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At our beginning, there was pain. From an evolutionary point of 

view, it can easily be argued that nociceptive ability – that is, the 

ability to feel pain – has been a critical ally in the survival of 

mammalian species. The sensation of pain serves as a neurobiological 

smoke detector (Nesse, 2001), in the sense that it warns us of looming 

physical harm. This, in turn, allows us to engage in appropriate coping 

responses. Pain incites us to withdraw from dangerous situations and 

to protect already compromised bodily areas from further harm 

(Chapman, Tuckett, & Song, 2008; Eccleston & Crombez, 1999). In 

addition, it teaches us to avoid similar experiences in the future, 

solidifying our capacity for nociception as a most efficient adaptive 

trait (Dawkins, 1995). 
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Apparatus and stimulus material 



The experiment was programmed in the programming language C, 

using the Tscope library package (Stevens, Lammertyn, Verbruggen, & 

Vandierendonck, 2006). Participants were instructed to keep their eye on the 

black screen for the duration of the experiment. Ahead of each trial, 
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Apparatus and stimulus material 



Tactile Change Detection paradigm 
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1a. Main researcher 

 

− name: Wouter Durnez 

− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Wouter.Durnez@UGent.be 

 

1b. Responsible ZAP (if different from the main 

researcher) 

− name: Stefaan Van Damme 

− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Stefaan.VanDamme@UGent.be 

 

If a response is not received when using the above 

contact details, please send an email to 

data−ppw@ugent.be or contact Data Management, Faculty 

of Psychology and Educational Sciences, Henri 

Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Ghent, Belgium. 

 

2. Information about the datasets to which this 

sheet applies 

 

* Reference of the publication in which the 

datasets are reported: 

- Durnez, W., & Van Damme, S. (2015). Trying to 

Fix a Painful Problem: The Impact of Pain Control 

Attempts on the Attentional Prioritization of a 

Threatened Body Location. The Journal of Pain, 16(2), 

135–143. 

- Durnez, W. (2015). How pain control attempts 

guide attention: An experimental analysis. Chapter 1, 
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All datasets reported in publication and PhD 

dissertation chapter. 

 

3. Information about the files that have been 

stored 

 

3a. Raw data 

 

* Have the raw data been stored by the main 

researcher? [X] YES / [ ] NO 

If NO, please justify: 

 

* On which platform are the raw data stored? 

[x] researcher PC 

[ ] research group file server 

[ ] research group file server via DICT 

[x] responsible ZAP PC 

 

* Who has direct access to the raw data (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 

[x] main researcher 

[x] responsible ZAP 

[ ] all members of the research group 

[ ] all members of UGent 

[ ] other (specify): ... 

 

3b. Other files 

 

* Which other files have been stored? 

− [x] file(s) describing the transition from raw 

data to reported results. Specify:  

R-scripts: - TCD_MixedModelAnalyses.R; 

- TCD_QuestionnaireAnalyses.R 

 

− [ ] file(s) containing processed data. Specify:  

− [x] file(s) containing analyses. Specify: see 

other files, R-scripts contain analyses’ syntax, 

running them gives results. 

− [ ] files(s) containing information about 

informed consent. Specify: ... 

− [ ] a file specifying legal and ethical 

provisions. Specify: ... 

− [x] file(s) that describe the content of the 

stored files and how this content should be 

interpreted. Specify: See other files, R-scripts 

contain additional information. 

− [ ] other files. Specify:  

 

* On which platform are these other files stored? 

− [x] individual PC 

− [ ] research group file server 

− [X] other: responsible ZAP PC 

. 



* Who has direct access to these other files (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 

− [x] main researcher 

− [x] responsible ZAP 

− [ ] all members of the research group 

− [ ] all members of UGent 

− [ ] other (specify): ... 
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1. Contact 

 

1a. Main researcher 

 

− name: Wouter Durnez 

− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Wouter.Durnez@UGent.be 

 

1b. Responsible ZAP (if different from the main 

researcher) 

− name: Stefaan Van Damme 

− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Stefaan.VanDamme@UGent.be 

 

If a response is not received when using the above 

contact details, please send an email to 

data−ppw@ugent.be or contact Data Management, Faculty 

of Psychology and Educational Sciences, Henri 

Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Ghent, Belgium. 

