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A psychological consequence of chronic pain may be an inappropriately limited future 
time perspective (FTP) for middle-aged and older adults. FTP is defined as one’s 
perception of time as limited or expansive. Potentially meaningful measures, like pain 
temporal pattern, are often ignored in the chronic pain literature. The present study 
uses secondary data to assess the association between pain temporal pattern and 
FTP, and the moderating effect of pain duration. Among 140 individuals with chronic 
pain, there was no significant association between pain pattern and FTP. However, 
both pain-related activity interference and pain duration were associated with FTP 
where greater interference predicted more limited FTP (b = –0.16, p = .03) and longer 
pain duration contributed to more expansive FTP (b = 0.001, p = .03). The temporal 
pattern x pain duration interaction terms were non-significant. We discuss implications, 
limitations, and future directions of these findings.
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It is well-established that chronic pain negatively affects 
physical functioning and increases mood disorder risk 
(Blair et al. 2003; Goldenberg 2010; Thomas et al. 2004; 
Wæhrens, Amris, & Fisher 2010). Lesser known is that 
pain can hinder individuals’ qualitative perceptions of 
the future by making it difficult to either envision a future 
at all or by fostering a pessimistic outlook (Agerström, 
Stening & Axman 2019; Coyle & Atkinson 2018; Hellström 
& Carlsson 1997).

To our knowledge, future time perspective (FTP), 
a subjective assessment of future opportunities and 
the amount of time one has left to live (Carstensen & 
Lang 1996), has yet to be measured in a chronic pain 
sample. One’s perception of future time ranges from 
‘limited’ to ‘expansive’: a spectrum that demonstrates 
strong associations with age, health, and psychological 
wellbeing. Limited FTP is commonly reported among 
older adults and/or individuals in poor health, and is 
associated with a tendency to prioritise emotional 
wellbeing (Coudin & Lima 2011; Charles & Carstensen 
2010; Lang & Carstensen 2002). Conversely, younger, 
healthier cohorts typically report expansive FTP, making 
them more likely to engage in long-term planning (Lang 
& Carstensen 2002; Löckenhoff & Carstensen 2004). 
Expansive perceptions of future time have also been 
linked to greater treatment adherence (Sansbury et al. 
2014), use of efficacious active and emotion-focused 
coping strategies (e.g. cognitive reappraisal and exercise; 
Bolotova & Hachaturova, 2013), feelings of hope, and 
general optimism (Kooij et al. 2018).

Qualitative research has demonstrated that, regardless 
of age, the presence of chronic pain contributes to more 
negative outlooks, particularly when pain is severe and 
unmanageable (Coyle & Atkinson 2018; Kristiansen et al. 
2012). On the other hand, the ability to control or reduce 
pain alleviates anxiety and boosts optimism—a positive 
correlate of expansive FTP (Hallberg & Carlsson 1998; 
Kooij et al. 2018).

There are several aspects of chronic pain that have 
been measured in previous research. These include 
pain intensity (i.e., magnitude of pain, often categorized 
into mild, moderate, and severe; Suso-Ribera et al., 
2019), interference (i.e. pain-related limitations to daily 
function; Barry et al. 2017), sensation (e.g., burning, 
aching, shooting, etc.; Jensen et al. 2013), location 
(i.e., referencing body areas where pain is experienced; 
Konstantinou et al. 2013), duration (i.e., the amount 
of time individuals have experienced pain; Jess et 
al. 2021), and so on. Despite this range of available 
measures, pain intensity and interference are the most 
commonly assessed correlates of poor wellbeing and life 
satisfaction (e.g., Hawker et al. 2011; Sánchez-Rodríguez 
et al. 2020; Stålnacke 2011). However, only measuring 
these two facets of pain fails to address the holistic pain 
experience, including how afflicted individuals perceive 
their futures. A small number of studies have used a 

lesser known pain measure, temporal pattern of pain, 
and found similar associations with poor well-being and 
life satisfaction (Liu et al. 2014; Mullady et al. 2011; Wu 
et al. 2010). This measure categorizes experienced pain 
into three groups: (1) intermittent pain refers to pain that 
comes and goes, (2) variable pain is ever-present but 
fluctuates in intensity, and (3) constant pain is stable in 
both presence and intensity (Jensen et al. 2006).

Among those with any pain, the intermittent pattern 
has been associated with less disability, fewer doctor 
visits, and better emotional wellbeing; whereas those 
experiencing constant pain describe a poorer quality of 
life (Attal et al. 2011; Mullady et al. 2011). Intermittent 
pain has also been shown to be preventable via 
disengagement with triggering activities, corresponding 
with mitigated consequences of chronic pain (Hallberg 
& Carlsson 1998). Alternatively, severe, acute, and/or 
unmanageable chronic pain (more closely related to 
constant, or variable pain) contributes to an obstruction 
to future planning (Agerström et al. 2019; Hellström & 
Carlsson 1997).

Pain duration may be another important factor 
predicting individuals’ perceptions of future time. 
However, the directional effect of pain duration is not 
certain. For example, individuals often experience feelings  
of loss and denial directly following pain onset (Dildy 
1996) and tend to adapt to limitations with time (Khanom 
et al. 2020; Sanderson et al. 2011). Therefore, longer pain 
durations may facilitate more expansive perceptions of 
the future. In contrast, longer pain experience has been 
related to greater functional impairment (Davison et 
al. 2014), worsened pain intensity, and increased pain 
catastrophizing (Peters et al. 2000); all of which could 
contribute to the adoption of more limited FTPs.

