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Abstract

In order to explore whether touch by others (friends) has an impact on the control ability of con-
flict tasks, the Simon task was used to ask subjects in different interpersonal touch types to per-
form keystroke response. The results showed that: Taking reaction time as the dependent varia-
ble, the main effect of spatial consistency and interpersonal touch type was significant. The re-
sponse time of subjects in the presence of friends with touch condition was significantly faster
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than that in the presence of friends without touch condition, and the interaction was not signifi-
cant. With the accuracy rate as the dependent variable, the main effect and interaction were not
significant. Studies show that interpersonal touch has an impact on conflict control, and compared
with no touch condition, individuals have higher conflict control ability when touched, that is, they
have a higher degree of inhibition on conflict tasks.

Keywords

Interpersonal Touch, Conflict Control, Simon Mission, Consistency of Space

Copyright © 2023 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

ANERRAERFZEY), WA sk IR T AR B8l ol & i B . Beor % ey
A, FIR R 5ERAMNBERE 1 FB. ST, ARl (Interpersonal Touch)r] LAE
VEAREE () — PR IR SRR, 4L SIS 56 & L AR TRy A £S5 (Olausson et al., 2010), & — ik
TR P2 AR SR Bt AR SS . A PR N5 NS AR S AT ERER AT, AT AN
PER A A EEAE I8, NBRARERE R 7 RPN AS R 4 FE - Jaent o 4 2 A S LI IS 4E FE (Morrison
et al., 2010; Olausson et al., 2016). HA, Ml 58 H] 4E & BRI HEANMEST B /1. IR3h. Jeig LA
[i) ik SBR[ 30 S 4 B2 TH () S ST (Morrison et al., 2010). JELE S, AMAR DLX W) EEeE, 45 HE
TR R R TR AL B, R R L SRIED AR, (RIS I A ) T AR AR ) B A B o T IR 4E B
BT A WAL A U PO, B Kb P B B B AL MR R, R BCE R AT NI
2K R WA (Olausson et al., 2016). fEANPREZNIGEE T, A ERAE L 1 il 4558 B BN 92— Fh AR R 1 17 2%
BB, 2k NSRRI, P i o R P A A B A S MR AR . T A 76 DA PR B BSR4 2 Hh
K, P N E ALy FSRFIRE . S0 IREE RS M ECE oA R T IXRE B MMBAT A S,
AN, 2022)0 DAERFT N B fil 52 1 A5 BREE R ANAT N D e R R TR 78, (EAEBRILARZTH, B 708 KK,
AN fith B A7 AE U (4L S /400 R 4 (Liljencrantz & Olausson, 2014), 7EXEFIME S ML R G 54u L,
AR A 73 PN IRDE B3 e FE B MR 28 1y, XA AT 5 N B A 5 1 9 2 SRR S o )
FEIR AP FEALYE, FHUURFISNFHY RN TEARFIBTHE, 2 N B (1 126 o % ) 248 i 1) 3 2 A 7
Hefifi(McGlone et al., 2014). fili % (115 25 il 5y 3 BEFRAE N RS 1R 2 B0 B R b A7 72— G RERE I C At
(C tactile, CT)fE N£F- 4k, 5B P B 3245 (McGlone et al., 2014), & NBrfib#sh 115 B4 B ) AR 3
Befitio EATNDIRE b, DMERFAIRI, fEAhA it ABRid#Ersm 5 R S Rma . S EfTEe
B PR EL B3l 5 M T B E AR R A4 B FRAR A 5 AR 25 (1) [X 23 2 S AH 9% (Fotopoulou & Tsakiris, 2017).
BN MEZ B SR E S R e dE NN E S, AT G A4 2 18] 8 AN {5 A 7K1 (Johnson,
2015). Tajadura-Jiménez %5(Tajadura-Jiménez et al., 2013) I 51 £ 2 A4 == ) A0 4 2 i 2 A8 B B 1500 5 3%
RN B SRR, PG R, BB RIE AR, X 9 E B AR AR N B il 55 40048 1 4 Jee $2 it
T EMIE,

