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Abstract

This study, grounded in embodied cognition theory, examines the effects of soft and hard tactile
experiences on intertemporal decision-making, focusing on the mediating role of uncertainty. Study
1 employed a single-factor, two-level between-subjects design with 114 adult participants, who
were randomly assigned to either a soft ball group or a hard ball group. After engaging in tactile
manipulation by pressing the balls, participants’ intertemporal decision-making was assessed us-
ing titration and valuation paradigms. Study 2 involved 111 participants, manipulating the softness
and hardness of various objects and the cushioning of seating as independent variables while using
uncertainty as a mediating variable. The titration paradigm was utilized to measure intertemporal
decision-making behavior. Study 1 found that tactile sensations significantly influenced inter-
temporal decision-making. Study 2 revealed the underlying psychological mechanisms, demon-
strating that these tactile experiences impacted decision-making processes by altering individuals’
perceptions of uncertainty.
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1. 51§

A 8 85 R AN [R] B 8] 5 0 2 5 AR (B ST, T A — S PRI B, IXORE IR R SRAT N AR
N U 3 (intertemporal choice) (Frederick et al., 2002). PIZ5IEY). ShaAT NS B A B R MR ——
B 75 e fE — I B U e s, 2 — BNl S, B — AN A A REE SRA A o B S TR SRS i 3
WAVAETER 7T, DR R R TR, R FREE. YR ss T

X T B SRAT NI e R R R L R, S I R BRI R 11 B 3 HE ORI 2 3 R I A A0 T 1% 1
WRSFAT NI i 52 B T REE B TS (15055, 2019), ASRUMEE AR IEERE, 2021) M. TN
I 1) TG 2 O 2R PRI R 3R R PR 3 R B A 1 o T J 2 52 381 2 ) B2 8 6T 9 52 1) (K yu Kl et al., 2012),
T A AELE PR 7S BB O T 5 AN G (1 sF R AN ERUAGET A 2 2 T HE B K BN RS 40T, S0 [ - BB 22 Jf (Kiim
& Zauberman, 2013). BRILZ Ak, MAR R ANIEZE G4 oo, PV, 2019) AR B M4 BT (Barkley, Edwards,
Laneri, Fletcher, & Metevia, 2001)55 1 23 %0 5 H U SAT J9 /=R 52 0a,  BeRa N BF T I a) 4 41 2t 2.2 5 T 1R
N, Ui BH RO B A ) T RP B 2 E, AN 2 AR 2 (Kirby, Petry, & Bickel, 1999).

H B\ Kl (embodied cognition) i I\ R N HIIA K72 26 T S AR A & Fid sh 7 20, NS SR AEEAR
A ZRLIEE &R (Anderson, 2007), SRIFIAAIS SAAIREE 2 (0] H AR B0 00 37, INEI P AR A2
W55 AR 158 HAE R E [f)(Spackman & Yanchar, 2014), K E THRE 9456 7T LRI A AR L.
XA F0 R BB O AR T — N UGROE IHTLA

11, &1 SRR R AR
AR EL S AR, FATHIA RS2 51+ SR BT AL AT, S ARL I8 T PR MR SRR, Soma A
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BRI BT AT B (Strack, 2013).

finh i 2 I A 2 DA 1 K S B R 38 2 — (Tkeda & Takeda, 2024), K () SSFRITF 5% 2 B fih S A4 6 52 mi 7 A
WAL AT . a0, AT AR A, B AR AR M S T ST 45 R B Z g S TR W
SIHE T OB L, 2016); A fik i 28 56000 2= A MATE R ) B 9 Ak, XAt N B PPN AR5 2437 2 A ckerman
et al., 2010); filtbii Al 2= 5L Mg ANA 1 =)W, A Ak S AR 56 1 AN A 2 6 SR R AT il o B A P 1A A&
(Schaefer et al., 2018); it 8 B0 E 2= FEMA AR B A AT, AR ER BB, B4 ) -T2 79 B8 T
FLIRB N L (S PR %, 2018).