PRESENT STUDY

The present study examines the association of pain, 
particularly pain temporal pattern and pain duration, 
with future time perspective. This exploratory research 
will help confirm the utility of the pain temporal pattern 
measure and spearhead research efforts to further 
assess the relationship between pain and future thinking, 
which may drive interventions related to treatment 
adherence and goal-setting. Despite a lack of clear 
theoretical predictions, prior work suggests that, relative 
to individuals with variable or constant pain, individuals 
who experience pain intermittently may have more 
expansive perceptions of future time because they tend to 
have better psychological and physical health outcomes. 
Further, we assess whether pain duration moderates the 
possible association between pain temporal pattern and 
FTP. Lastly, due to the paucity of research on pain pattern, 
we describe the composition of each pain pattern group 
and examine whether available socio-demographic (e.g., 
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age, sex, race, education) factors and subjective health 
significantly predict pain patterns in any direction.

METHOD
PROCEDURE
Prior to conducting this study, all procedures were 
approved by the Cornell University Institutional Review 
board. A convenience sample of 150 participants was 
recruited in 2017–2018 from Ithaca, New York and New 
York City. In Ithaca, participants were recruited via existing 
participant pools from Cornell University’s Healthy Aging 
Lab, in-person and electronic announcements (to the 
Self-Management Resource Center database), and flyers 
in physical therapy offices, pain clinics, the Office for 
the Aging, and the Lifelong Senior Center. New York City 
participants were recruited through local senior centers, 
the Wright Center on Aging, and the Research Career 
Institute in the Mental Health of Aging. It is assumed 
that participants who were recruited at physical 
therapy offices and pain clinics were accessing pain 
management supports through these providers prior 
to their involvement in the study; there were no survey 
questions on this topic. All eligible participants were at 
least 45 years old and reported experiencing non-cancer 
pain on most days for at least three consecutive months 
in the past year. There was no upper age limit. To ensure 
their ability to provide reliable self-reports, participants 
also had to score a 4 or higher on the Six-Item Cognitive 
Screening Test (Callahan et al. 2002). This test is a well-
established assessment that has shown to be valid 
and reliable for screening participants with significant 
cognitive impairment in a number of studies (Carpenter 
et al. 2011; Chen et al. 2010; Wilber et al. 2005).

Prospective participants were contacted by phone 
to screen for the presence of significant cognitive 
impairment and to evaluate their eligibility for this 
study. If eligible, individuals were asked to schedule a 
time for an in-person or phone-based interview. During 
each interview, a research assistant read the consent 
form and survey questions (see Replication Package) 
aloud. Verbal responses were then marked into a 
Qualtrics form. These are secondary data originally 
collected to investigate the affective correlates of 
chronic pain (Yip et al. 2018; Yip 2019). In addition to the 
variables relevant to the present study, the interview 
also included items regarding actual, ideal, and avoided 
affect, predictions about future pain, coping strategies, 
and self-continuity.

MEASURES
Pain temporal pattern was assessed by a single item 
from the Pain Quality Assessment Scale (Jensen et al. 
2006). Participants were given definitions of constant, 
intermittent, and variable pain and asked to select the 
one that best represented their pain experience.

Future Time Perspective was measured using 
Carstensen and Lang’s (1996) Future Time Perspective 
Scale (FTPS). The instrument consists of 10 questions 
(with 7-point Likert scale responses), asking participants 
to indicate whether a statement about their future 
is (1) very untrue for them to (7) very true for them. 
Statements include “many opportunities await me in 
the future” and “My future is filled with possibilities.” 
Of the 10 items, three are reverse-coded (e.g., “I have 
the sense that time is running out.”) Carstensen & Lang 
(1996) is an unpublished manuscript, but the scale can 
be accessed on the Stanford Life-Span Development  
Laboratory webpage (https://lifespan.stanford.edu/download- 

the-ftp-scale). Our data suggest that the FTPS is 
sufficiently reliable with a Cronbach’s alpha equal  
to .91.

We also considered two additional variables to better 
understand the effect of pain experience. Pain duration 
was assessed with a single open-ended item: “How 
many months have you experienced this pain?” Pain 
Interference was also assessed with a single item from 
the SF-12 questionnaire (Ware, Kosinski & Keller 1996). 
Respondents rated how much their pain interfered with 
their daily activities on a 5-point Likert scale from “Not at 
all” to “Extremely” over the past week.

Age, race, sex, educational attainment, subjective 
health, and average pain intensity were included in 
Table 2. Respondents self-identified as Black or African 
American, Asian, Native Hawaiian or other Pacific 
Islander, Native Indian or Alaskan Native, White, or 
Other. Education was coded as four levels of educational 
attainment: high school education or less, a 2-year 
college degree or some college, a 4-year bachelor’s  
degree, or a graduate degree. Subjective health was 
measured by a single item from the SF-12 questionnaire 
(Ware et al. 1996). Participants answered the prompt “In 
general, would you say your health is:” with one of five 
options: Excellent, Very good, Good, Fair, or Poor. Pain 
Intensity was measured with a single Likert item from 
the Pain Intensity Questionnaire within PROMIS (Cella 
et al., 2010), on which each respondent indicated their 
average pain from 1 (no pain) to 7 (intense pain) over the 
prior seven days.

ANALYSIS
For detailed code, see the STATA.16 .do file included in 
the Analysis Package.

To build the main effect model assessing the 
relationship between pain temporal pattern and FTP, 
we restricted the possible predictors to the four pain 
variables (i.e. pain time pattern, intensity, interference, 
and duration) and age. Age was examined because of 
its consistent association with FTP in extant literature 
(e.g., Liao & Carstensen 2018). We implemented a 
stepwise forward selection and generated Akaike’s 
Information Criteria (AIC) and Bayesian Information 
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Criteria (BIC) fit statistics after every addition. Lower 
values for both AIC and BIC indicate better model fit 
(Akaike 1974; Schwarz Gideon 1978); variables that 
contributed to lower AIC and BIC outputs—and thus 
improved model fit—were included in the final model. 
Pain temporal pattern, pain interference, and pain 
duration were retained in our model. Pain intensity 
and age were excluded. See Table 1 for the final model. 
Subjective health is also a strong predictor of FTP (Kooij 
& Van De Voorde 2011), but was excluded because pain 
is a well-known factor in self-rated health reporting 
(Chireh & D’Arcy 2018); including this variable would 
have limited our understanding of the relationship 
between pain and FTP.