4z il (Conflict Control) i (12 NATTREARME H AR ST 55 M5 B AH LI SRE, 38 31 730 WD RECRAF H A%
Fa) SIS M s B 5P B AT N B RE J1(Miller & Cohen, 2001). DA AN Z8 B2 I 50K 1 945 1] 40~ =Nk
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BRI, g 1) AMIEGTE R JZ (Prefrontal Cortex, PFO)Z) A LREFFEIRE B, LAILX WE R B britiT R
fiE(Cohen & Servan-Schreiber, 1992; Braver & Cohen, 1999; Miller & Cohen, 2001); 2) % Ei& R4
(Midbrain Dopamine system, MDA)XJ {5 5 317 [ 14%(Gating Signal), 56 % H A5 [ A0 88 (Braver et al.,
1999; O’Reilly et al., 2002); 3) Hi 4147 [El(Anterior Cingulate Cortex, ACC)F IS, 58 AT AT R M4 F1
YA (Carter et al., 1998; Botvinick et al., 2001; Kerns et al., 2004). F:H, BiF037 RIS P 58 58 647 0 B 3%
FEAIURTT, WAt R s, R EERERERS, ErRERIN R Iy EE, WA
FRASIFE B Fe At 2 e b Tt FE NN Sl 58 b, BONE WK S50 5004 Flanker Y83, Stroop
Je: UM Simon 8. A1, Stroop M1 Flanker RN J& 1 T RIF A #P 5, 1 Simon R4 M J& T+ 5 1 [ M
H9€(Egner & Hirsch, 2005; Egner et al., 2007; Kornblum et al., 1990). =AY w28 #3S J BT 5540 S 4
S ANHE DR 4 P 2 TRV JE 0 88 6 P 10 1T 5 B85 4 MR SR AR R B

DMERT R R, ABrfb At tE Bitt, EaESREPMEET, MEESIE P2 il 32 T
TE e 4 Pl A R B O v B A A3 AN Bl A AT M (Morrison, 2016). BEAk, A Brfilid T gE38 hin it fu 455
(AU AR SR L2347 (Morrison et al., 2010), bl RTB 2 4 45 5 53 187 58 AR Al B (1 A0 b (1) 48 ) 38 noxf X
F G I PE(Hornik, 1992); 0] L[] 4 fil 855 4% 2 AR AR 1% 1845 5 (Hertenstein et al., 2006). WA, #FFK
LA I b BB (LA AL IS AR ERAT ) RE 8 MR SR it 22 A ik, oS AR B oK 2R 42 p AR BT T I 1) R
1Pkl (Wittig et al., 2008), X SEHIF 5135 A] 1k B N PR be 2 77 AL RRRR A7 28 B0 AR il B AR ARAT 9o AR
EEAT AR R T S A ], B R SN R B S AT 55 R I T PR (Pessoa et al., 2012; Van der
Stigchel et al., 2011), {RHHESEHe, W EHid % (Dreisbach, 2006; Dreisbach & Goschke, 2004; F #iiff,
IR, 2008). LZRE NBRfl#e, FAMAE AP I dEm = 50 &R, A LA, A Brfilds n] DLd i 7= A FA K
{28 gE i g s o, BRI N PRl 5 o SRS AE R R, X — W RAE DU S g e . 3]
W, FESRE R AR, RS A BB AT DA i 4k ik 438 2 1 0 150 P AT F R AT 55 (R SR IR, BRSO i
WRACFRRIRE Ay, AN 58 R % B AR T mAT N R R E A RIS #E (Coan et al., 2006); ELZVEEH, fi
WEAT A F) T BR AR SS 02 TR R &, G985 TR0 TAE & ) MR K A5 L 1) #E /1 (Barahmand et al.,
2023)0 KT RMEBF AR ERNLR S, , AR TNy ABRAE AT DL A e AR AR B I 285, ARAR I 17 26
X IR R = AR — g B, N B Al S e S 47 ) mT e LG AR R A RN AR A, PR N B A el e
SR R R . ERLGRBIERAE B, SR BE IR ABRAR BN T ph SR a g A 5o, HAREE T ok
PO, AMARTESZ B ST i S 1 B8 50w, RIS i AT 2% (R 4 R B B
2. 75
2.1. ERGIT