P W U S 85 AN K A R BRF R) A R0 A AT AT AR B B, R TR EAMAMIIREE N 2 . R A
SR G BT, AR AR 2 i, R BA BGYER. R R U B A 50 (AR
NAUTRE BT Rl R fid i 2256 2 % e BE N R O S:, DTT S AR A A #2 R JRAT T AR 1: 8K
R i, 20 56y 2 RV A [ 395 e 3R

1.2. NRERBFNER

AR R AR B B A — ot Ji 8 Sk AT A SR ), T X R ) U A B A, AR B —
Pl A KIBR , 1% 5t A& AN 52 J& (Stanley Budner, 1962) . 195 1A H 5 75 A4 A K 14 2E ) fif H — 52 1R 0 8,
FHXI YT SRR i 5 R, i — e RS AW, (X R — A E AT RS R
W BT B SR R 45 25 B 58 4 K A2 (Frederick et al., 2002). AR S2FR E, A & A6 N AT RETS T
U, AR5 56 2 BF B 52 I R A i M. 1 2020 437 e 2 18 5 sk i b, 38R
AN AN, KB R TG EE, 2020). 25 GHL. BRI, B RIE. BRRES Sk
SRR A A2z R e, NATTT R I J2 75 A8 B SR 3, R 44058 T 0 2 2K U 2 15 4% I8 SEI AR T
AN E K

& 438 (1) 85 R TR AT 58 R =TI () 7 T DR 3R, R 1 AN s M R 3 R T) R A AR R o AN AR
H B AT ATty SR S s B 3R i BT [B] 0 AN i 1 1T e 22 B B IO BB TRI 4T 4, B8 i o3 A e 28 (4
AR, 2024). BN CAT B FUR ILAE SR 9 #1852 B AN G 1t 23 R e FL X 28 V8 BRAT s AN E 1k PR AIG
I, 9% 0 SRR S GoRE, T, 2010); AREE AN A 5 ey 28 2L 1A/ U B A v i
PRREIR AL (=755, 2015),

JLETIE VN E & 22 BB R A 2R e TR IR 5% . AL (Bowlby, 1951; Hertenstein
etal.,2006), SREME)LSF RS R A MG ZH, SN VEBIAN 2 ERIARHE, i E0R TR
IR LERATVER 2200 RIS VO E AR LB v] B R R i e 2250 5 24 . TGS R
MES BRI REE1E — i o AN E VS — Flon AN 22 A B B By, A TR ANTA S PRI, 23 B8 (7
TR, b RAIIR IS, AN E A 2 TS (Van Horen & Mussweiler, 2014) . 1 75 XU
FAHRHE LR R I, Lotk EPiEthiningal B 155, (Epaalsz ) 17 224, MImER & 1k
FAT S5 H i 1R B HE T R [ XU (Levay & Argo, 2010).

5 TR e S R AN — BN ) 5 40 s Al RO T S RS . (AR H AR T, SHARIE I S R R I
ARAEEANLN], FWEAFE K XA E IR 2 5 m AR 5 S e 54T g o T 30X R 1) fi o
WNHze, @S eEmt Sk, M HAME 3R A e &, WIS s E 2
b3 AR o H LR ATTHE H BB 2 R fi B 4 56 R A 14D 5 U R SR A T A 8 5 A AR A
SE X — O BRI S I, AR R 0 A PR i i 42 6 3 ok AR R A A F4) A i s ek a5 ) 4 1 885 340 e
FAT N
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2. (el B R

ZR b, AW T NSRRI A (R AR I —— M5, 5 AR AR R B i 5 A 36 G e S 0 25 30 R SR AT O o
BEAh, AWFTEETIN T A E B ATh A AR, DRI — R 5 R OB . BRI S, 34T
e th UM R

ABBE 1 BCRE i o A 6 2 6 25 SIS B U1 R AT D, LR SR B B A i A 36 A S8 ) T
FHEREE A OHME RS .

ARBE 20 AN 78 S SRR ok ST AR 6 5 5 S R SRAT D R b A AR T, BRIV M o A B e o B AR M A
B e IS, Ao LA 15 300 53 o Bl ) e 30 SR WA A T

LIS IR SR B, FRAIA BB RENE TR i 0 A AR DRSO R AR T EE AR, JF 9 B B R B g R
BB LA AN -

3. SCERAR

FATHNHEAT IS FERAE I B, BT 1 SRR AR 06 1 75 2 S MR R 25 9 DR SR AT 9 AR AR
15 BIFT 2 RS AV RE B 75 fik b (A6 RIS TRIF 40 5 2 TR P A P RV R i i AR 6 A 753 2 PR AR AN
SEIR,  MNTTTAEAS AN AR BT A o i A 60 2 B i i AR, PAIRUEAR L 2.

