(2
01
4)

[3
8]

SC
I

Bo
dy

w
ei
gh

t
su
pp

or
te
d
tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

81
da
ys

7
da
ys
/w

ee
k

58
m
in
/d
ay

10
–2
2
cm

/s
N
eu
ro
tr
op

hi
ns

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

D
ug

an
an
d

Sa
ga
n
(2
01
5)

[3
9]

SC
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

15
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

10
–4
0
m
in
/d
ay

11
–1
5
m
/

m
in

@
8°

in
cl
in
e

N
A

Pr
ev
en

tio
n
of

he
at

hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia
an
d
co
ld

al
lo
dy
ni
a

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
H
ea
t
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia

↓
C
ol
d
al
lo
dy
ni
a

D
et
lo
ff
et

al
.

(2
01
6)

[4
0]

SC
I

Fo
rc
ed

ru
nn

in
g

w
he

el
(d
el
ay
ed

ex
er
ci
se
)

5
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

20
m
in
/d
ay

6–
14

m
/m

in
N
A

↔
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a
(a
ni
m
al
s
w
ith

al
lo
dy
ni
a
pr
e-

ex
er
ci
se
)

↑
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a
(a
ni
m
al
s
w
ith

ou
t
al
lo
dy
ni
a

pr
e-
ex
er
ci
se
)

N
ee
s
et

al
.

(2
01
6)

[4
1]

SC
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
5
w
ee
ks

2×
/d
ay

15
m
in
/s
es
si
on

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

N
ot

sp
ec
ifi
ed

Fi
be

r
de

ns
ity

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↔
H
ea
t
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia

↔
Lo
ss

of
co
ld

se
ns
iti
vi
ty

(h
yp
oa
lg
es
ia
)

W
ar
d
et

al
.

(2
01
6)

[4
2]

SC
I

Bo
dy
w
ei
gh

t
su
pp

or
te
d
tr
ea
dm

ill
tr
ai
ni
ng

6
w
ee
ks

6
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

22
cm

/s
N
A

↔
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

G
on

g
et

al
.

(2
01
7)

[4
3]

SC
I(
in
fa
nt
)

W
he

el
ru
nn

in
g

U
nc
le
ar

7
da
ys
/w

ee
k

Vo
lu
nt
ar
y

M
ic
ro
gl
ia
,i
nf
la
m
m
at
io
n

N
A

C
hh

ay
a
et

al
.

(2
01
9)

[4
4]

SC
I

Fo
rc
ed

ru
nn

in
g

w
he

el
4
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

20
m
in
/d
ay

14
m
/m

in
M
ac
ro
ph

ag
es

↔
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

D
ug

an
et

al
.

(2
02
0)

[4
5]

SC
I

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

10
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

10
–4
0
m
in
/d
ay

10
–1
5
m
/

m
in

@
80

in
cl
in
e

In
fla
m
m
at
io
n

Pr
ev
en

tio
n
of

m
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a,
he

at
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia
,a
nd

co
ld

al
lo
dy
ni
a

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
H
ea
t
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia

↓
C
ol
d
al
lo
dy
ni
a

G
ro
ov
er

et
al
.

H
ig
h-
fa
t
di
et

Vo
lu
nt
ar
y
w
he

el
12

w
ee
ks

Vo
lu
nt
ar
y

Vo
lu
nt
ar
y

N
eu
ro
tr
oh

pi
ns

an
d

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

Leitzelar and Koltyn Sports Medicine - Open            (2021) 7:21 Page 5 of 16



Ta
b
le

1
Su
m
m
ar
y
of

pr
ec
lin
ic
al
ev
id
en

ce
ex
am

in
in
g
th
e
im

pa
ct

of
ex
er
ci
se

tr
ai
ni
ng

on
ne

ur
op

at
hi
c
no

ci
ce
pt
io
n
(C
on

tin
ue
d)

St
ud

y
Pa

in
m
od

el
Ex
er
ci
se

m
od

al
it
y

Ex
er
ci
se

p
ro
g
ra
m

d
ur
at
io
n

Ex
er
ci
se

Se
ss
io
n

(f
re
qu

en
cy

an
d
d
ur
at
io
n)

Ex
er
ci
se

In
te
ns
it
y

M
ec
ha

ni
sm

O
ut
co

m
e

(2
01
3)

[4
6]

(P
re
-

di
ab
et
es
)

ru
nn

in
g

ep
id
er
m
al
in
ne

rv
at
io
n

↔
Th
er
m
al
al
lo
dy
ni
a

Ro
ss
ie
t
al
.

(2
01
1)

[4
7]

D
PN

G
ro
up

sw
im

m
in
g

8
w
ee
ks

7
da
ys
/w

ee
k

10
–6
0
m
in
/d
ay

N
ot

in
di
ca
te
d

N
A

↓
Th
er
m
al
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia

Sh
an
ka
ra
pp

a
et

al
.(
20
11
)

[4
8]

D
PN

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

10
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

60
m
in
/d
ay

18
m
/m

in
En
do

ge
no

us
op

io
id

sy
st
em

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

C
he

n
et

al
.

(2
01
3)

[4
9]

D
PN

Tr
ea
dm

ill
Ru

nn
in
g

8
w
ee
ks

D
ai
ly

20
–2
5
m
/

m
in

H
SP
72

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
lh

yp
er
se
ns
iti
vi
ty

↓
H
ea
t
hy
pe

rs
en

si
tiv
ity

A
gh

da
m

et
al
.

(2
01
8)

[5
0]

D
PN

Sw
im

m
in
g

10
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

60
m
in
/d
ay

N
ot

in
di
ca
te
d

m
iR
-9
6

↓
Th
er
m
al
pa
in

th
re
sh
ol
d

G
ol
ba
r
et

al
.