Following the initial analysis, we created two binary 
variables to represent the “variable” and “constant” 
temporal pattern groups. In two separate analyses, 
a pain duration × temporal pattern interaction term 
was included to assess the moderating effect of pain 
duration on our relationship of interest. The first referred 
to variable pain and the second to constant pain; 
participants reporting intermittent pain served as the 
reference group in both analyses. In line with the main 
effect model, the two moderation models also controlled 
for pain interference.

Table 2 describes the composition of each of the pain 
pattern (intermittent, variable, and constant) subgroups 
with results from bivariate logistic regressions. These 
regressions assessed the relationships between the 
listed demographic, health, and pain-related factors and 
the variable and constant pain patterns, respectively. 
The intermittent pain group served as the reference 
group.

RESULTS

One-hundred fifty participants were initially recruited, 
however two were excluded due to serious illness 
and an additional eight were excluded from the final 
analytic sample due to missing pain duration data. Of 
the remaining 140, the majority (76%) were female, 
85% self-identified as European American, 7% as African 
American, 2% as Asian, and 5.7% as “Other.” Participants 
were between the ages of 45 and 94 (Mage = 64.5; SDage 
= 12.1). Over a third (38%) had a graduate degree, 35% 
completed a 4-year college degree, 25% finished a 
2-year college degree or completed some college, and 
7% received a high school diploma or reported less 

MAIN EFFECT REGRESSION 
MODEL

Β 95% CI 

Variables

Pain temporal pattern 

Intermittent pain (ref)

Variable pain –0.1 [–0.44, 0.23]

Constant pain –0.18 [–0.60, 0.23]

Pain duration (months) 0.001 * [0.0001, 0.002]

Pain interference (out of 5) –0.16 * [–0.31, –0.012]

Constant 3.41 *** [2.89, 3.94]

R2 0.074

Table 1 The main linear regression predicting FTP.

* p < .05; ** p < .01; *** p < .001.

PAIN PATTERN: 
INTERMITTENT 
MEAN (SD)

PAIN 
PATTERN: 
VARIABLE
M (SD)

ODDS RATIO
[95% CI]

PAIN 
PATTERN: 
CONSTANT
MEAN (SD)

ODDS RATIO
[95% CI]

Group N 40 73 27

Age 65.7 (11.65) 61.59 (11.22) 0.97 [.94 – 1.00] 67.44 (13.93) 1.01 [.97 – 1.05]

Sex (% female) 80% 80.82% 1.05 [.40 – 2.78] 55.56% 0.31 [.11 – .92]**

Race (% white) 90% 83.56% 0.56 [.17 – 1.88] 81.48% 0.49 [.12 – 2.02]

Education (out of 4) 3.38 (.74) 2.89 (.91) 0.49 [.30 – .82]** 2.66 (1.14) 0.45 [.26 – .79]**

Subjective Health (out of 5) 3.33 (1.02) 2.75 (1.00) 0.57 [.38 – .85]** 2.48 (0.89) 0.41 [.23 – .73]**

Pain Intensity (out of 7) 3.85 (1.33) 4.05 (1.22) 1.14 [.84 – 1.56] 4.33 (1.30) 1.33 [.91 – 1.95]

Pain Interference (out of 5) 2.98 (1.03) 3.38 (0.84) 1.64 [1.05 – 2.54]* 3.19 (1.14) 1.21 [.76 – 1.92]

Pain Duration (in months) 95.7 (122.6) 147.6 (140.6) 1.00 [1.00 – 1.01] 128.4 (144.2) 1.00 [1.00 – 1.01]

Future Time Perspective (out of 7) 3.05 (.73) 2.94 (.81) 0.84 [.51 – 1.37] 2.87 (1.13) 0.80 [.46 – 1.38]

Table 2 Pain temporal pattern group compositions and results from bivariate logistic regressions using socio-demographic/health 
factors to predict pain pattern group status. Intermittent pain is the reference group.
* p < .05, ** p < .01.
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educational attainment. Sample pain characteristics 
were as follows: pain intensity (M = 4.05, SD = 1.27), pain 
interference (M = 3.23, SD = 0.97), and pain duration 
(M = 129.09, SD = 137.3). Pain duration ranged from 3 to 
636 months. Information on pain temporal pattern is in 
Table 2.

The main linear regression model (see Table 1) was 
statistically significant overall (F(4, 135) = 2.71, p = .03). 
However, that finding was driven by FTP’s association with 
pain interference and pain duration (b = –0.16, t = –2.15, 
p = .03; b = 0.001, t = 2.20, p = .03). After controlling for 
these two variables, there was no significant association 
between pain temporal pattern and FTP (constant: b = 
–0.18, t = –0.88, p = .38; variable: b = –0.10, t = –0.60, p = 
.55). Both of the pain time pattern x duration interaction 
models yielded non-significant results as well. Compared 
to participants with intermittent pain, pain duration did 
not moderate perceptions of future time for participants 
with either variable (b = 0.001, t = 0.84, p = .40) or 
constant (b = 0.001, t = 0.66, p = .51) pain.

Table 2 shows that participants with high levels of 
education and better self-reported health were 51% 
and 43% less likely to report variable pain relative 
to intermittent pain (OR = 0.49, 95% CI [.30 – .80]; OR 
= 0.57, 95% CI [.38 – .85]). These data are similar for 
constant pain: highly educated and self-perceptively 
healthy individuals were 55% and 59% less likely to 
report constant pain than intermittent pain (OR = 0.45, 
95% CI [.26 – .79]; OR = 0.41, 95% CI [.23 – .73]). Further, 
those with high pain interference were 64% more likely 
to report variable pain, and women were 69% less likely 
to report constant pain relative to intermittent pain.