FEBE IR I T2, — 3 R BB R AE I (A1 4 (time discounting), - BIMAS AR R4 2 K
R ARG T 6) 2 iy sl 40 2 A (Kim et al., 2008)0 [RITT,  FRATTRFH B [T 41238V A 5T 1 i 1Tk
SR A B A AR b

FEVAE IR T, 223 MR AT E PRI B (04, 2015), TE9ECRHITHE, #0200, 2019)
MBS W SRAT N, AT TR X LA AR i AR BN AW FE 2

3.0. BST 1: BRTEEAR DAL X B HA R SR AV RN

3.1.1. AR
AW T B AEIR TR i 0 A 56 A 75 2 B AN A T B S AT D, LR BN 2 75 e PR R) 4 1R
A AR B4 1] T 126 38 S AR 1EL B A 4R ) 22 0l

3.1.2. #iR

A FAHZERAR 137 N, HEREERES . EEATT GBI, CUEON T ORI 80T S i 2
SR — BRSO, B R BT A PO 2.5 ANbRite 22 2 A m s 25, &K 114 A, Hrp
BA: 55 N, Ltk 59 NCPII4ER 24.06 %, FrifEZEHN 5.78). T #RBINEIBS N, BRI 5E
e i ™ (R o A A B AL 20 C B R R AN REER AL, JLHRRERAE 55 AN(ZtE 29 AN, B34k 26 A,
SRS 24.24, FRUEZE N 6.90), TEERZL 59 AN(&A 30 N, F4E 29 N, “FHEEY 23.90, briEZE N 4.55).

3.1.3. MRt

AW FER A R AR A B, ARSI, GREFANK T BERARIREERA . [NAR R
N W BT S R R TR T 02, R Mazur (1984) 38 H 1 00 #h 28 47 41145 %4 (the hyperbolic discounting
model) 5 H AN AR T Fr 3R, 57308 Vi=Vaed/(1 +kd), Ho VORRIFNE, Va2 R RN E,
kK AT, d AR E E) .

3.1.4. TRAEMHE
(1) fb AR RL . R EAA B EERRERAERS —H, &% TGS LRI IHTA .
FEER ST — R E R RER, BERNEAI NER, BBt Ttk R NE A 5 TRARRL.
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(2) BEHAVRIRAT 55 o R EEAE AT 5 B Fiva s, Wik 7 3 s R IUE , e iEm 8 H 1)
i “A IAELS ] 20 TCOLEVFRIE—E SN B 1A JEHE 200 JTTORKIKIG R EHHIL )~ 3
9 IEM, RHESH BIETAE “1 NGRS 200 67, A GETUNERRIE N 20 o, EE 180 JG; MIEE
WMAES IR H 2 NP MG 5, ERAME S, Bl e i B SR B, IR B e &SR]
W SR SR S P A IR — B[] S5 ) S, R 75 $H 5 0 T A IR ) S BT e B2 52 1R O 3AN AT

3.1.5. fARTIE

ST NP BE R il e 4 SR IS 22 1R A N(2013) T

BB RAAOABEL N, WS 0 BIREERAL, (BER S BIERAL. DAL U
WL, B R 2 RN ERIENIE R, AESEIR AR i T a8 I 2 (R — OB IR ERZ) 1 2088,
LU s fi e (456 . 2 ), Baont N ERBCERE FEHEAT B vt 0 1P 00, 15 0B i s N BRGBAE

FHoPrB, BRI TR SE I BUES DA R, MRS T, IR NREET
H, JEREIGES, WURBCH/NERWIATE 2, SRS IE ORI T, R ESRPERA A ERZH 41k —
ILFFEEG R T R AER, BT INERAES . A “4e” 25, KRR 2ILUN R SIE “IE R
M, IR T UM RIS, JRIERREATIRIE . BRI IR, SefE R L 2L 500 ms
AR, AN 2RI F B IE SR E , 541K 5000 ms (I [ BEATRE SR, BalRR ek 3 /M %
BiH . Boslse et a, Fulify ARG TRHZ 0T 7T H RIS .

