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= Pain can be modulated by positive and negative treatment expectations induced by a combination of verbal instructions and classical conditioning’-2.
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" Neuroimaging analyses and atall ST rainemeer T T raumber T effect on pain processing and perception.

6-12-month follow-up ongoing.
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Statistical models: Expectation or Pain ~ Condition*Time + (1 | Subject)

Abbreviations: SD = standard deviation; (rs-)fMRI

= (resting-state) functional magnetic resonance imaging;
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BOLD = blood oxygen level dependent; DTI

= diffusion tensor imaging; T1 = T1-weighted anatomical; ITI =

inter-trial interval; VAS = visual analogue scale; n.s. = not significant; SEM = standard error of the mean.
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