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Effects of being Hugged by a Robot for a Prosocial Behavior Request
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Abstract: Interpersonal touch provides positive effects from both physical/mental perspective in human-human interaction. In
addition, people who are touched by others did more prosocial behaviors, and these effects are called as “Midas touch” effect.
Similar phenomenon are observed in human-robot haptic interaction, but a hug interaction, which appears between closer
persons, are less focused in human-robot interaction. This research work aims to unveil whether Midas touch effect exists in a
being hugged by a robot; for this purpose, we developed a teddy bear like robot that can reciprocate hug to people. The
experimental results showed the significant trend about the amount of donated money, i.e., participants who are being hugged by
a robot did more donation than participants who are not being hugged.
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Figure 1 A person who is being hugged by a robot.

45



TEHEESES A > RS 72 q > 2017
IPSJInteraction2017

ZZTCARMIETIE, AERERTIEHAERER Y b
R L, MBI Ry L 0REIE LGEORK
REICER D HHTe. ZOBRMEEKT A0, AEEEIRT
MEREZ i 2 7= 0 R » b TMoffuly] ZBAZEL7-. #EELOD
R A RRFET 2720 OFHIFERE & LT, AR L& {KnyHE
filk 23 % 72 59 Midas touch ZHBICER L, &K L OFEIC
L DM SITEIOB(b ZREET 5. 61T, fBERLIT
LFoTAxBrRYy N LVA XT3V a DOk x BT
LN ONTHEDLE TN EIT o7,

2. BEEWE

21 ARTIZEIT3EMDOHE

HfEE G AR ISR 2 A TENY, BEitShiz Al
HARH) - MR E BICRWIIREZ L6 T Z A LNIT
TeoTWh. BlxiE, HlLWAIZREESIND Z & TIER
KTFT2Z L0, AMVAZEZITTWVDRIETH LD
BALIZK K 2D 2 EDRHLEITR-> T D [6]. L
ST AxIE, A ML RIZHT AN L ik S,
GE DDA LT 2R BHE SN TV D[], RIS
PLDATASPEL W o T2 T A0, BRI BIR I
EWETH LICEHERNH L AT b v LTS RV
EUORHICHERHDH Z & B 5TV 5H[8]. Burgoon
OIx, ANREDA T v a BT D8EMITABEIS
DEAIZE- 2 B BB &I 5 M LTV BH[9]. Jakubiak 1%,
BLLOADD OERMZRGT S Z L0F, BILOADLLOR
EOTonsZ & BBTHEDD, A M LRARKT S
RAOZEIMTE L2 &AL TWA[0].
ANFLOHMIT, HERSCREMIZBEWEEL L6370
TR, ity b e N x ORtSITENC b E b 7
LT ZERHELNTR-TEY, ZORHEIT IMidas touch)
HELELTHMLRTWD. BlxiE, s b F IRt
EZIALE, FERICH LTI F 72 ETLICH
22 ER19], MEEZMTLITEHMAELVITO LOICkD D
L[20], KV BWHIREZRSLHICRD T E[21], Eibx &
DZITAND LD/ D T 72 E[22,23], BRx RBIRNZ
NETICHEIN TS, RIFFHTIE, Z D Midas touch
PDRIZEBEL, vy RAEZREETHEIZ, Ax0m
FESRATEIDMEE SIS D02 60T 5.
22 AN&ORy MzBITHEMOE

AN&vRy hORIZBWTY, I ADOLHIZEWE)
BELELTIERHLNIRYSoH D [11-18]. Fl 21Z,
THZRaRy hO Paro WEFEEE OE T E—HBNIZH]
HAENTH5A, Paro (2l 21T &3 L& b7
LT IHIZTHEHETHDLZ LE/RLTWA[1I]. Tiffany 51T,
2Ry PN DEEOFEFEARIZL->T, AxprR
v MCHT DSR2 B(LEEOND I EEMIEL TV D
[27]. Hirano HlE, =Ry h& NOEA > 257 a
WCBWT, filth iR oMAadbEcaRy MIHT D

© 2017InformationProcessingocietyof Japan

17INTOO6
2017/3/z

SN EZ L A2HELTWVWDH[28]. Bak bk, #
itz s A v 2T varnaRy hOSRIAD -5 X
NABHIRERBMT 5 EEWMELTNBH[29]. ~NTE—
EMEND AT 4 7T LN b L @gEdT 52 & T,
A= b7 DOHRERNGRFHELESALDV LA ML R
BRI SEDHMEND D 2 ENHE IR TWVWD[12]. BUS
1%, =N OB Ry R EERET 5 TESCE OIS
koT, AvEFrvarenRy MIxT2EE, A4
2T 0 arOfGEEET 2EAGVWNELT D &
LML TWD[30]. ERET TRy MW FEREE
BRCix, ARy N DORBEN A & 0 DI EICEHE S
TWVWBHZ EHP LTS TWVWA[3], 32].