(2
01
8)

[5
1]

D
PN

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

6
w
ee
ks

5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

10
–3
0
m
in
/d
ay

10
–1
8
m
in
/

m
in

M
ot
or

pr
ot
ei
ns

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

↓
Th
er
m
al
hy
pe

ra
lg
es
ia

M
a
et

al
.(
20
18
)

[5
2]

D
PN

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

5
w
ee
ks

4
da
ys
/w

ee
k

10
m
in
/d
ay

5–
10

m
/m

in
@

10
%

gr
ad
e

In
fla
m
m
at
io
n

↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
lh

yp
er
al
ge

si
a

M
ar
tin

s
et

al
.

(2
01
3)

[5
3]

C
RP
S
Ty
pe

I
Sw

im
m
in
g

4
w
ee
ks

7
da
ys
/w

ee
k

50
m
in
/d
ay

N
ot

in
di
ca
te
d

En
do

ge
no

us
op

io
id

an
d

ad
en

os
in
er
gi
c
sy
st
em

s
↓
M
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
llo
dy
ni
a

Pa
rk

et
al
.

(2
01
5)

[5
4]

C
IP
N

Tr
ea
dm

ill
ru
nn

in
g

4
w
ee
ks

7
da
ys
/w

ee
k

50
m
in
/d
ay

10
m
/m

in
Ep
id
er
m
al
in
ne

rv
at
io
n

Ex
er
ci
se
d
m
ic
e
di
d
no

t
de

ve
lo
p
th
er
m
al

hy
po

al
ge

si
a.

Sl
iv
ic
ki
et

al
.

(2
01
9)

[5
5]

C
IP
N

Vo
lu
nt
ar
y
w
he

el
ru
nn

in
g

23
–2
8
da
ys

7
da
ys
/w

ee
k

Vo
lu
nt
ar
y

N
A

M
ic
e
w
ho

ex
er
ci
se
d
be

fo
re

an
d
du

rin
g
Pa
cl
ita
xe
l

tr
ea
tm

en
t
di
d
no

t
de

ve
lo
p
m
ec
ha
ni
ca
lo

r
co
ld

al
lo
dy
ni
a

M
ic
e
w
ho

ra
n
be

fo
re

Pa
cl
ita
xe
lh

ad
de

la
ye
d
on

se
t

of
m
ec
ha
ni
ca
la
nd

co
ld

al
lo
dy
ni
a

M
ic
e
w
ho

ra
n
du

rin
g
Pa
cl
ita
xe
lt
re
at
m
en

t
ha
d
le
ss

co
ld

al
lo
dy
ni
a.

St
ud

ie
s
ar
e
gr
ou

pe
d
by

pa
in

m
od

el
th
en

or
ga

ni
ze
d
ch
ro
no

lo
gi
ca
lly
.C

IP
N
C
he

m
ot
he

ra
py

-in
du

ce
d
pe

rip
he

ra
ln

eu
ro
pa

th
y,
CR

PS
C
om

pl
ex

re
gi
on

al
pa

in
sy
nd

ro
m
e,

D
PN

D
ia
be

tic
pe

rip
he

ra
ln

eu
ro
pa

th
y,
SN

IS
ci
at
ic
ne

rv
e

in
ju
ry
,S
CI

Sp
in
al

co
rd

in
ju
ry
,↓

=
lo
w
er

N
PP

ou
tc
om

e
in

ex
er
ci
se
d
m
ic
e
co
m
pa

re
d
to

se
de

nt
ar
y,
↑
=
hi
gh

er
N
PP

ou
tc
om

e
in

ex
er
ci
se
d
m
ic
e
co
m
pa

re
d
to

se
de

nt
ar
y,
↔

=
no

di
ff
er
en

ce
s
in

N
PP

ou
tc
om

e
be

tw
ee
n
gr
ou

ps

Leitzelar and Koltyn Sports Medicine - Open            (2021) 7:21 Page 6 of 16



Ta
b
le

2
Su
m
m
ar
y
of

cl
in
ic
al
ev
id
en

ce
ex
am

in
in
g
th
e
im

pa
ct

of
ex
er
ci
se

on
ne

ur
op

at
hi
c
pa
in

St
ud

y
D
ia
g
no

si
s

C
on

d
it
io
n

G
ro
up

s
Ex
er
ci
se

D
ur
at
io
n

Ex
er
ci
se

Se
ss
io
n

(f
re
qu

en
cy

an
d

d
ur
at
io
n)

Ex
er
ci
se

In
te
ns
it
y

O
ut
co

m
e

Zi
eg

le
r
et

al
(2
00
9)
a
[6
7]

D
ia
be

te
s
an
d

m
yo
ca
rd
ia
l

in
fa
rc
tio

n

N
A

N
A

N
A

N
A

In
di
vi
du

al
s
w
ho

re
po

rt
ed

at
le
as
t
1
h
a
w
ee
k
of

le
is
ur
e
tim

e
sp
or
ts
ac
tiv
iti
es

ye
ar
-r
ou

nd
w
er
e
at

a
lo
w
er

ris
k
fo
r
ha
vi
ng

ne
ur
op

at
hi
c
pa
in

th
an

th
os
e
w
ho

re
po

rt
ed

le
ss

sp
or
t

ac
tiv
ity
.

Kl
ud

in
g
et

al
.