AR 3 (NBr B8R IR AE A b/ 1 K AE S e b 85/ 0 N R AE Y Jofili ) < 2 (3[R —%K
P —BUA—B)REGER B BARANGMBEER, (E=AIKT: B MY A A T b5 TC iR
KAL) A ] — B (BN —8UA—80, ABRfld AU p il A m ol AR &), =
(] —ZE AR A m AN A &), ARl Simon 1T 45 (348 S NAT 55) P24 S bl o AR o
2.2. #ik

TEI I R 1, B 705 A6 H G*Power 3.1.9.7 4T Th &k T 5. (Power Analysis)ffi & A A & . 1 a4 0.05,
Power 4 0.8, ZMNEN 0.5, R IHEFIENE, SKIHUIHIEI 60 MHRED 120 L451K). SLhrAsk

B AR EL AR AR 60 RF(BEE 12 XF, ot 48 %), BEIEEUAR A KN 60 & (B 24 44, Ltk 96
Yo SEIGIE B R BRI NI A R o B T EF IEA Y IE R, EEESR G EE, WALERTF,
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AR R . B0 RS IO, AT R S hnid 2isen . Bl ik B AL 2 i 21 S 56 24 F s
Hld A, IR E S TAHRARI . S8R S, A8 58 (B 12 %, 2otk 46 X+, RIS
24 N, A 92 N, Filt 18~24 %, FHER N 19.76 £ 1.2 %),

2.3. SRR

LA E-Prime2.0 OB AE LIS AT ) THE ML . SEIGTE L3 B-Prime 2.0 (OB AE SIS 1) THE ML B
FER, PTE RS R ILE 17 Je i BoR 3 b e, BRI HEE 1920 x 1080, HIHINZ N 59.94 Hz.
SRR 1 1(RGB: 255.255.255) 1 #5343 A B %5 P 0 S s AN [RI G R AA) Y, R/ 42 % 960 B3R
B 5N B A(RGB: 0.0.0), FM AR/ 0.1 %01, HEA.

SIIE K FH A 25 08 Ui AR AT 55 (S I IE ARAT- 25 V175 DL B 35%) AT Simon {145 (Simon, 1969; Simon & Berbaum,
1990). Simon 20 7T 200 T fg 10 H FIVE R0 AR 2%, 2012). HL7 Simon £ 45 B SRR X #
A 522 S 52 BAE m Ry A st 2 A A 00 ) P R 2 AR AE B . £ B BRER ), i Sl 1
(1 e S B 7 B B A ) T B SR L 2 S I A (AL . Simon Y8 205 3% 6 R R Ik
Stof 2 () B PR S AN T4 5%, o L FH 155 28 e ph S ) (0 S M AP 9, AR A A7 4 5 v 5 T2 F) 56
RO LA NS 4T UM e, R L T — 285, @il 3 Simon YU, AMENEEE Simon (T
% (Extrinsic Affect Simon Task, EAST). T 7EAHT FH 11525 72 H AN Bl 175 A, DR e 43 4L 284 1) Simon
a0, 7RI H N A 48 IR AR I O A R SAT 45 R R

2.4. BF

TEAEEAT ST, R S I ACHT B S 36 5 18] 527 1 — 0, A AT I3 [R] 58 R — TS 6 i A
FF(HEFIEAESS), MR A REEAT AR SEMr AT 55 Ja R A B AT A8, ARl 22
(A/B) P BCA FIHIAESS . BT SRBe ol SE 86, Haskim ARy =4 WA/ i ACAE 3 e fi 55/ 76 P
KA T e, R E 5 HIG ARS8 E AR 1) FEAMEBA S, B 2R, FHEKTFR
AP ECE /AT L A RSV E RS E I T 58 B B H% S A 55 45 A il S IR A R (52
Wi i 5555 75 TS X A A AR B () — W 2) FEAARAE S OB, A )22 AT 37 56 BRORH B 1 4%
ARG AR, B Rl A8 M Boa (R SRt . 3) AR RAE oAt , A R F5E
FAH R F AT 55 A, B A2 AT LARATE I, W A M B S iS5 . I AL AR e R 47 b S 42 ]
RS H A AT, B SPARAE IR S A 15 5 R