DISCUSSION

Findings revealed that regardless of whether an individual 
experienced constant, variable, or intermittent pain, their 
FTP scores were statistically equivalent. What matters 
more in predicting FTP is the amount of time individuals 
experience chronic pain and whether that pain hinders 
daily activity. However, these were independent main 
effects; interaction terms assessing the moderating 
effect of pain duration on the relationship between pain 
temporal pattern and FTP were not significant.

The lack of support for our hypothesis regarding pain 
temporal pattern suggests that our empirically-informed 
hypothesis was incorrect. The reasons we cited in the 
introduction for why we believed intermittent pain would 
be associated with more expansive FTPs relative to 
variable and constant pain were based on other pain and 
health factors. For example, intermittent pain has been 
associated with less disability and better self-rated health 
(Attal et al. 2011; Mullady et al. 2011). However, while 
our data demonstrate a similar association between 
temporal pattern and subjective health (r = –0.29, 

p = .0004), there is no significant relationship between 
pain pattern and activity interference (r = 0.10, p = .26). 
Thus, the link between pain pattern and disability is not 
as consistent across samples as we originally believed.

The independent effects of both pain duration and 
pain interference on FTP have support from adaptation 
and disability literature unrelated to FTP. With respect 
to our pain duration finding, it is possible that, as 
Khanom et al. (2020) and Sanderson et al. (2011) 
suggested, experiencing chronic pain for a longer 
duration facilitates better psychological adaptation and 
greater pain acceptance. Psychological adaptation to 
chronic stressors has also been associated with to more 
expansive perceptions of the future (Livneh & Martz 
2007; Martz 2004). In contrast to literature suggesting 
that longer experience with chronic pain corresponds 
with worse pain-related health outcomes (e.g. Davison et 
al. 2014; Peters et al. 2000), longer pain duration was not 
associated with increases in pain intensity or interference 
in our sample. Previous research supports our pain 
interference findings as well: pain-related disability has 
been found to truncate both perceptions of future time 
(Livneh 2013) and subjective life expectancy (a similar 
construct assessing how long individuals expect to life; 
Mirowsky & Ross 2000).

Provided that future research replicates our pain 
interference finding, interventions to expand FTP should 
be targeted at individuals who experience high levels of 
pain-related disability. Physician or therapist-led goal-
setting, monitoring, and implementation interventions 
have been shown to be effective for improving self-
efficacy and treatment adherence among people with 
chronic pain (Coppack, Kristensen & Karageorghis 2012; 
Baird et al. 2021). Goal setting and monitoring allow 
individuals to actively modulate their FTP by imagining 
a positive, attainable future and developing an action 
plan to actualize it. A recent meta-analysis reported 
that goal monitoring and implementation—not simply 
goal setting—mediated the relationship between time 
perspective and positive life outcomes, including improved 
physical health and psychological wellbeing (Baird et 
al. 2021). This suggests that physicians and therapists 
who initiate goal interventions must follow up with their 
patients to ensure that (a) their health and pain-related 
goals are realistic and attainable, and (b) they are actively 
implementing the goals they set.

LIMITATIONS

Our findings should be considered amidst limitations. 
Our use of single item measures for pain temporal 
pattern and pain interference prevented us from 
reporting reliability statistics. With respect to validity, 
pain interference demonstrates concurrent validity 
through its expected associations with pain intensity 
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(r = 0.38, p < .0001) and subjective health (r = –0.38, p < 
.0001), however, the validity of our pain temporal pattern 
measure is less certain. As mentioned previously, our 
hypothesis was predicated on the association between 
pain interference and pain temporal pattern, but there 
was no such association in our data. Thus, our pain 
pattern measure may not be adequately valid. However, 
the true relationship between pain pattern and activity 
interference is still unclear, especially in the context of 
different pain conditions. For example, in those with knee 
osteoarthritis, unpredictable intermittent pain seems 
to be more physically and psychologically distressing 
than constant pain, whereas constant, unrelenting pain 
is more problematic for chronic pancreatitis patients 
(Liu et al. 2014; Mullady et al. 2011). Since our sample 
was not limited to a specific pain condition, this may 
explain the lack of association between pain pattern 
and interference.

FUTURE DIRECTIONS
Due to the paucity of research assessing the relationship 
between pain and FTP, basic research is needed to 
establish a stronger empirical connection between these 
two variables. For example, future researchers may 
consider comparing FTP scores among individuals with 
and without pain, then, in subsequent studies with larger 
samples, they may assess the influence of different 
aspects of chronic pain (e.g., intensity and interference) 
on FTP. If researchers wish to reexamine the relationship 
between pain temporal pattern and FTP (with two 
controls), we suggest—based on a conducted power 
analysis—a minimum sample size of 310 participants to 
detect an effect of p = .05.

Future research should also be attentive to two pain-
related variables that we did not account for in our 
models: pain condition and location. Using what was 
gained from the present study, these factors may be 
investigated as moderating variables in the relationship 
between pain interference and FTP. Different pain 
conditions and locations have different prognoses 
and associated disability risks (Barry et al. 2017; Hicks 
et al. 2008; Hider et al. 2015). For example, relative 
to arm or shoulder pain, lower extremity (e.g., in legs, 
hips, and feet) pain may be more disabling because it 
makes ambulation more taxing, contributing to greater 
pain interference and possibly more limited FTP. Miró 
and colleagues (2014b) reported individuals with lower 
extremity muscular dystrophy (MD) pain had greater 
self-reported disability compared to MD patients with 
back or arm pain (Miró et al. 2014b). These differences 
in disability reporting by pain location may translate 
to systematic differences in the ways individuals 
perceive their futures. In a similar study of individuals 
with chronic pain due to spinal cord injury, Miró et al. 
(2014a) emphasized the importance of measuring pain 
intensity in specific pain sites—not simply average pain 

intensity—when estimating the effect of pain on physical 
and psychological functioning. Pain intensity in the legs 
and lower back showed the strongest associations with 
pain interference and mental health (Miró et al. 2014a). 
Future research should continue to explore differential 
consequences of these pain-related variables on 
psychological constructs like FTP.