(2
01
2)

[6
9]

D
ia
be

te
s
an
d

m
et
ab
ol
ic

sy
nd

ro
m
e

C
om

bi
ne

d
(A
ET

an
d
RT
)

10
w
ee
ks

3–
4
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
–5
0
m
in

AE
T

2–
4
da
ys
/w

ee
k

RT 1–
2
da
ys
/w

ee
k

10
–2
0
re
ps

M
od

er
at
e

(5
0–
70
%

VO
2m

ax
)

↔
C
ur
re
nt

pa
in

↔
U
su
al
pa
in

↓
W
or
st
pa
in

ov
er

th
e
pa
st
m
on

th
↑
In
tr
ae
pi
de

rm
al
ne

rv
e
fib

er
br
an
ch
in
g

H
am

ed
an
d

Ra
oo

f(
20
14
)

[7
0]

D
ia
be

te
s
an
d

ob
es
ity

A
er
ob

ic
15

w
ee
ks

M
od

er
at
e

3
da
ys
/w

ee
k

50
m
in

H
IIT

3
da
ys
/w

ee
k

20
m
in

M
od

er
at
e

(5
0–
60
%

M
H
R)

Vi
go

ro
us

(8
5–
95
%

M
H
R)

↓
Pa
in

fo
r
H
IIT

co
m
pa
re
d
to

m
od

er
at
e
in
te
ns
ity

Yo
o
et

al
.

(2
01
5)

[7
1]

D
ia
be

te
s

A
er
ob

ic
16

w
ee
ks

3
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
–5
0
m
in
/d
ay

M
od

er
at
e

(5
0–
70
%

VO
2
re
se
rv
e)

↔
Pa
in

in
te
ns
ity

↓
Pa
in

in
te
rfe

re
nc
e

C
hi
an
g
et

al
(2
01
6)
a
[6
8]

D
ia
be

te
s

N
A

N
A

N
A

N
A

Pa
rt
ic
ip
an
ts
w
ho

re
po

rt
ed

30
m
in

or
m
or
e
pe

r
da
y
of

ex
er
ci
se

ha
d
lo
w
er

od
ds

of
ha
vi
ng

ne
ur
op

at
hi
c
pa
in

co
m
pa
re
d
to

th
os
e
w
ho

re
po

rt
ed

le
ss

th
an

30
m
in

pe
r
da
y
of

ex
er
ci
se

an
d
th
os
e
w
ho

re
po

rt
ed

no
ex
er
ci
se
.

N
ad
ie
t
al
.

(2
01
7)

[7
2]

D
ia
be

te
s

Vi
ta
m
in

D
on

ly
Vi
ta
m
in

D
+

co
m
bi
ne

d
(A
ET

an
d
RT
)

12
w
ee
ks

3
da
ys
/w

ee
k

60
m
in
/d
ay

M
od

er
at
e

(A
ET

50
-7
0%

M
H
R

RT 50
%

10
-R
M
)

↓
Pa
in

St
ub

bs
Jr
.

et
al
.(
20
19
)

[7
3]

D
ia
be

te
s

H
ea
lth

ed
uc
at
io
n

A
er
ob

ic
Re
si
st
an
ce

C
om

bi
ne

d
(A
ET

an
d
RT
)

12
w
ee
ks

H
ea
lth

Ed
uc
at
io
n:

12
se
ss
io
ns

Ex
er
ci
se
:

3
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
–4
5
m
in
/d
ay

M
od

er
at
e

(6
0–
90
%

VO
2p

ea
k)

↔
Vi
br
at
io
n
de

te
ct
io
n
th
re
sh
ol
d
(a
ll
pr
og

ra
m
s)

↔
C
oo

lin
g
de

te
ct
io
n
th
re
sh
ol
d
(a
ll
pr
og

ra
m
s)

↔
H
ea
t
pa
in

th
re
sh
ol
d
(a
ll
pr
og

ra
m
s)

C
ox

et
al
.

(2
02
0)

[7
4]

D
ia
be

te
s

U
su
al
ca
re

C
om

bi
ne

d
(A
ET

an
d
RT
)

C
om

bi
ne

d
H
IIT

(A
ET

an
d
RT
)

8
w
ee
ks

C
om

bi
ne

d:
4
da
ys
/w

ee
k

52
.5
m
in
/d
ay

C
om

bi
ne

d
H
IIT
:

3
da
ys
/w

ee
k

26
m
in
/d
ay

M
od

er
at
e

(5
5–
69
%

H
Rp

ea
k;

fa
irl
y
lig
ht

to
so
m
ew

ha
t
ha
rd
)

Vi
go

ro
us

(8
5–
95
%

H
Rp

ea
k;

ve
ry

ha
rd
)

↓
M
us
cu
lo
sk
el
et
al
pa
in

(c
om

bi
ne

d
H
IIT

on
ly
)

↔
N
eu
ro
pa
th
y
sy
m
pt
om

s
(a
ll
co
nd

iti
on

s)
↔

C
oo

lin
g
de

te
ct
io
n
th
re
sh
ol
d
(a
ll
co
nd

iti
on

s)
↔

W
ar
m

de
te
ct
io
n
th
re
sh
ol
d
(a
ll
co
nd

iti
on

s)
↔

Vi
br
at
io
n
de

te
ct
io
n
th
re
sh
ol
d
(a
ll
co
nd

iti
on

s)
↔

M
ec
ha
ni
ca
ld

et
ec
tio

n
th
re
sh
ol
d
(a
ll
co
nd

iti
on

s)
↔

Vi
br
at
io
n
de

te
ct
io
n
th
re
sh
ol
d
(a
ll
co
nd

iti
on

s)
↔

Pr
es
su
re

pa
in

th
re
sh
ol
d
(a
ll
co
nd

iti
on

s)

W
on

de
rs

et
al
.(
20
13
)

[7
5]

C
IP
N

H
om

e-
ba
se
d

co
m
bi
ne

d
(A
ET

an
d
RT
)

10
w
ee
ks

AE
T:

2–
5
da
ys
/w

ee
k

10
–3
0
m
in
/d
ay

RT
:

M
od

er
at
e

(5
5–
65
%

M
H
R)

↓
Pa
in

Leitzelar and Koltyn Sports Medicine - Open            (2021) 7:21 Page 7 of 16



Ta
b
le

2
Su
m
m
ar
y
of

cl
in
ic
al
ev
id
en

ce
ex
am

in
in
g
th
e
im

pa
ct

of
ex
er
ci
se

on
ne

ur
op

at
hi
c
pa
in

(C
on

tin
ue
d)

St
ud

y
D
ia
g
no

si
s

C
on

d
it
io
n

G
ro
up

s
Ex
er
ci
se

D
ur
at
io
n

Ex
er
ci
se

Se
ss
io
n

(f
re
qu

en
cy

an
d

d
ur
at
io
n)

Ex
er
ci
se

In
te
ns
it
y

O
ut
co

m
e

3
da
ys
/
w
ee
k

D
ha
w
an

et
al
.(
20
19
)

[7
6]

C
IP
N

U
su
al
ca
re

H
om

e-
ba
se
d
(R
T

an
d
ba
la
nc
e)

10
w
ee
ks

RT
&
Ba
la
nc
e

7
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

N
ot

in
di
ca
te
d

↓
Pa
in

(R
T
an
d
ba
la
nc
e)

M
ol
s
et

al
.

(2
01
5)
a
[6
6]

C
ol
or
ec
ta
lc
an
ce
r

su
rv
iv
or
s

N
A

N
A

N
A

N
A

Th
er
e
w
er
e
fe
w
er

pe
op

le
w
ho

re
po

rt
ed

ac
hi
ng

/b
ur
ni
ng

pa
in
,t
ro
ub

le
ha
nd

lin
g
sm

al
l

ob
je
ct
s,
pa
in
,t
ro
ub

le
st
an
di
ng

/w
al
ki
ng

,w
ea
kn
es
s,
cr
am

ps
,a
nd

lo
ss

of
st
re
ng

th
in

th
ei
r

ha
nd

s
in

in
di
vi
du

al
s
w
ho

ha
d
ch
em

ot
he

ra
py

an
d
m
et

th
e
na
tio

na
lP

A
gu

id
el
in
es

co
m
pa
re
d
to

in
di
vi
du

al
s
w
ho

ha
d
ch
em

ot
he

ra
py

an
d
di
d
no

t
m
ee
t
th
e
na
tio

na
lP

A
gu

id
el
in
es
.

M
ah
ar
aj
et

al
.

(2
01
8)

[7
7]

H
IV

di
st
al

sy
m
m
et
ric
al

po
ly
ne

ur
op

at
hy

C
on

tr
ol
:

H
IV

ed
uc
at
io
n

A
er
ob

ic
Re
si
st
an
ce

12
w
ee
ks

3
da
ys
/w

ee
k

30
m
in
/d
ay

Lo
w
–m

od
er
at
e

(A
ET

40
–6
5%

M
H
R

RT 40
–6
5%

1-
RM

)

↓
Pa
in

in
te
ns
ity

(A
ET
;R
T)

a i
nd

ic
at
es

an
ob

se
rv
at
io
na

ls
tu
dy

St
ud

ie
s
ar
e
gr
ou

pe
d
by

di
ag

no
si
s
th
en

or
ga

ni
ze
d
ch
ro
no

lo
gi
ca
lly
.A

ET
A
er
ob

ic
tr
ai
ni
ng

,C
IP
N
C
he

m
ot
he

ra
py

-in
du

ce
d
pe

rip
he

ra
ln

eu
ro
pa

th
y,
H
IV

H
um

an
im

m
un

od
ef
ic
ie
n
cy

vi
ru
s,
H
Rp

ea
k
Pe

ak
he

ar
t
ra
te
,M

H
R
M
ax
im

al
he

ar
t
ra
te
,N

A
N
ot

ap
pl
ic
ab

le
,r
ep

Re
pe

tit
io
n,

RT
Re

si
st
an

ce
tr
ai
ni
ng

,R
M

Re
pe

tit
io
n
m
ax
im

um
te
st
,↓

=
de

cr
ea
se

in
ou

tc
om

e,
↑
=
in
cr
ea
se

in
ou

tc
om

e,
↔

=
no

ch
an

ge
in

ou
tc
om

e

Leitzelar and Koltyn Sports Medicine - Open            (2021) 7:21 Page 8 of 16



example, this was demonstrated in a cohort of individ-
uals with diabetes following myocardial infarction in
which participants reported their leisure time physical
activity [67]. The results indicated that, in combination
with smaller waist circumference and the absence of per-
ipheral arterial disease, participants who reported at least
1 h per week of physical activity were less likely to have
neuropathic pain. Chiang et al. (2016) examined differ-
ent levels of exercise: no exercise, inactive (i.e., less than
30 min per day of exercise), or active (i.e., 30 min or
more per day of exercise) [68]. Their results indicated
that compared to active individuals, the no exercise and
inactive groups were at a higher risk of having neuro-
pathic pain. The body of observational research suggests
that being physically active reduces the risk of experien-
cing neuropathic pain. Even so, experimental studies are
needed to understand the direct impact of exercise on
neuropathic pain and to begin to understand the dose
(i.e., frequency, intensity, type, and time) needed to man-
age neuropathic pain.

Exercise Training and Neuropathic Pain in Adults
DPN
To date, the majority of exercise training studies have
been conducted with participants diagnosed with dia-
betes or DPN [69–74]. Different exercise training pro-
grams have been examined including aerobic exercise
training, combined aerobic and resistance exercise train-
ing, and high-intensity interval training (HIIT).