3.1.6. SCIR4ER

T, A& RN BRI FE IR PP 4 BEAT SRS A ¢ k5, S5 RN, BEERZA MK IE /(M =6.12,
SD = 1.04) 3% & T HERABR LS (M =222, SD=1.17), t(112)=18.92, p<0.001, Cohen’sd=3.54,
VLB /NERTE RS 22 S B 2, SRR A 2

DARE R B — Vg B RIS 28 (IRAE RS X 70 ) I3 T AR - — 0 BT B A e 4 T 40 00 P~ X U S g
BRI A P 5 m 1) SE VR B (Rachlin & Jones, 2008). it #ikikd® 7 “IAESRAG 120 07 B, HEWHK
FE N E— BRI E I “ BLAERTS 100 76”7 508 1B ik BRI 0 a5 6 100 “ BUAE SRS 120 76”7 I°F34E 110 Jt.
EWRTE T A IR DU #OE SR T RIS as , A4 L ARE N 20 6, EHARTERTA I AR IE R T Rk
Wea, AU E NN 180 JT.

Table 1. Differences in intertemporal decision-making between the soft and hard tactile experience groups

1. WEME AR AERIRR LNESR

RERA fifi Bk 40
T(112) Cohen’s d
M SD M SD
AR 222 1.17 6.12 1.04 18.92* 3.54
I8N 0.76 0.35 0.96 0.39 2.79* 0.52
B TE A 1.21 0.72 1.56 0.69 2.66" 0.50
e B 1.06 0.92 1.65 1.43 2.64* 0.49

E: "p<0.05"p<0.01,

W85 B TR A Y A ST SN Rl 4 3R, Forh e A H S K Ko SR B 5 1) 77 U AT
IEAAL, K RO E) 77 AT IEAS A o 0 58— 38 @ A I I TR 47 41 38 K BRAT L REAS ¢ R 50 A 3
RERA [P T H126(M = 0.76, SD = 0.35) . 35 /N T HEERZH (M = 0.96, SD = 0.39), ¢(112)=2.79, p=0.006,
Cohen’s d = 0.52, XI5 B AN BN AT 41238 Ko $EATHOZFEAR t 560 K I ARH I TR 4 f1 28 (M =
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1.21, SD = 0.72) 5.3 /N T REERAL (M = 1.56, SD = 0.69), ¢(112) =2.66, p<0.01, Cohen’sd=0.50. XFiiE
TR T T 0% K BEAT MO REAR ¢ 50 R I,  RERZLMIBS (B0 2(M = 1.06, SD = 0.92) % & /N T HfEk 41
(M=1.65,SD=1.43), t(112)=2.64, p<0.05, Cohen’sd=0.49, VF4HT L% 1,

3.1.7. ¥tig

REE R, R AU 2 A SE R T AR S U SRAT e, A b A 6 4 A i SR
S RN T 7 8 B (1 B 1 L N e = R R N RO W S B A o e ik 2 5550 L e R =
SEFFT 1 FEAS B8 R R iy i A 36 G ] S e Sk 5 R S AT R 5 RO 3L . BeAh, AFSE 1 IBAFEAELL
TAR: ENE ARG EARLARENE, S LARVERBT AN ERBRT S, KAWL FARNEAS L,
WAL S PSR E /N, B 1) 8] B

AT EARL, 5 0 SR T A T SEBRE L (88 B U SR AT N (Hartley & Phelps, 2012).
I, FERRTE 2w, FRATT R AR5 RIS, [FR 2% VR D5 N (201 1) BB A& C 1 198 8 A1 55 IR I TR
RN RN Rk 2z 4h, BATEIN T A @ BOX — R AR B, DA R R firh i 52 il 125 347
vk IR

3.2. W5 2: AHHERERBE M AEMBRARR PP NER

3.2.1. B/
AT G LEAR T AN T [ 75 7 30 1) ik i A< 6 RIS (147 128 2 Tl AR e AR R, B3 (1 f i A 56 2 75
SBRARANH B IR, BETT BRI 2. AR EaR iS4 . e a2 . wEh I AR R

3.2.2. #iR

AW FAASE 131 2wk, HERREERES . EEATT GBI, CUEON T ORUEF 3805 S i 2
SR — O, B R PP E R IR 2.5 MRdEZE 2 AN BSOS s, RS 111 A, HA g
44 N, & 67 NCEHIEER 2030 %, FrdEZ 2.44). AR EIESIN, AR AR fil o g ul
P R )R . AR B B L 20 O B AR I A ARG 4H, REERZE 57 NP4 20 N, A 37 N, P
WY 20.33, FpEZE 2.76), BER4L 54 N(BAE 24 N, LA 30 AN, PR 20.26, FRifEZE 2.09).

