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i E BAEEANMELFERGETZAREE, AFLAIRELERAELARE RBARABT T @LA
TEMA, MAOHRE AR —FTAAAABLBEDEAS ABERREEE, Z—F AN ZEINRRESE
FoBLAAL TN GG 7 KALEA RSB BHE B E R LML, WEARZHRAIN, MEEEZEGLHUHE C
AT, BHM AT RBEEN T HTCEDAFMEEERZLOEFREBHRAH), FES . ANFTHR
v G B LA F AR %8S EIRAGE e T R RIE B A AR A A TR B . ARSI R
VAR, BEAAZAKP LS BTN AGR G RIEE IR T EHORANIRR .

KR AFRARGE, C RS, W, M, A% A ZHUH

HES B4

1 3]

W R AN i e T R R R B RO A
‘B (Lagercrantz & Changeux, 2009), 3 i 57 Bk 1% file
JBEGE, AT LIRS PR TR . KR/
2 P 45 3 5 W H (discriminative) {5 &, B BETE A
Prye il A SRAF G 515 8, & LRI R T 5221
fil i R G0, WEIERM, 2 A~ A 2 LEDa] 7E ff 2 K
LA RIS B I DL R A K
LIy i LI PESRIE A, TPURIRONG 0y e o 5 RS A B 2813
J7 2 H AT 9m % (Jonsson et al., 2018), B IR L EL S 5
W F, AP R R e S E SR ’

WE U EHEFL, HIERFNMET . % 2 MREEEENEELSE

2 B M 4 £ L T Bt S e B T . s e

T, TR 20 B2 A 4 0 3 5 o, H i, MIRSMAET . i85

W9 2 0 1 fih 0 26— T % 4 L A fbi 18 12 7 A FRATE 2, flE L E

(motivational—affec:ive) ?Qif (é;;cio et al 201(9’ (5 B 2R R SCEBR PRI ], JBFIE 212185

Mortison et al. 2010) T DT GiniR . TR 4 R P A o
R 3 » EEw e -

EH AW, ATl shil—1% 28 R 5 e . e e s
T REC A FrfA 22, HKZARWEE (Beltran et al., 2020; s %Eﬁ%@ﬁfgﬁ]ﬁ@ﬁ?&f#qj";glﬂﬁ‘j‘j
Krahé et al., 2018), &% & A5 (Bendas et al., . HJU% ’ Eﬁ: b ﬁﬁjﬁ% f%gfﬁﬁ?j Jiii
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# %, E-mail: cuiqian119@163.com #1110, Hertenstein 55 A (2006) FH 4 B0 1% 1 Fr

il

2017; Long et al., 2021), A MHAE AREAY #1226
W5 (Cascio et al., 2016; Kaiser et al., 2016)55:4 Ky
CAREE T et . W H AR R, HE T
R . BRESERMIAEFTHEEL, MATEM
] DL i 7y Rk <& . RG4Sy 4
R RFZA RKING (B (App et al,, 2011). H#E
FERUL, Bl 015 25 T e 38 1 PG > 2 3 ok 5T
B, H—hE R M S EAR B L B G R,
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A By vE G RIR BRI, R E WG TFE
BB B — M LLARE fuh b2 S 1R & AR
FHOMEPA, HRI A R T H A R
h, SRR F UL AR X mE F T, JHE
BRI BB AE v B ALAR 33 7S R BE A IR 45 (17, 2%
7, Wk, B0, B, &), =MELSES
(prosocial emotion) (%, B, [FIfE)F=Fh B F
B H G 25 (self-focused emotion) (EfE, W™, I
OB —Fh; ARG RFRW, s E AT LIA AL
PUNMER . RYE OGS = F AR 28, fg .
B PGS SRR S E L, RN T 48%
F 83%Z I, W THRENUER, kLA REt
R 1 28 RN R A T 18%E 30%Z
8], 25U H, McIntyre %6 A (2019)% 5% T Bl A X 2
N ik i 1 2 S RN e v M, 5 A TR k4 2R
W, gokne A stk . B &L PR
(calming) . B . [F)1E FIAK Sk (amusement) 5575 4 ;
F R S A5 SRR R, B e 4 DA Al 452 9 T =X
5 il N3 5 % A T-#E B