 

2. Information about the datasets to which this 

sheet applies 
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* Reference of the publication in which the 

datasets are reported: 

- Durnez, W. (2015). How pain control attempts 

guide attention: An experimental analysis. Chapter 2, 

Experiment 1 (Unpublished doctoral dissertation). 

Ghent University 

 

* Which datasets in that publication does this 

sheet apply to?: 

All datasets reported in PhD dissertation chapter. 

 

3. Information about the files that have been 

stored 

 

3a. Raw data 

 

* Have the raw data been stored by the main 

researcher? [X] YES / [ ] NO 

If NO, please justify: 

 

* On which platform are the raw data stored? 

[x] researcher PC 

[ ] research group file server 

[ ] research group file server via DICT 

[x] responsible ZAP PC 

 

* Who has direct access to the raw data (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 

[x] main researcher 

[x] responsible ZAP 

[ ] all members of the research group 

[ ] all members of UGent 

[ ] other (specify): ... 

 

3b. Other files 

 

* Which other files have been stored? 

− [x] file(s) describing the transition from raw 

data to reported results. Specify:  

R-scripts: - SJ_MixedModelAnalysesAcc.R; 

- SJ_MixedModelAnalysesRT.R 

- SJ_QuestionnaireAnalyses.R 

 

− [ ] file(s) containing processed data. Specify:  

− [x] file(s) containing analyses. Specify: see 

other files, R-scripts contain analyses’ syntax, 

running them gives results. 

− [ ] files(s) containing information about 

informed consent. Specify: ... 

− [ ] a file specifying legal and ethical 

provisions. Specify: ... 



− [x] file(s) that describe the content of the 

stored files and how this content should be 

interpreted. Specify: See other files, R-scripts 

contain additional information. 

− [ ] other files. Specify:  

 

* On which platform are these other files stored? 

− [x] individual PC 

− [ ] research group file server 

− [X] other: responsible ZAP PC 

. 

* Who has direct access to these other files (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 

− [x] main researcher 

− [x] responsible ZAP 

− [ ] all members of the research group 

− [ ] all members of UGent 

− [ ] other (specify): ... 
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1b. Responsible ZAP (if different from the main 
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− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Stefaan.VanDamme@UGent.be 

 

If a response is not received when using the above 

contact details, please send an email to 

data−ppw@ugent.be or contact Data Management, Faculty 

of Psychology and Educational Sciences, Henri 

Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Ghent, Belgium. 

 

2. Information about the datasets to which this 

sheet applies 

 

* Reference of the publication in which the 

datasets are reported: 

- Durnez, W. (2015). How pain control attempts 

guide attention: An experimental analysis. Chapter 3, 

Experiment 1 & 2 (Unpublished doctoral dissertation). 

Ghent University 

 

* Which datasets in that publication does this 

sheet apply to?: 

All datasets reported in PhD dissertation chapter. 

 

3. Information about the files that have been 

stored 

 

3a. Raw data 

 

* Have the raw data been stored by the main 

researcher? [X] YES / [ ] NO 

If NO, please justify: 

 

* On which platform are the raw data stored? 

[x] researcher PC 

[ ] research group file server 

[ ] research group file server via DICT 

[x] responsible ZAP PC 

 

* Who has direct access to the raw data (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 

[x] main researcher 

[x] responsible ZAP 

[ ] all members of the research group 

[ ] all members of UGent 

[ ] other (specify): ... 

 

3b. Other files 

 

* Which other files have been stored? 

− [x] file(s) describing the transition from raw 

data to reported results. Specify:  

R-scripts: - TCD2_MixedModelAnalyses.R; 

 (Exp 1) 
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- TCD2_QuestionnaireAnalyses.R  (Exp 1) 

- TCD3_MixedModelAnalyses.R; (Exp 2) 

- TCD3_QuestionnaireAnalyses.R (Exp 2) 

 

 

− [ ] file(s) containing processed data. Specify:  

− [x] file(s) containing analyses. Specify: see 

other files, R-scripts contain analyses’ syntax, 

running them gives results. 