Midas touch Zh 1%, ANéuaRy NofgEfif o 257 v g
VTHLRATHIERHEIN TV, #lx Tl bIx
Ry FRANDOFERTH LI THARHICENT,
EEG % i\ T Medial Frontal Negativity & F’EiEi 5 812 % 5f
L, AxaRy OBEMICH L TEDL D AKX
EHTEH LTI NOMRIEEED TV D [24]. Haans 5
%, BET 27 A AR WA X T 7 a VR,
A& DBPATENCREEL L1259 2 & 2HE LTV 5H[25].
FTL7LEBrRORy bERAWEREBZ A7 IZBWT, #
fifTEN DS AR AOITEN 2 b 7 B TS b & 5 [26].

INODOFEEZ® U T, TRy ML 55 ABERITEIN
EDE IR BEELT-LTHRELNIRY SOb B, £
D—FT, ML VO BERBFRTITONL 2 EMA b6
THHRICER LIRIEHEVIThbhv TRy, 2, £
WO DOHRIZEIWZADPLDRPHEDOHZEZR > DO THY, 1
Ry bhH O ER L %2/ 5 falE% Midas touch ZhH<CFH
HAEFEEE & 2 BUE D DIRGE L7z b DI o 72,

Fxld, vy MO EIELEZMED BN, Arb
Ry MERETLAETORELIY L, LVRVWHIRED
EOTAREMENRENEEZS. Ry ML ERLELT
DT ET, ADLOMaHEE SR T D & EREBICEBET
EH7OTHD. ZTZTAMIETIE, rARy Fhbofx
K LUBHERITEICe Ry N DA 2T 7> 3 Uik
W2 DB EWLINIL, TOHEIMERET .

3. YRATLERM
31 ARy k

ABFETIE, RER7<HOBNBHEANT, Ax
ZRERTZENHKEDS TR Y b Moffuly) ZBIZEL7-.
ZONEZE, K2 1RT. ARy FOEEIIH 2m TH Y,
W ENZR 1 BB, &5 2 BHRERFHD > TV
D, BHEDICIEA Y= —NHOIAENTEY, AN R
v hafE L & ZITEN I 5552, V4L
K OWRIED FE A A Z B (H) 7=, fadERric T 2242
MWEMAET D720, vl y hOBESIERY 7e Lk
L ORI L DR ATV, a5 O B ERIAE 3 i3k 7

46



TEHEESES A > RS 72 q > 2017
IPSJInteraction2017

T VAN —R (M7 1lkg/em) A L. =Ry
N OFEFEIE, FFEAMY 7 b =7 XIMERA Z8H L7
[33]. HEFRMITAL—2 B’ RBEFTHrZ L, A
— X IIE AL S 50 COWRD Lz /L — Uizt
S>TarAR Y NORFBENREZRE LTz,

ARy M, MR EREO 2FEOREEITZAD LI
I L. ETHERICHOWTIE, ARy FOBECHEM, H
CBHR, BROMER AR T 2 REENEE HE L7z, B
W2ix, TZAleBiE, i Moffuly 72X, KAL) %
WIRFZEANR I BTNV T E, FEREPIX, IHAHO
U/ TERRALZLITH LED-72 b, BiiE N
TIELWe ZREDORFEZHER L. AR E R
OFGFEEHE LBHRIE, BEOMEICBWNT, vRy b
DHOCHENLCHEB RN A LAEEZ D T-OICEET
DL ERMEINTZTDTH D [34-36].