Single-Arm Studies Two studies examined the influ-
ence of chronic exercise training using a single-arm
study design [69, 71]. In one study, participants with
DPN and metabolic syndrome reported significantly
lower “worst pain over the past month,” reduced neur-
opathy symptoms (e.g., numbness, burning, tactile sensi-
tivity, pain) and had significantly more intraepidermal
nerve fiber branching following a 10-week progressive
aerobic and resistance training program [69]. However,
there were no changes in participant report of current
pain, usual pain, or responses to quantitative sensory
testing (i.e., vibration detection threshold, cold detection
threshold, and hot pain threshold). The exercise pre-
scription in this study was a supervised progressive pro-
gram and started at 2 days per week of aerobic exercise
(30 min at 50% VO2 reserve) and 1 day a week of resist-
ance training (10 repetitions; reps) of 10 exercises target-
ing the abdominals, chest, back, and upper and lower
extremities. Each week, the program progressed in train-
ing volume by increasing the time, intensity, or number
of reps; by the end of the program, participants com-
pleted 50 min of aerobic exercise (70% VO2 reserve) on
2 days per week and 2 days per week of resistance train-
ing (20 reps of 10 resistance exercises). In another study,

participants with painful DPN completed aerobic exer-
cise (e.g., treadmill, stair steppers, or elliptical training)
on 3 days per week and progressed from 30 min at 50%
VO2 reserve to 50 min at 70% VO2 reserve [71]. Results
indicated no changes in pain (i.e., average pain, worst
pain, least pain, or current pain) from baseline to post-
intervention; however, participants reported less pain
interference following the training program, suggesting
exercise reduced the amount pain interfered with their
lives (e.g., mood, walking, relationships, sleep).

Multiple Group Studies Two studies explored the im-
pact of chronic exercise training on neuropathic pain
using a two-arm study design [70, 72]. For example, fe-
male adults with DPN were randomly assigned to one of
two 12-week interventions: (1) combined aerobic and re-
sistance exercise training program and vitamin D sup-
plementation or (2) vitamin D supplementation only
[72]. The exercise program was progressive, and started
at 20 min, and included low-intensity aerobic exercise
(50% MHR) and resistance exercises (10–12 reps) at 50%
of 10-repetition maximum (RM). By the end of the pro-
gram, the exercise prescription consisted of 60 min of
aerobic exercise at 70% MHR and the same resistance
training protocol. Results indicated fewer participants in
the exercise training program reported having pain (yes/
no) compared to participants who completed vitamin D
supplementation only. In another study, researchers con-
ducted a randomized comparison trial to examine the
influence of HIIT compared to moderate-intensity aer-
obic exercise [70]. Following 15 weeks of training, over-
weight women with DPN in the HIIT group reported
significantly lower neuropathic pain scores than partici-
pants in the moderate-intensity group. There were no
significant differences in neuropathic pain scores at
baseline, thus this may indicate HIIT was more effective
in reducing pain than moderate aerobic exercise. The
HIIT program consisted of 20-min sessions on 3 days
per week where participants completed a 5-min warm
up followed by 8 s of vigorous-intensity sprinting (i.e.,
85–95% of maximum heart rate, MHR) with 12 s of low-
intensity cycling for up to 30 cycles. While HIIT training
appears promising, patients with severe neuropathy and
uncontrolled medical conditions were excluded from
this study. Further, it took participants 2 weeks (6 ses-
sions) to adapt to the full exercise protocol; thus, more
work is needed to understand the generalizability of
HIIT training.
One study used a three-arm randomized controlled

trial design to examine the impact of 8 weeks of super-
vised combined aerobic and resistance moderate-
intensity continuous training or combined HIIT on mus-
culoskeletal and neuropathic pain compared to controls
(i.e., usual care) in participants with type 2 diabetes [74].
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Those in the combined aerobic and resistance continu-
ous training intervention exercised on 4 days per week,
with 2 days consisting of combined aerobic and resist-
ance training and 2 days being aerobic exercise only.
During the aerobic component, participants exercised at
a moderate intensity (55–69% heart rate peak, HRpeak)
for 22.5 min (combined aerobic and resistance days) or
52.5 min (aerobic only days). Resistance training was
prescribed at a moderate level (i.e., fairly light to some-
what hard), lasted 30 min, and targeted the lower ex-
tremities, chest, back, shoulders, abdominals, and biceps.
Participants in the combined HIIT group completed 3
sessions each week which included a 3-min aerobic exer-
cise warm up (55–69% HRpeak), 4 min of high-intensity
aerobic exercise (85–95% HRpeak), 1-min intervals of 8
high-intensity (i.e., very hard) resistance exercises with 1
min of rest between each exercise, and a 3-min aerobic
exercise cool down (55–69% HRpeak). Results indicated
significant reductions in musculoskeletal pain intensity
from baseline to post-intervention in those who com-
pleted the combined HIIT program compared to indi-
viduals in the usual care control group. On the other
hand, there were no significant changes in neuropathy
symptoms or quantitative sensory testing outcomes (i.e.,
thermal detection thresholds, mechanical detection
threshold, vibration detection threshold, and pressure
pain threshold) for either exercise condition compared
to controls, perhaps due to the low levels of neuropathy
at baseline.
One study used a four-arm randomized controlled trial

design to examine the influence of aerobic only, resist-
ance only, or combined aerobic and resistance training
programs on pain compared to controls in a sample of
veterans with painful DPN [73]. In this study, partici-
pants were randomly assigned to one of four 12-week
programs: aerobic exercise only, isokinetic resistance ex-
ercise only (i.e., a type of resistance training where the
speed of movement is held constant throughout each
rep), combined aerobic and resistance exercise, or health
education. Exercise programs were held on 3 days per
week while the health education program was held on 1
day per week. The aerobic exercise program progressed
from 30 min (25 min at 60–70%VO2peak and 5 min at
71–80% VO2peak) to 45 min (17 min at 60–70% VO2peak,
20 min at 71–80% VO2peak, and 8 min at 81–90%
VO2peak) and the resistance training program progressed
from 3 to 6 sets of 10 reps of isokinetic leg extensions.
Those in the combined aerobic and resistance training
program completed both aerobic and strength training
protocols. The results indicated no significant changes
in pain or sensation determined via quantitative sensory
testing (i.e., vibration detection threshold, cold detection
threshold, and hot pain threshold) following the exercise
interventions. However, physical health-related quality of

life significantly improved following the aerobic exercise
only training program.