− [ ] files(s) containing information about 

informed consent. Specify: ... 

− [ ] a file specifying legal and ethical 

provisions. Specify: ... 

− [x] file(s) that describe the content of the 

stored files and how this content should be 

interpreted. Specify: See other files, R-scripts 

contain additional information. 

− [ ] other files. Specify:  

 

* On which platform are these other files stored? 

− [x] individual PC 

− [ ] research group file server 

− [X] other: responsible ZAP PC 

. 

* Who has direct access to these other files (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 

− [x] main researcher 

− [x] responsible ZAP 

− [ ] all members of the research group 

− [ ] all members of UGent 

− [ ] other (specify): ... 

 

4. Reproduction 
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* If yes, by whom (add if multiple): 

− name 
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1. Contact 

 

1a. Main researcher 

 

− name: Wouter Durnez 

− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Wouter.Durnez@UGent.be 

 

1b. Responsible ZAP (if different from the main 

researcher) 

− name: Stefaan Van Damme 

− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Stefaan.VanDamme@UGent.be 

 

If a response is not received when using the above 

contact details, please send an email to 

data−ppw@ugent.be or contact Data Management, Faculty 

of Psychology and Educational Sciences, Henri 

Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Ghent, Belgium. 

 

2. Information about the datasets to which this 

sheet applies 

 

* Reference of the publication in which the 

datasets are reported: 

- Durnez, W. (2015). How pain control attempts 

guide attention: An experimental analysis. Chapter 4, 

Experiment 1 (Unpublished doctoral dissertation). 

Ghent University 

 

* Which datasets in that publication does this 

sheet apply to?: 

All datasets reported in PhD dissertation chapter. 

 

3. Information about the files that have been 

stored 

 

3a. Raw data 

 

* Have the raw data been stored by the main 

researcher? [X] YES / [ ] NO 

If NO, please justify: 

 

* On which platform are the raw data stored? 

[x] researcher PC 

[ ] research group file server 

[ ] research group file server via DICT 

[x] responsible ZAP PC 

 

* Who has direct access to the raw data (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 
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[x] main researcher 

[x] responsible ZAP 

[ ] all members of the research group 

[ ] all members of UGent 

[ ] other (specify): ... 

 

3b. Other files 

 

* Which other files have been stored? 

− [x] file(s) describing the transition from raw 

data to reported results. Specify:  

R-scripts: - TOJ1_MixedModelAnalyses.R;  

- TOJ1_QuestionnaireAnalyses.R 

 

− [ ] file(s) containing processed data. Specify:  

− [x] file(s) containing analyses. Specify: see 

other files, R-scripts contain analyses’ syntax, 

running them gives results. 

− [ ] files(s) containing information about 

informed consent. Specify: ... 

− [ ] a file specifying legal and ethical 

provisions. Specify: ... 

− [x] file(s) that describe the content of the 

stored files and how this content should be 

interpreted. Specify: See other files, R-scripts 

contain additional information. 

− [ ] other files. Specify:  

 

* On which platform are these other files stored? 

− [x] individual PC 

− [ ] research group file server 

− [X] other: responsible ZAP PC 

. 

* Who has direct access to these other files (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 

− [x] main researcher 

− [x] responsible ZAP 

− [ ] all members of the research group 

− [ ] all members of UGent 

− [ ] other (specify): ... 

 

4. Reproduction 
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1. Contact 

 

1a. Main researcher 

 

− name: Wouter Durnez 

− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Wouter.Durnez@UGent.be 

 

1b. Responsible ZAP (if different from the main 

researcher) 

− name: Stefaan Van Damme 

− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Stefaan.VanDamme@UGent.be 

 

If a response is not received when using the above 

contact details, please send an email to 

data−ppw@ugent.be or contact Data Management, Faculty 

of Psychology and Educational Sciences, Henri 

Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Ghent, Belgium. 