CONCLUSION

Contrary to what authors hypothesized, this study 
suggests that pain temporal pattern does not influence 
individuals’ FTPs. This null association between 
pain temporal pattern and FTP may be an accurate 
representation of a non-significant relationship, or could 
be due to our use of suboptimal measures in a sample 
of participants with an array of chronic pain conditions. 
We offer insight into the relationships between FTP, pain 
duration, and activity interference, respectively. Our 
findings regarding pain duration support the empirically-
based notion that longer experiences with chronic pain 
facilitate enhancements in psychological adaptation 
and wellness, translating to more expansive FTP. Further, 
the association between pain interference and limited 
FTP is supported by disability literature. Before clinicians 
roll out interventions to expand FTP in those with pain-
related disability, we encourage future work that focuses 
on developing stronger empirical ties between pain and 
FTP. Following basic comparative studies between groups 
with and without pain, researchers should assess the 
moderating role of pain location and condition on the 
relationship between pain interference and FTP. Pain 
intensity and interference are well-established predictors 
of physical and psychological outcomes, but when used 
alone, they may provide an incomplete picture of an 
individual’s pain experience.

FUNDING INFORMATION

National Institute of Aging grant P30AG022845.

COMPETING INTERESTS

The authors have no competing interests to declare.

AUTHOR AFFILIATIONS
Gillian Fennell  orcid.org/0000-0003-2932-6357 
University of Southern California, US

Abby Pui Wang Yip  orcid.org/0000-0001-9683-5245 
Cornell University, US

M. Carrington Reid  orcid.org/0000-0001-8117-662X 
Weill Cornell Medical College, US

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2932-6357
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2932-6357
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9683-5245
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9683-5245
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8117-662X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8117-662X


142Fennell et al. Health Psychology Bulletin DOI: 10.5334/hpb.34

Susan Enguídanos  orcid.org/0000-0002-5112-288X 
University of Southern California, US

Elizabeth Zelinski  orcid.org/0000-0003-3994-399X 
University of Southern California, US

Corinna Löckenhoff  orcid.org/0000-0003-1605-1323 
Cornell University, US

REFERENCES

Agerström, J., Stening, K., & Axman, O. (2019). Pain here and 

now: Physical pain impairs transcendence of psychological 

distance. Journal of Pain Research, 12, 961–968. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.2147/JPR.S194114

Akaike, H. (1974). A new look at the statistical model 

identification. IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, 19, 716–723. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/TAC.1974.1100705

Attal, N., Lanteri-Minet, M., Laurent, B., Fermanian, J., & 

Bouhassira, D. (2011). The specific disease burden of 

neuropathic pain: Results of a French nationwide survey. 

Pain, 152(12), 2836–2843. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

pain.2011.09.014

Baird, H. M., Webb, T. L., Sirois, F. M., & Gibson-Miller, J. 

(2021). Understanding the effects of time perspective: 

A meta-analysis testing a self-regulatory framework. 

Psychological Bulletin, 147(3), 233–267. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1037/bul0000313

Barry, D. T., Pilver Glenn, C. E., Hoff, R. A., & Potenza, M. N. 

(2017). Pain interference and incident medical disorders in 

the general population. Pain Medicine, 18(7), 1209–1217. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/pm/pnw252

Bolotova, A. K., & Hachaturova, M. R. (2013). The role of time 

perspective in coping behavior. Psychology in Russia: 

State of Art, 6(3), 120. DOI: https://doi.org/10.11621/

pir.2013.0311

Callahan, C. M., Unverzagt, F. W., Hui, S. L., Perkins, A. J., 

& Hendrie, H. C. (2002). Six-item screener to identify 

cognitive impairment among potential subjects for clinical 

research. Medical care, 40(9), 771–781. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1097/00005650-200209000-00007

Carpenter, C. R., DesPain, B., Keeling, T. N., Shah, M., & 

Rothenberger, M. (2011). The six-item screener and AD8 

for the detection of cognitive impairment in geriatric 

emergency department patients. Annals of Emergency 

Medicine, 57, 653–661. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

annemergmed.2010.06.560

Carstensen, L. L., & Lang, F. R. (1996). Future time perspective 

scale. Unpublished manuscript, Stanford University. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1037/t31314-000

Cella, D., Riley, W., Stone, A., Rothrock, N., Reeve, B., Yount, 

S., … PROMIS Cooperative Group. (2010). The Patient-

Reported Outcomes Measurement Information System 

(PROMIS) developed and tested its first wave of adult self-

reported health outcome item banks: 2005–2008. Journal 

of Clinical Epidemiology, 63, 1179–1194. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2010.04.011

Charles, S. T., & Carstensen, L. L. (2010). Social and emotional 

aging. Annual Review of Psychology, 61(1), 383–409. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.093008.100448

Chen, M. R., Guo, Q. H., Cao, X. Y., Hong, Z., & Liu, X. H. (2010). 

A preliminary study of the six-item screener in detecting 

cognitive impairment. Neuroscience Bulletin, 26, 317–321. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12264-010-0106-1

Chireh, B., & D’Arcy, C. (2018). Pain and self-rated health 

among middle-aged and older Canadians: An analysis 

of the Canadian community health survey—healthy 

aging. BMC Public Health, 18(1), 1006. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1186/s12889-018-5912-9

Coppack, R. J., Kristensen, J., & Karageorghis, C. I. (2012). Use 

of a goal setting intervention to increase adherence to 

low back pain rehabilitation: A randomized controlled trial. 