400 ms

300-500 ms

800-1200 ms

400 ms

Figure 1. Formal experimental conflict control button task flow
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S FERE s A [RS8 T FALTE R Simon 4145, AT 25 T 46 A 75 B e v 9 1 2 S B 400 ms JE AL A4+,
R B2 BE(300~500 ms) IR N (1300 ms). 25 BF(800~1200 ms), FE¥iy s A B, 1R B,
e A A2 AN A 2 B ) _Ealml RO Sk, Il EAOFTSkE, B F oA, A RS ki T B
MR B SR AE I B 5 S RIS e v, H 2 SRR 1300 ms BFHEN R —AN Bk Seit a4
A BE——Zk I BRI IE 2SR B B . IEUSREG 3L 4 4 block, B4 block HELFE 54 4 trial, &A™
block FFEERT 12N 4 4381, A block &5 55, #ilnT DUA 1 208 A2 A AR R AT TR], S 2908 20 J3%f .
EIE RSB TF A FT, FEMORE 58 16 A trial UL SE8, DU AR A] LUBA ¢ e s, F5e4 T
ARSEIE R JG TR IE A NSE S . SER AR ] 1 Fos .

3. 58

B BT 15 2 B R R S0 B E BE AT ik S5 AL, BIBR NS RT < 200 ms 8% RT > 1300 ms 1) v/
BRI T 80%M 5 < Ja BT HE B A . ik 540 5 FI8UE S\ SPSS 26.0 HHitAT Geit b B 5 25 R
OT. AEIEITFIESMEE, HREE N 58 MR EIRGE A 12 4, w46 %), BIFEA 24 N, ik
92 N), et Ab i B 0 e B S S B W S B RS I EE 200 ms~1300 ms 2 8], LI IE AR 3 =T
97%.

3.1. AR BB AETEIRFR T HIEHITSH
Bk 5 AL F S f B E N R G, AR 1 R,

Table 1. Descriptive statistical results of subjects on the dependent variable (response time) under different experimental
conditions (M + SD, n = 58)
F 1. AELEFH THRERLE(R M) ERIRZEITHEERWM £ SD, n = 58)

PNk e MR A A i $ R AL T b5 MEATLES
7 B —E 430.68 + 16.37 487.07 £ 43.55 505.38 + 44.99
T [HA—EL 464.70 = 36.03 516.03 £41.25 534.72 £ 46.20

SIS L A Y B I6 UE W A AL PR BE AN AE S R, HaEid Shapiro-Wilk IEASTEARRY, HRAIE
B Aii. LA Simon AE55 HI S MIN R AR, AT 3 (NBefilfBsR M AL A b 355/ W A AE I T b 58
JRAE T3y = 2 (] — 2t —BUA—BOEEME T 208, Hrh NBrd B RN A R4 &,
Tl —BMAHNEE, GitaRank 2 s,

Table 2. Analysis results of variance between interpersonal touch type x spatial consistency (Dependent variable: RT)

2. AFRARiREE < FE-BMNAESTER(ELE: RNE)

AR df F P 1’
N B 2 9.137 0.001""" 0.413
7 R — 2k 1 49.859 0.001""" 0.657
NBR B < 2% i) — 3k 2 0.134 0.875 0.010

H: "p<0.001,

i ESNTEERE, B RN R, Fuae = 49.858, p<0.001, n>=0.657; APrfilifi
TR RN Fooe=9.137, p<0.001, n° = 0.413; ABsfibif 2 RURIZS 8] — Mk (K58 BAE AR R E Fooe =
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0.134, p > 0.05, n° = 0.010. F—LxF AP AT H)5 2 BRI, WA EMBSH T
B AR s o B 2 25 BT AR R AE A T B 26 F M = 447.69, M, =501.55, p<0.05, SD=17.473, 95% CI=
[9.143, 98.596 A I K ANFE I S AE I S NE I M, = 447.69, My =520.05, p<0.001, SD=17.473, 95% Cl=
[27.462, 117.068]: I KAEG) TCAdBIR I A AAES I IR NI TG . 35 72 7 M, = 501.55, M5 = 520.05, p = 0.86,
SD=17.007. H)5Z EKEE R WK 2 Frosfigd RE WL 3 B,