 

2. Information about the datasets to which this 

sheet applies 

 

* Reference of the publication in which the 

datasets are reported: 

- Durnez, W., & Van Damme, S. (under revision). 

Let it be? Pain control attempts amplify attention for 

somatosensory information. Submitted to Psychological 

Research. 

- Durnez, W. (2015). How pain control attempts 

guide attention: An experimental analysis. Chapter 5, 

Experiment 1 (Unpublished doctoral dissertation). 

Ghent University 

 

* Which datasets in that publication does this 

sheet apply to?: 

All datasets reported in PhD dissertation chapter. 

 

3. Information about the files that have been 

stored 

 

3a. Raw data 
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* Have the raw data been stored by the main 

researcher? [X] YES / [ ] NO 

If NO, please justify: 

 

* On which platform are the raw data stored? 

[x] researcher PC 

[ ] research group file server 

[ ] research group file server via DICT 

[x] responsible ZAP PC 

 

* Who has direct access to the raw data (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 

[x] main researcher 

[x] responsible ZAP 

[ ] all members of the research group 

[ ] all members of UGent 

[ ] other (specify): ... 

 

3b. Other files 

 

* Which other files have been stored? 

− [x] file(s) describing the transition from raw 

data to reported results. Specify:  

R-scripts: - TOJ2_MixedModelAnalyses.R;  

- TOJ2_QuestionnaireAnalyses.R 

 

− [ ] file(s) containing processed data. Specify:  

− [x] file(s) containing analyses. Specify: see 

other files, R-scripts contain analyses’ syntax, 

running them gives results. 

− [ ] files(s) containing information about 

informed consent. Specify: ... 

− [ ] a file specifying legal and ethical 

provisions. Specify: ... 

− [x] file(s) that describe the content of the 

stored files and how this content should be 

interpreted. Specify: See other files, R-scripts 

contain additional information. 

− [ ] other files. Specify:  

 

* On which platform are these other files stored? 

− [x] individual PC 

− [ ] research group file server 

− [X] other: responsible ZAP PC 

. 

* Who has direct access to these other files (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 

− [x] main researcher 

− [x] responsible ZAP 

− [ ] all members of the research group 

− [ ] all members of UGent 

− [ ] other (specify): ... 
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− name: Wouter Durnez 

− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Wouter.Durnez@UGent.be 

 

1b. Responsible ZAP (if different from the main 

researcher) 

− name: Stefaan Van Damme 

− address: Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Gent 

− e−mail: Stefaan.VanDamme@UGent.be 
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* Which datasets in that publication does this 

sheet apply to?: 

All datasets reported in PhD dissertation chapter. 

 

3. Information about the files that have been 

stored 

 

3a. Raw data 

 

* Have the raw data been stored by the main 

researcher? [X] YES / [ ] NO 

If NO, please justify: 

 

* On which platform are the raw data stored? 

[x] researcher PC 

[ ] research group file server 

[ ] research group file server via DICT 

[x] responsible ZAP PC 

 

* Who has direct access to the raw data (i.e., 

without intervention of another person)? 

[x] main researcher 

[x] responsible ZAP 

[ ] all members of the research group 

[ ] all members of UGent 

[ ] other (specify): ... 

 

3b. Other files 

 

* Which other files have been stored? 

− [x] file(s) describing the transition from raw 

data to reported results. Specify:  

R-scripts: - ALL_TCD_MMA.R;  

- ALL_TOJ_MMA.R 

 

− [ ] file(s) containing processed data. Specify:  

− [x] file(s) containing analyses. Specify: see 

other files, R-scripts contain analyses’ syntax, 

running them gives results. 

− [ ] files(s) containing information about 

informed consent. Specify: ... 

− [ ] a file specifying legal and ethical 

provisions. Specify: ... 

− [x] file(s) that describe the content of the 

stored files and how this content should be 

interpreted. Specify: See other files, R-scripts 

contain additional information. 

− [ ] other files. Specify:  

 

* On which platform are these other files stored? 

− [x] individual PC 

− [ ] research group file server 

− [X] other: responsible ZAP PC 
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