Clinical Rehabilitation, 26(11), 1032–1042. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/0269215512436613

Coudin, G., & Lima, M. L. (2011). Being well as time goes by: 

Future time perspective and well-being. International 

Journal of Psychology and Psychological Therapy, 

11(2), 219–232. Retrieved from http://libproxy.usc.edu/

login?url=https://www-proquest-com.libproxy1.usc.

edu/scholarly-journals/being-well-as-time-goes-future-

perspective/docview/1009193985/se-2?accountid=14749

Coyle, L. A., & Atkinson, S. (2018). Imagined futures in living 

with multiple conditions: Positivity, relationality, and 

hopelessness. Social Science & Medicine, 198, 53–60. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2017.12.022

Davison, M. J., Ioannidis, G., Maly, M. R., Adachi, J. D., & 

Beattie, K. A. (2014). Intermittent and constant pain and 

physical function or performance in men and women with 

knee osteoarthritis: Data from the osteoarthritis initiative. 

Clinical Rheumatology, 35(2), 371–379. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1007/s10067-014-2810-0

Dildy, S. P. (1996). Suffering in people with rheumatoid 

arthritis. Applied Nursing Research, 9, 177–183. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0897-1897(96)80043-7

Goldenberg, D. L. (2010). Pain/depression dyad: A key to a 

better understanding and treatment of functional somatic 

syndromes. The American journal of medicine, 123(8), 675–

682. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjmed.2010.01.014

Hallberg, L. R. M., & Carlsson, S. G. (1998). Anxiety and 

coping in patients with chronic work-related muscular 

pain and patients with fibromyalgia. European Journal of 

Pain, 2(4), 309–319. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S1090-

3801(98)90029-5

Hawker, G. A., Mian, S., Kendzerska, T., & French, M. (2011). 

Measures of adult pain: Visual Analog Scale for Pain (VAS 

Pain), Numeric Rating Scale for Pain (NRS Pain), McGill Pain 

Questionnaire (MPQ), Short-Form McGill Pain Questionnaire 

(SF-MPQ), Chronic Pain Grade Scale (CPGS), Short Form-36 

Bodily Pain Scale (SF-36 BPS), and Measure of Intermittent 

and Constant Osteoarthritis Pain (ICOAP). Arthritis 

care & research, 63(S11), S240–S252. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1002/acr.20543

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5112-288X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5112-288X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3994-399X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3994-399X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1605-1323
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1605-1323
https://doi.org/10.2147/JPR.S194114
https://doi.org/10.1109/TAC.1974.1100705
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2011.09.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2011.09.014
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000313
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000313
https://doi.org/10.1093/pm/pnw252
https://doi.org/10.11621/pir.2013.0311
https://doi.org/10.11621/pir.2013.0311
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-200209000-00007
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-200209000-00007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annemergmed.2010.06.560
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annemergmed.2010.06.560
https://doi.org/10.1037/t31314-000
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2010.04.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2010.04.011
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.093008.100448
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12264-010-0106-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-018-5912-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-018-5912-9
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269215512436613
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269215512436613
http://libproxy.usc.edu/login?url=https://www-proquest-com.libproxy1.usc.edu/scholarly-journals/being-well-as-time-goes-future-perspective/docview/1009193985/se-2?accountid=14749
http://libproxy.usc.edu/login?url=https://www-proquest-com.libproxy1.usc.edu/scholarly-journals/being-well-as-time-goes-future-perspective/docview/1009193985/se-2?accountid=14749
http://libproxy.usc.edu/login?url=https://www-proquest-com.libproxy1.usc.edu/scholarly-journals/being-well-as-time-goes-future-perspective/docview/1009193985/se-2?accountid=14749
http://libproxy.usc.edu/login?url=https://www-proquest-com.libproxy1.usc.edu/scholarly-journals/being-well-as-time-goes-future-perspective/docview/1009193985/se-2?accountid=14749
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2017.12.022
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10067-014-2810-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10067-014-2810-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0897-1897(96)80043-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjmed.2010.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1090-3801(98)90029-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1090-3801(98)90029-5
https://doi.org/10.1002/acr.20543
https://doi.org/10.1002/acr.20543


143Fennell et al. Health Psychology Bulletin DOI: 10.5334/hpb.34

Hellström, C., & Carlsson, S. (1997). Busy with pain: 

Disorganization in subjective time in experimental pain. 

European Journal of Pain, 1(2), 133–139. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1016/S1090-3801(97)90071-9

Hicks, G. E., Gaines, J. M., Shardell, M., & Simonsick, E. M. 

(2008). Associations of back and leg pain with health 

status and functional capacity of older adults: Findings 

from the retirement community back pain study. Arthritis 

and Rheumatism, 59(9), 1306–1313. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1002/art.24006

Hider, S. L., Whitehurst, D. G. T., Thomas, E., & Foster, N. E. 