Table 3. Post-hoc multiple tests results of the main effect of interpersonal touch types in ANOVA
=3 FESTHAGRMREBTYNNERZERRER

NBrfil iR 1 ABr BT 2 SD P 95% UCI 95% LCI

AR TES A fold AR A T Ak 17.473 0.014 9.143 98.596
WK ATES) 17.473 0.001""" 27.462 117.068

A RAE G Te il AR 17.007 0.860 -25.022 62.019

s

H: p<0.001, p<0.05,

skekok

5501 * n.s.

500 1

SN (ms)

450 4

400

MRS RS WA
N B fib 25 7Y
H: p<0.001, p<0.05, ns. p>0.05,

Figure 2. Results of post-hoc multiple comparisons of inter-
personal touch types with response time as the dependent varia-
ble

B 2. AR AREEAGRMREBNERSELRER

3.2. AEMZRAETEHEFETEERHEITIH

W0 i 5 A0S AR m I HA G b, Hak R 4 s,

L Simon {T45 I IEMAF AR AR, #0473 (ANPrfbBRAL: 1A TE3H 4 R85/ 0 A AE 35 o385/ JE A
FEHTCAEL) x 2 (1A — 8tk —BUA—B0MEENETT 25007, Hi AR SRy H AR &, 25 H
— AN R T E TR, B E PR R, Fe = 1.686, p>0.05, 1> =0.061;
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BRI E AR Fone =0.992, p>0.05, p°=0.071; APBRfldsEEARUR A 8] — S0 958 BAEH
REZE Foae=1.367, p>0.05, n°=0.095. 5 ZESHHIGERWTE S iR,

Table 4. Descriptive statistical results of subjects on dependent variable (accuracy) under different experimental conditions

(M+SD, n=58)
4. TRISEVREHTHRERTE(ERR) LR GITERWM £ SD, n=58)

PNk eI AR A 4 WAL T b8 MEATES

7 B —E 0.98 +0.02 0.97 +0.03 0.99 +0.02

T A—EL 0.98 +£0.01 0.96 + 0.04 0.97 £0.03

Table 5. Analysis results of variance between interpersonal touch type x spatial consistency (Dependent variable: Accuracy)

5. ARRMRER x FE-BMNAESTERELE: EHE)

A df F P 1]2
N Brfid i 7 2 9.137 0.001""" 0.413
2% B — 3tk 1 49.859 0.001°"" 0.657
NBRBEERL < 2% i) — 3k 2 0.134 0.875 0.010
E: 7p<0.001,

4. g
4.1. BABEMTERITE

AW TR DT N BRfsons T A fEm,  SE3k A Simon A£5%, IR A L. ITRKAEY
TofBs. I AKATEHALEAT S R BB FOIERREE o o3BT IR SLES (500 45 SR R I, XT3 i — 8 5
Simon ¥t 35 35 35 P ¥R RN ot R A ) %o 2 ) A B R B AN A 0%, R RTR T o i R g
HI R T, T4 R SR B AR B, A —BUE R E RN R, XA R AT LI A Simon 5K
BT FE 15 28 1 5% o) R PR RO

X TN B S8 Y 11 5 A (RN B ik B S RT3 S AW (AR BEAN IR o oy, I ACHE I I A 485 1) /A
X R AT 55 1) S 2 I 22 S B AT I AHE 5 AN R BRI A ANAE S P Bl e b 458 2% A, Ui I 5 T A 48 S A1
FHEG,  ANRLE S, 6 b SR B 45l A S0 58, RIREBEHERR 70O T30, X S0 Fi4e i seie ik —
o X TIRXMINRIIMRE, TTREE BONTE AR BIRT, AMAGRSOH SR, PRGN, Wiy
JRERFEHE, N TR AR R ) E], XS5 - @R A —ENERR . EMEL
i) b, FRAR T 5 ) U 9 75 X (ventral tegmentum area, VTA), {Ef5 58\ F1 2 X £ Bk BT,
AL XTI AR R RS, 3 ARG RAE I RE M, A4 T DLR I b i F 26 TS 2 DA R 2%
G TATWE T RA DAL FL, BEAEN, IEMERIE S B B i, DA AT A AT Re e
PER—A AR ST NSRBI S sz, X AMEIAE DLS B0 98 AR A RR IR .