Clinical Considerations and Limitations It appears the
influence of exercise training on neuropathic pain in
participants with type 2 diabetes is equivocal. Two of the
six studies were randomized controlled trials [73, 74],
and the results from these studies demonstrated im-
provements in quality of life following 12 weeks of mod-
erate aerobic exercise [73] or reductions in
musculoskeletal pain following 8 weeks of combined
HIIT [74], but no impact on neuropathic pain. Two
other studies used a randomized comparison trial design
and results indicated fewer participants who completed
12 weeks of combined exercise training and vitamin D
supplementation reported pain compared to those who
took vitamin D supplements only [72] or that partici-
pants who completed 15 weeks of HIIT had significantly
lower neuropathic pain scores compared to those in the
moderate aerobic training group [70]. There were two
single-arm studies; one demonstrated reduced neur-
opathy symptoms and “worst pain over the past month”
but no changes in other measures of pain following 10
weeks of combined aerobic and resistance exercise train-
ing [69]; and the other demonstrated no changes in
neuropathic pain after 16 weeks of aerobic exercise
training [71]. Taken together, the evidence to date indi-
cates limited to modest effectiveness for exercise training
to reduce pain associated with neuropathic conditions.
In turn, no studies reported significant increases in

neuropathic pain from baseline to post-intervention, fur-
ther suggesting the potential utility of exercise training
in this population; however, caution is still needed when
prescribing exercise for individuals with DPN. Separate
from reductions in pain, one study demonstrated reduc-
tions in pain interference [71] while another demon-
strated improvement in physical health-related quality of
life following moderate-intensity aerobic training [73].
Thus, exercise may be beneficial for other health out-
comes besides pain in this population. However, atten-
tion to adverse events and generalizability is needed.
First, adverse events were likely underreported in these
studies. In the studies which included information on
adverse events [69, 73, 74], no serious event was re-
ported. However, one study reported unanticipated ser-
ious events unrelated to the study [73] and two other
studies reported mild adverse events such as hyper/
hypoglycemia and pain in the back, hands, knees, or legs
[69, 74]. In addition, exercise studies had strict criteria
for inclusion and typically excluded individuals with co-
morbidities and those with severe neuropathy. Further,
exercise compliance is an important consideration, as
the presence of neuropathy may be an added barrier to
participation. For example, a recent study demonstrated
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significantly higher diabetic neuropathy scores in pa-
tients who dropped out of an exercise training trial com-
pared to those who completed the study [74].

Other Neuropathies: CIPN and HIV-Related Distal Symmetric
Polyneuropathy
Three studies examined the influence of neuropathic
pain resulting from conditions other than DPN (i.e.,
CIPN, HIV-related distal symmetric polyneuropathy)
[75–77]. Two studies examined the influence of com-
bined exercise training on pain in participants with
CIPN [75, 76], and one study examined the influence of
either aerobic exercise only or resistance exercise only in
participants with HIV-related distal symmetric polyneur-
opathy [77].

CIPN Two studies examined the impact of home-based
combined exercise training on neuropathic pain in par-
ticipants with CIPN [75, 76]. For example, in a random-
ized controlled trial, participants with CIPN undergoing
treatment reported lower neuropathic pain scores fol-
lowing 10 weeks of home-based balance and strength ex-
ercises compared to individuals in the usual care group
[76]. Researchers prescribed 30 min per day (7 days per
week) of strength and balance exercises which consisted
of exercises lying down for 7 min (ankle motion, hip ab-
duction, and straight leg raises), sitting exercises for 13
min (digit movements, wrist motion, elbow flexion/ex-
tension, knee flexion extension, and toe tapping), and 10
min of standing balance exercises (one legged stance, toe
stands, hip extensions, and tandem forward walking). In
a single-arm trial, breast cancer survivors with CIPN
underwent a 10-week moderate-intensity walking and
resistance exercise program [75] to examine whether ex-
ercise training influenced CIPN symptoms (including
pain characteristics) and quality of life (i.e., how trouble-
some their symptoms were). Participants were asked to
complete home-based progressive exercise which con-
sisted of walking at 55–65% MHR starting at 2 days per
week for 10 min and ending with 30 min per day for 5
days per week. In addition, the exercise program con-
sisted of resistance exercise on 3 days per week using re-
sistance bands. By the end of the study, participants
reported their symptoms were less troublesome and
fewer individuals reported experiencing pain symptoms
such as unpleasant sensations of the skin, abnormal sen-
sitivity to touch, and sudden bursts of pain.