BRI AT L, R 9K il T8 R A% 3 BEAR I 45 1) o
WPE LIRS AL . Wil B (Schirmer & Adolphs,
2017), fHXFe<F” | <R A A AL 4
(social emotion)) % i3 B HAEH o i S B T il 1
15 45 28 T B RE S, (R U A B T ik i e 4 1 R
TEHE ST 145 4 (social bonding) | fE i & VEXCREF
AT R L ETE

Jioh, HFEBRMETWER, MEEWE
A8 T 2 A PR il ve pRHI, 25510 5 H S0 ik
BE PR B A LR R 28 B 4T A R W (Morrison,
Bjornsdotter, & Olausson., 2011), F-f& By .0 BB
& (theory of mind)FIAEIEHLH £ HM# (knowing) |
JB I (feeling) H: 1 115 45 15 B . (Lee Masson et al.,
2018; Lee Masson et al., 2019; Peled-Avron et al.,
2016), A, fil e 4% 26 05 B RS T8 —A4~
24401, Lee Masson F1 Op de Beeck (2018) 1K
HEST T AL A FL 1 A At 28N 2 fal i R
(socio-affective touch expression database, SATED)”,
T2 P 1 i 0 P 17 4 55 R e R O 4 I
BIRAGIT#E L P2 NG AU, RHmk
B TR 28 80 R G PR A 2 R TS A A o A e
A AL, T3 — F B D fol 3 0 09 1 4 A R T
REPRHE THAE

3 iR EEENEEMT

N ik 5 A AR B BT ELAT 11 4 7 X k58
JEPE, BB A A 5 3 A 1 2 0 TR kAT PR
T BETT o, IR A 3 o A Aok 5 3 G 1 45 15 B Y
W, Bk (sharpen) 4 XT ixX B8 1 25 28 R 1 1
PRV, ol T A N TR AT 4R B
31 HEEE

1 205 BB A EE AT RE, e RS
AN B R RS R, DR T ) 223 T 46 15 B TR R
FEAtzE v AL

Schirmer 1 Gunter (2017) bt 48 T #1785 |
F OB A =AM, RS
VB T R T < S 6 30 AE HL 7 (late
positive potential, LPP)Y2E 51, &M ikAE“F
AR P S A T 1 25 S K o LPP R i ik
BRI 40 BT 5 A FH e E RE FE (Amrhein et al., 2004;
Diéguez-Risco et al., 2013), K FRZLFEFL" 2
W P15 48 PE Al F X (Taneja et al., 2019), K
X — 45 SR BB Al 5 4 17 28 1 S 5 T A
B RS R B,

1E 5 —IRAFSE 1, Schirmer 25 A (2018)45 4 IR
AR FZ LT LR 8 R B B il b 5 Bk
AR T 22 B AR AL E R B2, g5 SRR,
e fil 5 B R e s 2T, w5 2k B AR AL
PUBT R TE K, H BE B b L 52 BT (] A 3 1<,
I X1 4 v L (O =l m e v L) B R
X — 45 SR 5 e 17 R TEFLOIN T B N EL N Y
L8 HF 5 (visual scene) (Ngo & Isaacowitz, 2015) .
17 44 VEE & (Rigoulot & Pell, 2014)55 40, TR &K
e Rk b AR L R
Schirmer Fl McGlone (2019)if % P, 4T X%k
A A il i N PR BB I B, Bl e I A i A
B fil i B BB R i 25 & K 1) LPP, i8R
3R P IURIE 5 v R SR FH L 1 PR B Ak A f
W RS, (BT A RTEWE il vt 9 A B IR AE
TS 5 LS il B A 560 AL AR Ao 2 B AT oM BOBE, PR
T TA A AR e B 0 6 4003 1 15 R R
Pl K LPP {5 1 358 T 52 e 7 3 7 1 s o Al i
5 ETE
32 HUHSEN

NP ik 5 A B AN Bl i A R R 855
5 30 TE T 4515 BOANTE R, I AT AL R X ik 24
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i fF B RFE VAN, R ATHE T 15 5 WA
BB N AT 2 28 AL A AE Bk JE e,
H BYFRATEAT B R N kLS B L T
Wi 1Y 55— EN 4 (Schirmer et al., 2016).