M IERZR RS R R, BEENFENAAARE, Xl 5LRAE SIS AR, ARSLF
FIH Simon £ 55 (1M B P REBO AT 5, AT R A B & 2 R EH, SEERI I “ RIGHREN”
T A TS B S2B6 , HATE R E$2 7 5T Flanker A1 Simon £ B 28\ En 2 03a 0, ARk nl LUE
T IX Pl Simon ¥ 3 19748 2B G- b KB 7 1 S48 1) (1) A OQ R A

4.2. TWHAREX. FTESRE
B R SR, ARl i 2 0 U B M B e, DU E 3 0k bR i oy B A
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PRI 22 o R 5 [A] 3R 55 Mk 5 28 R AL X A A 452 i D JBE AR 60 KD 20, T IR 2 S 3 ™ 2 R BB A 17 245 18
BE— RS o AHIT U e S0 PR SR BT AT b A U TR T Y N B 877 A R AT 17 £ 0 o R4 A
SN . — ], RN 0 SE A A5 A BT IR T DAIESE s 53— 5 TT, O A Bl AE A 2 DA K043
selorb o S0 BALEI VR NBIF 787 42— 8 M 7R 3 o

Bl zEm, EMMIMHEEES, AR5 ZREATHET. 3. SRS i T,
REATNER TR SSAL O N RIS AL, e 2 AE ML B ARG AR, T oGE H B
WPRAS, A2 58 RT3 I L RE NS EINEE T - BAR A H AR AW T WL S APl B 15 458, DASR v
FEERINES AL, LR TN R SAE SR A SR S BAh, XA s A R (e 3t H AR S 1
AT 9B G AT LA BIRCE B0 DLMORUR S22 (0 G PEAT (e U s e 77, 3& W] UHES B il
B, JE AT KR VIR A T AR RCR A G A

A BARIRTU THIRECR, ERAMIRAFAEEVFZ . 8%, B TARXRYPAREERD,
ARIEBIFUH RS, DR B S ORI ST 208 (0 0 A 45 2R AR B A S 28 1, R IR &6 28 AT T
RESZHR SKERHRAF I, BT BB AAYE . FLk, fE IR R B e R b, P A R 2 1)
— VR RN R, — BRI BT ORI MR R EAR T A — B A TR R BN AR R,
B2 5ebr EA SRR RAE, X AESE ESC i, RS S8 B 10 5w B = K [
ZSUERM . tEAh, SERHSRIR IR AR BIRIE, B PO ARG R SRS, X SEhR EXSER AR
PARSEIRSE SRR T — R TI Sm . Bk, fELURRMSEIe T, W78 7 20 TS i fe kA it —
S SN, RSB RGeS LR AR TEA AT, LRSI A5 R AT BLIR AT

5. &t

BB T o S g2l 7 AR i, A LG T e 2k A, AN 2 2 B 1) o SR 2 BE 0 58 v
B i RAT: 25 HOHM IR BEBE 5 . Simon S5 BEWE /E B0 UErh TN A 8

=
W ZR A R AT I ZR I H (S202210446003)
SE K
HIREE, FAE, 4, 55504:2012). £ T Flanker. Stroop f1 Simon % H P ZRINENHIASIIEHINLE]. L FZ 35(2),
276-281.

T, R 2008). FIME G IHTSFHMIREM. DR, 40(3), 301-306.
S, FB(2022). 15 EAET OIEERE IR RN . O ZEEI AR 30(12), 2789-2798.
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Figure S1. Huarong Road game task diagram in the experiment
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