3.2.3. Rt
AT 5K FH B DR 2R 7 KT (R i o AR 36 2L 4 i AR B 4 ) Wk TR e, TR AR i A i vk SR AT 45 R 1
MUE, AR T A E K

3.24. FAR#E

(1) fb SRS} o 30 I 42 i e XA 2 b R PR ST (U0 R RIS 358 A S 3R i DA B B ke A s R (ks
F0 L) I SRR R SE

(2) BIAYSRAESs . ZH R A NQOT )BT, Kis MR HAT 55 Ch “ B E P, —BHERV),
RILERE AT AR E); A—BEEECR, IRTRESR 6 MHEARRR], RS WiEse? b R,

1) A. BIERF] 50 7t B. 6 MH G 1000 7T

2) A, BL{EASE] 100 7€ B. 6 A JEHEF] 1000 JT;

19) A. BLESEE] 950 ¢ By 6 N HJE1HE] 1000 JC.

19 NMEITT, 6 A H JEIEIEAE 2 1000, ILLES BRI & FIF IR 50 76, FRIEIN 50 JC,
FLF 950 JLLE R .

(3) AHfEENE T H. i/ Colquitt %5 A (2012)/) TAEAH & &5 & (General Perceptions of Work
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Uncertainty), R4 [ P22 2 5k(2021) A 78 U8 58 B -0 & 20 A — AR ST AR TS AN E IR 45 70 Bka B A
iff s BGRkE . 7EASHIF 55 R R 1) Cronabach o 2 0.73.

(4) TEEMETH . KRB EZ 8 R PANAS; Watson, Clark, & Tellegen, 1988)Ill EFK A1
Wtk g, R S St ARV ERN SRS 9 1 Cronabach a 4 0.89, M EIHHIGLE I
9 JE Y] Cronabach o 4 0.86.

(5) AHE R GENE TR, RAZFAE. TETHRSFREVRQ16)EIT MR RICIE L Z A e R
# (Intolerance of Uncertainty Scale-12, ITUC-12 R E A E A LE, EFRLAE 12 0, KA 5 St
3773 A3 5Bk R AN A AN R 1 () RS2 R FE A . FEASHIE 78 P B 2R 1) Cronabach o 4 0.815

3.25. R

ARSI R 2 ESgn )7, FIA Credamo 1 & 5411

SEB 5 — B B S SR AR I N 1 2245 B AT P ) AR B M &, 2 S e AL 2 T 4 2 R A
AR . AT, PR E RSP R DR EE IR, VCEC R R R . K%,
TP B B AR S (S ) E T AT AR SR .

SEE IE AT A, FATE S m e S I — B T s M B (R A VEE ), TR DU L AR AR ) 4 ]
B Sl ST R S, BATESRBAAM IR RE e R R 0. B IE R — AN AT
GG L. B, 5 SRR GOIEAE AR R b R s B, R — N IR e R L 2 T
B2 I HE R N 2~3 AR LRI A2 FIAE . 2 Ja BRI R A% R S8 TSR 43 1) 4% TR AR RE A AR AT
b BEARES:, SR VAR SRR B AT V47 o

SIS B, e e AR Em I, 2 R TR E e A AR SR AT 5 . AR e RS
F2 i 2 ) I ik 7 A ) S 5 ] DL R AIE S 56 PR 2 A

3.2.6. SCIR4ER

T, SR AR A i SR AR AR ATV, 4 R S A6 2 A PR AR S AR AN A S AR BE 1)
PEI B 2 /INT ARG 2H (P 430 s A R R ) o T A SR SRR P PRIV 49, BRI 4H IRV 23 CR 30N 4.46,
FRUEZEN 1.26) 03 & T ARG A RN 3.72, FrfEZERN 1.27), HOIFEAR ¢ IR RWT, ¢ (109) =
3.07, p<0.01, Cohen’sd=0.58. WAL RIVESYy, MRS ZHB)PE5r (%0 4.98, FrifEZER 1.30)
B E T AR CEIIECN 2.94, FRUEZEN 1.16), BSTFEAR ¢ /55045 U, ¢(109)=8.70, p<0.001,
Cohen’s d=1.65,