WFFE R, 6B B i 458 7T 5 oA TP A
FRER BRI, T AL S 7 2R AR BE A n, mT
IR RGN R G R MG ), SR
TR il 08 £ 5L 09 35 WL 46 136 8% (Chen, Becker, et al.,
2020; Chen, Li, et al., 2020; Portnova et al., 2020),
BT Al 19 1 2 ORI A8 T M R 5 TR B IR 4
PR T R A Ak R R, AT LTI,
RS FEAMIR A PSR, AT LA RN B i TE R
Wi 55 3 I 2 R AL s e R b, R LRI
HAPER.

40, Ellingsen % A (2014)7EMF 55 Hh & 3, Bk
WO A BREETE SR b fay B2 BT 25 s T A 0
FERBLMR ), HAE S KA, 5L
WAL, BORTE AN BRI T X P L m%
T fL h A% JE (friendliness) FTWE 5 | 77 (attractiveness)
B PO dob 2 1 R, X AR T LA B R 5]
FOITAN 25 B ARG, I SRR WY, B A BRER
TE N IRPE RN R 3 B Ine R AR, B
AT A RS R0 (5 B AL SR, R T
FRRR, 2 175 R T W 3 1 e A 28 v AR 3R 1 i i
L

Aol 7E LLBCARE fuh 1] e S ok 5 5 K 2% A
PIBIEFE T, A T A S A IO fi 1) o 2 3y &1
F, BT VA A TR Ak 4y A B B3l P e
NP, A A 58 SRR, | e S g, X
ﬁé%g(likeability)&ﬁT%(Schirmer et al., 2015),
H i TR R F A fik s PR 55 4 i R A
SRS . PRI B OB B A
BN B T g rp o il A A ARAE, HAE
SR B SR AR J5 , BN AR R A AE, 3R
HIIZ 800 14 2 A AT BE T AN A i

4 fhEEZEIhEERME EIEYLH

Vallbo 45 A (1993) 8 KA N FSHITE A E UK
R BT R S A 3 N 2 1R B R AT
FEIE T IR ANE WEBIE 5T\ fik i 175 28 D) il oft 227 3
ML A IR IS o AR HB oK i Al 1 25 15 B 9
BRAZ AR, GOBREAL T, E S E A N N 4%
BIORE 200 T, ISR JE 8% 32 2% KA A EF 4E 1Y)

Wi R AIE B Al e A AL = A D7 T, X
il o 175 25 D g 0 A 28 A BRAL I EA T A 4R -
4.1 HPERREE R R AR N S HE RO IR L R AE

Bk v S Tl I A 4 A 1 RR AL AP R 32
(low-threshold mechanoreceptors, LTMRS)%M?‘@"
TG A B . AR ALY A, B
ST K b vE RECh th CRER C 2R 4EN RS2 T
(affective)# /3 FR M C fih % (C-tactile, CT), ¥ HA
BER AR LR 4N T A% W B B U A FE R
SRR AR fuE, T LA T S R A fk v R
43 (McGlone et al., 2014), HH, 52 C £ 4E 2L
S 1 FRATL AW, 12 B 3% i (C-L TMR s ) %o i 5 o 1) 175 £
15 RHAT R e g, JFAE B2 B S Pt
13 B R A WS (A e 4%, 2017).