HIV-Related Distal Symmetric Polyneuropathy One
study examined the impact of exercise on HIV patients
with distal symmetric polyneuropathy [77]. In this ran-
domized controlled trial, participants engaged in 12
weeks of supervised moderate progressive aerobic exer-
cise, or moderate progressive resistance exercise, or an

HIV education control on 3 days per week for 30 min
per day. The aerobic exercise program included station-
ary biking in three phases: warm-up (5 min with no re-
sistance), aerobic (20 min with low-moderate resistance),
and cool-down (5 min with no resistance). The aerobic
phase progressed from 40% MHR for the first 6 weeks to
65% MHR for the last 6 weeks. The resistance exercise
program consisted of three phases: warm-up (5 min
stretching), resistance exercise (20 min exercises), and
cool-down (5 min stretching). The resistance exercise
protocol consisted of 2 sets of 10 reps of resistance exer-
cises targeting the lower extremities (i.e., quadriceps,
hamstrings, tibialis anterior, and gastrocnemius) at 40%
1-RM for the first 6 weeks and progressed to 2 sets of
10 reps of the same exercises at 65% 1-RM max for the
remaining 6 weeks. Participants in both exercise groups
reported reduced “pain over the last 24 h” following the
intervention, whereas the control group reported no sig-
nificant change in pain.

Clinical Considerations and Limitations Preliminary
evidence examining the utility of exercise training in re-
ducing neuropathic pain in CIPN or HIV-related distal
symmetric polyneuropathy is generally supportive, al-
though there are important considerations. Two ran-
domized controlled trials demonstrated exercise training
reduced neuropathic pain following 10 weeks of com-
bined balance and strength training [76] or following 12
weeks of either moderate aerobic exercise training or 12
weeks of moderate resistance exercise training [77]. As
more evidence accumulates, future researchers should
consider potential recruitment barriers. For example, pa-
tients were recruited through clinics or medical regis-
tries and out of those identified, only 28–67% were
enrolled, in part due to stringent inclusion/exclusion cri-
teria [76, 77] and/or an unwillingness to participate [75,
77]. Similarly, exercise compliance is an important con-
sideration as there was low retention (42%) in one study
yet high retention (88–96%) in two other studies. The
studies with high retention were conducted in a clinical
setting (day care unit of a tertiary care hospital [76]; re-
habilitation clinics [77]), whereas the study with low re-
tention was conducted outside of the clinical setting
[75]. Thus, study setting may be an important factor for
exercise compliance. Further work is needed to under-
stand factors that contribute to enrollment, adherence,
and retention of participants to exercise programs.

Summary
While the clinical literature base suggests exercise may
be beneficial in populations with neuropathic pain, not
all studies support this claim and there are several limi-
tations that need to be understood when discussing the
effect of exercise on neuropathic pain. There is evidence
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that exercise training reduced worst pain over the last
month [69], pain over the past 24 h [77], pain or neur-
opathy scores [69, 70, 75, 76], the presence of pain [72],
musculoskeletal pain [74], and pain interference [71]
and improved quality of life [73]. At the same time, there
is evidence that exercise training had no impact on
neuropathic pain [73, 74] or that it only influenced one
aspect of pain while others remained unchanged [69].
Further, randomized controlled trials were rare and it is
therefore unclear if effects of the exercise intervention
are due to exercise or other factors such as the attention
given to participants or the natural course of time; thus,
conclusions described in this summary are preliminary.
Further, several studies included small sample sizes
which may reflect the difficulty in recruiting patients
with neuropathy to participate in exercise training. Simi-
larly, stringent inclusion/exclusion criteria make it diffi-
cult to generalize to the population with neuropathic
pain at large. Further, more work is needed to under-
stand compliance to exercise programs in neuropathic
pain populations. One factor may be transient increases
in pain or other potential adverse events that may occur
during exercise training [69, 74]. These events are likely
underreported in the current literature and the literature
base would benefit from reporting adverse events that
can accompany exercise training, including, as suggested
by Cox and associated (2020), rheumatological and mus-
culoskeletal symptoms [78]. In general, there is a need
for more systematic and rigorous investigations that in-
clude consistent pain measures to better compare across
studies, larger sample sizes, control groups to account
for common confounding variables, and comparison
studies to help provide specific exercise prescriptions.
Further, little is known about the mechanisms behind
exercises’ effects on neuropathic pain in the clinical lit-
erature. An understanding of these mechanisms may
shed light on the potential for exercise as a treatment
option for neuropathic pain.

Mechanisms
The majority of mechanistic insight comes from preclin-
ical data where specific mechanisms were measured in
conjunction with nociceptive behavioral responses using
different exercise programs. Preclinical evidence suggests
that exercise may reduce neuropathic pain through nor-
malizing microglia activation, balancing pro- and anti-
inflammatory responses, upregulating heat shock protein
72, and producing alterations in neurotransmitter and
neuromodulatory systems (see below).

Microglia
Activation of microglia in response to neuronal damage
may stimulate a cascade of events leading to increased
nociceptive neuronal excitability and ultimately the

experience of neuropathic pain [34, 79]. Recent preclin-
ical evidence demonstrated normalization of microglial
activity [17, 21, 28, 44], as well a shift towards a healthy
balance of inflammatory markers [32, 43] in the DRG in
response to exercise training. Thus, exercise may pro-
mote pain reductions through normalizing microglial ac-
tivity in the DRG. However, these changes often occur
in conjunction with alterations in inflammatory markers.

Inflammation
Pro-inflammatory markers such as tumor necrosis
factor-α, interleukin-1β, and interleukin-6 have been
studied in the context of both neuropathic pain develop-
ment and exercise. It is thought that markers such as
these are released in response to microglial activation
after nerve damage [79]. Interestingly, pro-inflammatory
markers are elevated in response to acute exercise, how-
ever chronic exercise training stimulates an anti-
inflammatory response [80]. Therefore, it is possible ex-
ercise influences pain through inflammatory marker
change [81]. In fact, most preclinical evidence demon-
strates an increase in pro-inflammatory markers follow-
ing nerve injury and an attenuation of this increase after
exercise [18, 26, 30–32, 43, 45, 52, 82]. Some studies
demonstrate an increase [26, 31, 43] or a normalization
[31] of interleukin-10, an anti-inflammatory cytokine,
levels in response to exercise. Recent work implicated
the role of interleukin-4 in this mechanism, as
interleukin-4 antagonism or knockout mice reversed the
analgesic effect of exercise training [32]. Therefore, exer-
cise may lead to decreases in neuropathic pain by pre-
venting pro-inflammatory cytokine upregulation and
promoting anti-inflammatory cytokine release.