WECOWTIE, vl y MIAL OFFEICH L CRiER
BEDHEATH L5, 8 MEORE UM Liz. FlxiE

(2o A7E1 T~—) TZ5MEID, HE-> TS
REDEFHERE L. Thbb, EICANDLORGEE K
SHEHELTEDES LHICEFFLTRY, BELELTH
BRI BRI STV — VB ED TAHS L — 2 33 %
WRETDH LI LTz, £, EHERREEZ B 570

aRy MIgEBREN O OB LTIE T —A, Thix
BEICH LS Th o bbb, ThAdal L%
FEL, WICHEPLLTEDES LHICi&dH Lz

(a) (b)
2 Moffuly ® 58
Figure2  Appearance of “Mofully”

B
e

@

B 3 fadEEhE

Figure 3 Hug-request and reciprocated hug behaviors
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Figure 7 Additional interaction time

49



TEHEESES A > RS 72 q > 2017
IPSJInteraction2017

1y a rKTHROEEITEICOWTIE, &FEMT

FRCEIIRONRMNoTo. BT o TOTHERE 513,
T o= MZEE L2, BER AT TICEeETo T
2. TOHIT, BEEITDRI > WA S LRI, R
~— M7 UEBELIZY, EE LY LTERENR
ST BDERFS TV,

5228 2wiavIcBIT AR

AETIE, B2y a BN LEHRE S OHREL %
WS, 1y art DL s Tz on
T4 5. 9, AOREOHLSLMHIZBNTCE 2y >
I VEBMUEEBREIL 3L THY, WTFhowiRE L8
1 By v a rTiro COTENEOMER EkEE L iz, 3
ebhb, sy heDA U ET7variFH 1By vay
LEEFEEEDLLRWVWEDTHoT. 2 NFFE 2y a v
OBRFPCTEBRKTEZHEL, 1| NMIFE 2y a Ok
T, Thbbl10pEOA 277 v ariiioiz.
BERLEFHFICBNTE 2By v a VBN LT ERE
X124 ThY, NORRPHEDHZEM LRI, £< DAL N
By arTITo CWENEORER ZME L Tz
2L, FOIL2AOHHMEIT AR Y M ST EMRE

T IFEAELS_RERNEE 10 5B 2B LT,

ZOMIE, mARYy MEABELH ST,
&R T 4 28EEZ1T > Tz,
T, PBEELEMHFICBOT, ERENERL TR
DA X AN ERLDLEHRED | AMFEELE (K8). &
WIZIE, —ErnRy bhbEin=%, BAMEIZeRy

Mzb7=nhn, BEE-H%ICueRy McAHEZE
LD EIICERETHZ LT, AL LRESNDREIC
RoTW-., ZOWREL, H2kyvarKTETIRT
MR ZITDOT, ZOFFORETHI LTV
5.3 B
531 7y —MER

Koz, vy hORIZEDOI»DWS LSBT T v
r— MEREZRT. SHSELO t RIEEIT - R, &
MICAE IR SN 7e o 72(4(32)=0.34, p=0.74, =0.06).
Bzt A 2T 7 v ariduRy hOARNRLZLT
EEISE BT 2 5 O0[29], AHFFE TRk 2 H]
RICHEBRATZAONR D o T2, LR TH R
FIZHZRIIHmH cE TWic B R 5.

X 10 12, veRy heDA U HT IV arEELREN
REIRICET 27 v — MEREZRT. HISEL D t E
AT fR, ZOObEMEMICHERZTA O
72(1(32)=0.72, p=0.48, r=0.13). PR & O ML SEITE K T
FokovvavilBIbA v ET v a R E, &M
[ CHERE © DITENZIT W OO ERN AR SN2, £
B HMIC R T 2 ERBEREZFA SN o 7.

WEL L ZAT O N E I IMTHONT, ANDHIBED HSAENR

DLEEL TR >

© 2017InformationProcessingocietyof Japan

17INTOO6
2017/3/z

L2512 A, IT=FI2951 10 A, TLZ20 ) 4 A, TR
FAI3Z ALY, BERLEMACE IEET S 3 A, T
FIZTDI9A, TLAW] 4 A, [RFEA] 2ATH-TZ
532 MHIICLEEER
NEEOBMICBE T 298 TiE, #fid b7z b e
PR Ko TR D Z EPHESNTWD[37,38]. 2T,
RO BERIET 5700, BELTHEREELE 2y
2 SNICBMUTHRE O Bt a il Lz, AofakEd 7
G THEE LIERF OB LT 44, WERLFEMTIE
6:5 Thole. NOWBEDHFMETHE 2 By a iz
L7 B o 5 2o bbid 102, XK LTI 8:6 ThHh o7z,
A L-MRED B LI L ThHA R EEIT-
el A, BEREIEONR)>T2(x? (1) =0.42, p=0.52,
9<0.11). FE2 v a BN UgERE O B Lhicxt L
THHA ZRMEEITHT2D, ABEITIBONE -
(%% (1) = 0.47, p=0.49, 9p=0.12). D 722< & L ABFRICENT
&, RN K TR O ERITR b N T