HT AR NG R E, B E LB, FAE AL A RN 07, AL AP w17,
XA ) F AR AT IR M Gt A, S ARSI PFIE . PR AR DG PR IR 2 From. AN e ik
25 B ERNANH 38 AR K 2.3 (r = 0.20, p < 0.05), FRIIAH & B B BE BRI B A 8 VR R« AN e J%
B BEANFRR G 45 035 A K (r = —0.38, p < 0.01), THARTEZE S 3 WAAME B3 FAH K (r=—0.21, p < 0.05),
ERBEARIG AN AN 2 B SR DR (r = —0.28, p < 0.01)

DR s A B X — R S o (R &, A BRSO E e R AR = AT A 2OH
3T N6 BT AR AT PR UE AL AL B, SR FH SPSS HH ) PROCESS #fi £ ) model 4 #4726 (bootstrap = 5000),
IR P AR 28 . I 28 . A R . 45 SR R O AR 56 B 2 O ) TR AN A A A 2 SR (B =
—0.57, p < 0.01), AMARIASH 2 B 2 B a) T 5 11 e 55 1) = W RFEL(B = —0.27, p < 0.01), R4 R &
F(PARNAB N 0.15, SE=0.07, 95% CI=1[0.03, 0.32]). HAEH EHEKUMAZEPB=0.17, p > 0.05),
VEHZRA R e A h AR, AR I D IR S5 N (2014) IR R 5 th A OB i ab/e %5 T 0.87. MERLILE 1
FizR, AR M 45 3R 3% 3 iR
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis results of each variable (n=111)

2. BLEEMRFEIH RBXSTERM0 = 111)
M SD  PURNEHE WSS ArEACE BEOMAE AR B e

A2 199  0.69 1
RIS 289  0.79 0.03 1
AHEEELE 240 056 -0.38" 0.14 1
FMAME  637.61 319.57 -0.03 -0.21" -0.12 1
ANt E I 520 0.92 -0.19° 0.04 0.20 -0.29" 1
RO @ 049  0.50 -0.06 -0.01 -0.02 0.17 -0.28" 1

b a BRI R, AL =0, BAK =1. p<0.05" p<0.01,

i s R

B=-0. 57 Vj—o. 27+

B P HA ok
B=0. 17

Figure 1. The mediating effect of uncertainty

B 1. AHEMRIR YN

Table 3. Test of mediating effect of soft and hard touch on intertemporal decision making

3. RIERR ST IS HLR R E M A h N A4S TR

. S E{ S =0 ZEEEN
g AR TR AR &
R? F t B
e i TR ki 0.08 2.34 1.74 0.32
ANHf e TR ki 0.14 4,16 -3.15™ -0.57
B LR TR fk it 0.14 347 0.92 0.17
K g Jik -2.73* -0.27

VE: Yp<0.01.

3.2.7. g
BT 2 BE— D3R 1 R b G ] 52 A S W SR TS S OB ML, 45 SRR R K e i A 56 2
FEARAMA I A 2 B, HEM RS s I e, (AN M v T 36 A kU 25 R 100

4. AL

AW FCES T 1 IR TR 1 SAEf 5 206 S AR R B AR SR AT A, TR 2 BINT AiE
I — AR, UERA TR 20 ANH R SR SR A i AR B AN S 2 R R R E R, R T R
DAL .

4.1. EREEM S SRR R AR
W FEAE SRR, B b o 2 M A 5 DR SR AT e BRI, A i AR 60 P (A A BT s

=
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AT RN, SR ] TR PR E I YR A o X — I SR AT A YA DR T ST S R R RN SR, A
PTETHI I AR SR B 0T B8 AR T4 52 75 LA i oCo RO B D AR 2 o FERS R SR FE v, MR TR AT R 2R 1)
IEIVEAL,  PLE A5 AR R 2 A XHANME - 177 &\ Hl(embodied cognition) B i3 1, B 7B N5 3 85%
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