(2015). Pain location matters: The impact of leg pain 

on health care use, work disability and quality of life in 

patients with low back pain. European Spine Journal, 24(3), 

444–451. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-014-3355-2

Jensen, M. P., Gammaitoni, A. R., Olaleye, D. O., Oleka, N., 

Nalamachu, S. R., & Galer, B. S. (2006). The pain quality 

assessment scale: Assessment of pain quality in carpal 

tunnel syndrome. Journal of Pain, 11, 823–32. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2006.04.003

Jensen, M. P., Lin, C.-P., Kupper, A. E., Galer, B. S., & 

Gammaitoni, A. R. (2013). Cognitive testing and revision 

of the Pain Quality Assessment Scale. The Clinical Journal 

of Pain, 29(5), 400–410. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1097/

AJP.0b013e318260857d

Jess, M. A., Ryan, C., Hamilton, S., Wellburn, S., Atkinson, G., 

Greenough, C., Peat, G., Coxon, A., Fatoye, F., Ferguson, 

D., Dickson, A., Ridley, H., & Martin, D. (2021). Does 

duration of pain at baseline influence longer-term clinical 

outcomes of low back pain patients managed on an 

evidence-based pathway? Spine, 46(3), 191–197. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0000000000003760

Khanom, S., McDonagh, J. E., Briggs, M., Bakir, E., & McBeth, 

J. (2020). Adolescents’ experiences of fluctuating pain in 

musculoskeletal disorders: A qualitative systematic review 

and thematic synthesis. BMC Musculoskeletal Disorders, 

21(1), 645–645. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-020-

03627-1

Konstantinou, K., Hider, S. L., Jordan, J. L., Lewis, M., Dunn, K. 

M., & Hay, E. M. (2013). The impact of low back-related leg 

pain on outcomes as compared with low back pain alone: 

A systematic review of the literature. The Clinical Journal 

of Pain, 29(7), 644–654. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1097/

AJP.0b013e31826f9a52

Kooij, D., & Van De Voorde, K. (2011). How changes 

in subjective general health predict future time 

perspective, and development and generativity 

motives over the lifespan: Subjective general health, 

future time perspective, and work-related motives. 

Journal of Occupational and Organizational Psychology, 

84(2), 228–247. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-

8325.2010.02012.x

Kooij, D. T. A. M., Kanfer, R., Betts, M., & Rudolph, C. W. (2018). 

Future time perspective: A systematic review and meta-

analysis. Journal of Applied Psychology, 103(8), 867–893. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/apl0000306

Kristiansen, T. M., Primdahl, J., Antoft, R., & Horslev-Petersen, 

K. (2012). It means everything: Continuing normality 

of everyday life for people with Rheumatoid Arthritis in 

remission. Musculoskeletal Care, 10(3), 162–170. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1002/msc.1013

Lang, F. R., & Carstensen, L. L. (2002). Time counts: Future time 

perspective, goals, and social relationships. Psychology and 

Aging, 17(1), 125–139. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/0882-

7974.17.1.125

Liao, H., & Carstensen, L. L. (2018). Future time perspective: 

Time horizons and beyond. GeroPsych: The Journal of 

Gerontopsychology and Geriatric Psychiatry, 31(3), 163–

167. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1024/1662-9647/a000194

Liu, A., Kendzerska, T., Stanaitis, I., & Hawker, G. (2014). 

The relationship between knee pain characteristics 

and symptom state acceptability in people with knee 

osteoarthritis. Osteoarthritis Cartilage, 22(2), 178–183. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joca.2013.11.012

Livneh, H. (2013). The concept of time in rehabilitation and 

psychosocial adaptation to chronic illness and disability: 

Part II. Rehabilitation Counseling Bulletin, 56(2), 71–84. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0034355212447878

Livneh, H., & Martz, E. (2007). Reactions to diabetes and their 

relationship to time orientation. International Journal of 

Rehabilitation Research, 30(2), 127–136. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1097/MRR.0b013e32813a2ed6

Martz, E. (2004). Do reactions of adaptation to disability 

influence the fluctuation of future time orientation 

among individuals with spinal cord injuries? Rehabilitation 

Counseling Bulletin, 47(2), 86–95. DOI: https://doi.org/10.11

77/00343552030470020301

Miró, J., Gertz, K. J., Carter, G. T., & Jensen, M. P. (2014a). Pain 

location and functioning in persons with spinal cord injury. 

PM & R, 6(8), 690–697. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

pmrj.2014.01.010

Miró, J., Gertz, K. J., Carter, G. T., & Jensen, M. P. (2014b). 

Pain location and intensity impacts function in persons 

with myotonic dystrophy type 1 and facioscapulohumeral 

dystrophy with chronic pain. Muscle Nerve, 49(6), 900–905. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/mus.24079

Mirowsky, J., & Ross, C. E. (2000). Socioeconomic status and 

subjective life expectancy. Social Psychology Quarterly, 

63(2), 133. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/2695888

Mullady, D., Yadav, D., Amann, S., O’Connell, M., Barmada, 

M., Elta, G., … Anderson, M. (2011). Type of pain, pain-

associated complications, quality of life, disability and 

resource utilisation in chronic pancreatitis: A prospective 

cohort study. Gut, 60(1), 77–84. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1136/gut.2010.213835

Peters, M., Sorbi, M., Kruise, D., Kerssens, J., Verhaak, P. F., & 

Bensing, J. (2000). Electronic diary assessment of pain, 

disability and psychological adaptation in patients differing 

in duration of pain. Pain (Amsterdam), 84(2–3), 181–192. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3959(99)00206-7

Sánchez-Rodríguez, E., Aragonès, E., Jensen, M. P., Tomé-

Pires, C., Rambla, C., López-Cortacans, G., & Miró, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S1090-3801(97)90071-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1090-3801(97)90071-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/art.24006
https://doi.org/10.1002/art.24006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-014-3355-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2006.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2006.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1097/AJP.0b013e318260857d
https://doi.org/10.1097/AJP.0b013e318260857d
https://doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0000000000003760
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-020-03627-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-020-03627-1
https://doi.org/10.1097/AJP.0b013e31826f9a52
https://doi.org/10.1097/AJP.0b013e31826f9a52
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8325.2010.02012.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8325.2010.02012.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/apl0000306
https://doi.org/10.1002/msc.1013
https://doi.org/10.1037/0882-7974.17.1.125
https://doi.org/10.1037/0882-7974.17.1.125
https://doi.org/10.1024/1662-9647/a000194
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joca.2013.11.012
https://doi.org/10.1177/0034355212447878
https://doi.org/10.1097/MRR.0b013e32813a2ed6
https://doi.org/10.1097/MRR.0b013e32813a2ed6
https://doi.org/10.1177/00343552030470020301
https://doi.org/10.1177/00343552030470020301
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmrj.2014.01.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmrj.2014.01.010
https://doi.org/10.1002/mus.24079
https://doi.org/10.2307/2695888
https://doi.org/10.1136/gut.2010.213835
https://doi.org/10.1136/gut.2010.213835
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3959(99)00206-7