X 8 &AM OIS LD HERE

Figure 8 A spooning-type hug
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Figure 9 Questionnaire results about appearance feeling
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Figure 10 Questionnaire results about total impression
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6. &

6.1 HMEBEOMATREN

KT DEBRFERNS, Ry b b ORE R LN, Ax
DEERATEIC R R Y MIHT A Z T 7 v a
BE LT 2 ERENTZ. HREIIE T TICeR y
h & Dbk L TIT O HBRE b EE L T e, S
THEB A 2T 7> a rZ2fT T4 ITAMBELETH
BB RBRICBOW TR LS RoND1THTH Y,
vy b ORI EE U CRIRENA X T 7 Ve
UIMTbNIEEEZD. IhbrARy NOBRETIELBAD
MAESAATEIC R A > MO 247N b 72 b L7223,
gy BB REBE L CANAEA U ET T Ay
T2 ORRAMERBRTALDOTHLEEXD.
AWFFECTIXEICRANEZG E LR, FEbExgEL
AT ailB0nTh, ARy bbb EK L
EHATHD EEZD. HlziE Hieida B, Sl aRy
FRFEDOREDHHIZET, bRy henag X
T varyMEESN D AREMEZRE L TERY [39], HiK
B ZE L CFELR LY B Ry MCHFERRESE
DI EPRBENTND. /INENTEBITKRT DN
BRECOLDAHTHI ZEbHESINTRY [40], +&b
BXRE LA U H T U v a BT DIEEORN R A BREE
252 L0, S%ORE B Child-robot interaction
DHFIZBWCHARMAEZ b T2 LR iffTx 5.
6.2 HMREO—HkE
AWFFETERACHIZIANE, BRy bR AZHBHES 52 &
THLNLIMREEZHENIT LI ETHDL. L LR,
KL H DB EDTFA DRy Fidd D ERENT
ANZRPET D &0 D BREM IR CEREZT o727, 2
OfREZTOEEMOER Y MTEATHZ LIXR#ETH
L. REEE VO EMITAIISULED B L KX [41],
EEHZVREEZITORVEARANIH L TRy kB OD
BRERLBLVBNEEEEZ -AEELH L. LHL,
aARy PR AZRERT LT, MAESPTELERRR Y
NeDAUET T va UEMEEI LD & D En R,
HRW et d S mRy hOBRFHCHATHDL EEXD.
7. BhYIC

INET, APaRy MIfithizv, AnaRy bz
L0 T AHROBEITITON TEZN, vRy b
LRI R LN AXIZH 25 THBICEER LIWRIEATD
NCTIRmofe. T TARIIZTHE, vRy 2 box
LB ANA ORFESITER Ry heDA 2T 7>
3 UNCH XD EBICERL, AR EEL 7 ~vHaRy
I, Moffuly #Bi¥ L7z, X612, vAR Y ML EK
L AX OBRESITEIRe Ry heDA v E T 7 a v
W52 DHBERGET DD FERE £t L7z
FERROFEER, nRy FhLORERERLAFLIEA L,
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TR LB E T, HBRED D OGSO EIIHTER
ENDHDLZEDIRESNE. £, vy eV A ET
7 va ViR ETIE LI ADHREDA 2T 7 2 a VI
23, aRy b2 bOREE LNE DHEIITA B
THZLERHLMNIR-T2. Thbb, vRy bbb
EWRLZEATH 2 & T, Ax Ot SpTE 2 R1EST 2 2 &,
BLOeRy heDA 2T 7 a a2l 0flls®Es
ERFRETHAHZ LB L. %L, vedfy b0
SRLNBANERRY hOA BT a b 25880
SHLRDLIMFEEED D TETH D [42,43].
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