Heat Shock Protein 72
Heat shock protein 72 is a protein expressed in many or-
gans, typically in response to stressful environments,
with the primary function of aiding other proteins in
healthy development [83]. Recent work demonstrated
higher levels of heat shock protein 72 and lower levels of
hyperalgesia (thermal, mechanical) and allodynia (mech-
anical) in exercised mice compared with non-exercised
mice [19, 49]. Thus, demonstrating the potential role of
Hsp72 as a mechanism for reduced hyperalgesia and
allodynia following exercise training.

Neurotrophins
Exercise may facilitate healthy nerve growth in damaged
pain sensory pathways through influencing neurotrophic
proteins (e.g., brain derived neurotrophic factor). Upreg-
ulation of brain derived neurotrophic factor, stemming
from microglial activation in the DRG, is thought to im-
pair nociceptive processing, producing hyperalgesia and
allodynia [72]. In SNI mice, exercise appeared to
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ameliorate these increases [21, 24, 32, 34, 35, 46, 84]
leading to decreased hyperalgesia. Other neurotrophins
have been shown to normalize in response to exercise as
well [37, 84]. Some studies concluded exercise may pre-
vent pathological nociceptive neuronal growth [54, 81]
and promotion of healthy nerve regeneration in the
nociceptive pathway [17, 46, 69].

Neurotransmitters (Dopamine, Epinephrine, Gamma-
aminobutyric Acid, Serotonin)
There is evidence to support the involvement of neuro-
transmitters in attenuating neuropathic nociception fol-
lowing exercise training [22, 27, 29, 33]. Exercise-
induced reductions in allodynia and hyperalgesia were
prevented by inhibition of the dopaminergic pathway
[29]. This suggests decreases in pain after chronic exer-
cise in neuropathic pain may involve the dopaminergic
system. At the same time, the serotonergic system was
implicated after researchers documented increased levels
of serotonin, upregulation of serotonergic receptors, and
reduced serotonin transporters in the brainstem [22, 33].
In addition, exercise increased levels of adrenergic recep-
tors (alpha and beta) found after nerve injury [33]. Fur-
ther, recent research suggested gamma-aminobutyric
acid (GABA) may play a mechanistic role, due to
normalization of GABA in the nociceptive pathway in
response to exercise [27]. Perhaps exercise training im-
proves neurotransmitter tone in the dorsal horn.

Endogenous Opioids
Exercise effects in animal models of neuropathic pain
may be mediated by changes in endogenous opioids. For
example, exercise training reduced thermal and tactile
hypersensitivity and increased opioid content in the ros-
tral ventromedial medulla and the midbrain periaque-
ductal gray area in spinal nerve-ligated animals.
However, exercise effects were reversed by administra-
tion of opioid receptor antagonists [36]. In animals with
SNI, the effects of exercise-induced reductions in mech-
anical hypersensitivity were reversed by administration
of naloxone (an opioid receptor antagonist) [34]. Also,
exercise-induced analgesia in diabetic rats was reversed
in a dose-dependent manner with the administration of
naloxone [48]. Further, swimming exercise reduced
mechanical allodynia in an animal model of CRPS-1 but
the anti-allodynic effect of exercise was reversed by pre-
treatment of naloxone [53].

Endocannabinoids
Pharmacological manipulation of the endocannabinoid
system reduces nociceptive behaviors such as mechan-
ical allodynia, cold allodynia, mechanical hyperalgesia, or
heat hyperalgesia in preclinical models of SNI (e.g., [85–
88]), SCI (e.g., [89–91]), CIPN (e.g., [92–98]), and DPN

(e.g., [99–102]). While no research to date has examined
the endocannabinoid system as a mechanism for
exercise-induced reductions in neuropathic pain, the
endocannabinoid system has been implicated in
exercise-induced hypoalgesia (i.e., acute pain reductions
following exercise) in healthy humans performing iso-
metric exercise [103]; thus, future research is warranted.

Conclusions
The previous sections summarized evidence examining
the efficacy of exercise training to reduce neuropathic
pain. Preclinical evidence demonstrated treadmill run-
ning protocols consisting of 30–60 min of exercise per-
formed 3–5 days/week for 1–15 weeks were effective in
reducing neuropathic nociception. Swimming protocols
were also effective and consisted of 30–60 min/day of
swimming performed 5–7 days/week for 4–10 weeks.
Clinical evidence demonstrated 10–12 weeks of
moderate-intensity combination training (i.e., aerobic
and resistance exercise) or 15 weeks of HIIT reduced
sensory (i.e., pain intensity, pain characteristics) or
affective (i.e., how troublesome the pain is) components
of neuropathic pain. One program consisting of 16
weeks of moderate-intensity aerobic exercise led to re-
ductions in pain interference but not pain intensity [71].
Taken together, the preclinical and clinical evidence sug-
gests further study is warranted. Randomized controlled
trials are needed to further translate the preclinical evi-
dence base to the clinical realm. Specifically, systematic
investigations into the mode, intensity, frequency, and
duration of exercise that reduce neuropathic pain are
needed. In addition, consistent patient-reported and
clinical outcomes as well as potential mechanisms
should be included in future studies. As a result, the lit-
erature can move towards a consensus and practitioners
may begin to provide specific exercise recommendations
for patients experiencing neuropathic pain.
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