144Fennell et al. Health Psychology Bulletin DOI: 10.5334/hpb.34

TO CITE THIS ARTICLE:
Fennell, G., Yip, A. P. W., Reid, M. C., Enguídanos, S., Zelinski, E., & Löckenhoff, C. (2021). Is Chronic Pain Temporal Pattern Associated with 
Middle-Aged and Older Adults’ Perceptions of their Futures? Health Psychology Bulletin,5(1), pp. 136–144. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/
hpb.34

Submitted: 26 February 2021     Accepted: 17 December 2021     Published: 30 December 2021

COPYRIGHT:
© 2022 The Author(s). This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 
International License (CC-BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original 
author and source are credited. See http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

Health Psychology Bulletin is a peer-reviewed open access journal published by Ubiquity Press.

J. (2020). The role of pain-related cognitions in the 

relationship between pain severity, depression, and pain 

interference in a sample of primary care patients with 

both chronic pain and depression. Pain medicine (Malden, 

Mass.), 21(10), 2200–2211. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/

pm/pnz363

Sanderson, T., Calnan, M., Morris, M., Richards, P., & Hewlett, 

S. (2011). Shifting normalities: Interactions of changing 

conceptions of a normal life and the normalisation of 

symptoms in rheumatoid arthritis. Sociology of Health 

& Illness, 33(4), 618–633. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/

j.1467-9566.2010.01305.x

Sansbury, B., Dasgupta, A., Guthrie, L., & Ward, M. (2014). 

Time perspective and medication adherence among 

individuals with hypertension or diabetes mellitus. Patient 

education and counseling, 95(1), 104–110. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1016/j.pec.2013.12.016

Schwarz Gideon, E. (1978). Estimating the dimension of 

a model. Ann. Stat., 6(2), 461–464. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1214/aos/1176344136

Stålnacke, B. M. (2011). Life satisfaction in patients with 

chronic pain – relation to pain intensity, disability, and 

psychological factors. Neuropsychiatric disease and 

treatment, 7(1), 683–689. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2147/

NDT.S25321

Suso-Ribera, C., Camacho-Guerrero, L., Osma, J., Suso-

Vergara, S., & Gallardo-Pujol, D. (2019). A reduction in 

pain intensity is more strongly associated with improved 

physical functioning in frustration tolerant individuals: A 

longitudinal moderation study in chronic pain patients. 

Frontiers in Psychology, 10. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3389/

fpsyg.2019.00907

Thomas, E., Peat, G., Harris, L., Wilkie, R., & Croft, P. R. 

(2004). The prevalence of pain and pain interference 

in a general population of older adults: Cross-sectional 

findings from the North Staffordshire Osteoarthritis 

Project (NorStOP). Pain, 110(1), 361–368. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1016/j.pain.2004.04.017

Wæhrens, E. E., Amris, K., & Fisher, A. G. (2010). Performance-

based assessment of activities of daily living (ADL) ability 

among women with chronic widespread pain. PAIN, 

150(3), 535–541. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

pain.2010.06.008

Ware, Jr., Kosinski & Keller, S. D. (1996). A 12-Item 

short-form health survey: Construction of scales and 

preliminary tests of reliability and validity. Medical care, 

34(3), 220–233. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-

199603000-00003

Wilber, S. T., Lofgren, S. D., Mager, T. G., Blanda, M., Gerson, 

L. W. (2005). An evaluation of two screening tools for 

cognitive impairment in older emergency department 

patients. Academic Emergency Medicine, 12, 612–616. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1197/j.aem.2005.01.017

Wu, J. S. Y., Beaton, D., Smith, P. M., & Hagen, N. A. (2010). 

Patterns of pain and interference in patients with painful 

bone metastases: A brief pain inventory validation 

study. Journal of Pain and Symptom Management, 

39(2), 230–240. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

jpainsymman.2009.07.006

Yip, A. P. W. (2019). Interindividual differences in affective 

experiences and their associations with pain outcomes: 

The role of affect discrepancies (dissertation). eCommons 

Open Scholarship at Cornell. Retrieved 2021, from https://

ecommons.cornell.edu/handle/1813/67515

Yip, A. P. W., Kruse, J., Reid, M. C., & Löckenhoff, C. E. (2018). 

Affective goals and chronic pain management: Comparing 

actual, ideal, and avoided affect. Paper presented at 

the Annual Meeting of the Gerontological Society of 

America, Boston, MA. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/geroni/

igy023.3036

https://doi.org/10.5334/hpb.34
https://doi.org/10.5334/hpb.34
https://doi.org/10.5334/hpb.34
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1093/pm/pnz363
https://doi.org/10.1093/pm/pnz363
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9566.2010.01305.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9566.2010.01305.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2013.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2013.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1214/aos/1176344136
https://doi.org/10.1214/aos/1176344136
https://doi.org/10.2147/NDT.S25321
https://doi.org/10.2147/NDT.S25321
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.00907
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.00907
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2004.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2004.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2010.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2010.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-199603000-00003
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-199603000-00003
https://doi.org/10.1197/j.aem.2005.01.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpainsymman.2009.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpainsymman.2009.07.006
https://ecommons.cornell.edu/handle/1813/67515
https://ecommons.cornell.edu/handle/1813/67515
https://doi.org/10.1093/geroni/igy023.3036
https://doi.org/10.1093/geroni/igy023.3036