53 J B R AR LFAEANTR), A5 S fil B 4
FEK C FHMNPRRTAHELERKYI E
(Morrison, Loken, et al., 2011), MR 544 e
A B R IR BE B . BUEE A T 1~10em/s IHFEERE 5
L fil(Ackerley et al., 2014; Cole et al., 2006; Loken
et al., 2009), WFFTE, AN ESLRLE R C fil
Be, MASEA R AR ARSI C il
58 B2 A TTAN 1 52 10 e o B2 RS, e B PR 5 4
b B DGR R U B, M IEEAE 3cm/s
O FC fish 33 FF 4b (Lee et al., 2018; Sehlstedt et al.,
2016),

LR IR C YR AR i WL A B 5
WA VERESEPE, PR E TR C il dE R E
SCIE Ve T RO T Y . M N 3em/s /Y52
ZALfil” (Taneja et al., 2019), {H [ T 5 &b [H] ot
SR AP ZRHE, RN AR GRS AR (pure) 1
C fl e R, T ST C 04, LA Ap
L1 43 A 1 0 i LUAR R =X fid ot i 8, =87
FEl LLANGESI A C & 4 w9 PRl (KT
10cy/s) P Ml il 8 5 A g o B 5, s ad Be it B
AREE, FRAFEAL C il o BE B TIEdE o
42 HEESBERK

WEFEF AT Ay, il ot 1 46 5 B S
TR | BEFE K (itch) 4 C LR 4EN 3 1 IR SE 15
SRR E BEAL Tl i, BN TER A A RE
)2 1A 6 £k 3 (spinothalamic tract, STT)il %
I EEPSE, BE, 2007; Craig, 2002).

Andrew (2010)F 5 T /NECERE K TEARZE 1
(lamina 1) b ]~ 30 J7 i [l (wide dynamic range,
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WDR)#% 51 #1 28 IT (projection neurons)7E A [\ kil 75
B (6.6~126 cm/s) T MY AL HL & B, A& PRAIK B
(6.6~20.4 cm/s) il o 7 7 | B ik ri 1) 5 A 800 9
2, R IE(H (peak discharge) ! LT 9.2 cml/s,
WA (Ao 5 750 P A3 R o2 1 98 o 2 5 0T e,
XS C 4R NAFE, B, 2%
SURFRW], BRORTMR)ZE T 4G 2oTRe =1k
fRIHESZ T C 2 4k S AR 199 R BILBR A I A2 45 9
BEA, A C 2Rk i i fi vt 175 26 7 B el ¢
TR RETR Z AR A TURYE . SR, Bl i — A
FEENVE I, 01 B AP ARZ T A RS
FEMR AR (L1-STT), AR BB RS M AR X R EE %
i FIIRR 56 TR A B 0 R, A o o 19 15 U
PRI T30 R IR 3% 51 (Maarshall et al., 2019), [T
fih 5 155 45 15 S5, RT REAF 7 LA A5 i A% S %

FH T 1 A7 A R BE I iR 5 B
(Marshall & McGlone, 2020), LI AB £ 4E Y21
B RO R — BRI, 2 R as
W% 3 )5 1 e 2 B, LEad T W) AR R R 5
(primary somatosensory cortex) T B % i i& &
(Olausson et al., 2002; Olausson et al., 2008), [X T
FORUESE AT 5, H e 15 2515 S B i 1L
WP ATRER N, FE4 C A4 EHHEIR)E,
SHRE R EAT, AR B, X T —
FRRIRIG . 5 R BRI AR BN AR AN [ 1
ST (AU RS, BUA Y fil v 1 45
15 B E BB AL @ B AT 5 b, LA TR0 T
B R BCHABIR R AL 1) B R AR A5 5 1 Ak
B ARV BCKRTEFR AR ST o FRATHEDN K [H 3 ik v
415 BT BE S RIREZ: C 2R 4/ 519 Sk s e L
BHRPUAE TRAR, W= Fehii 5 (trigeminothalamic
tract) (Henssen et al., 2016),

4.3 FaHLH
431 fEEEESNIHEXREX

BRI A A FE AR O R, e iS4 (5
BRI H C 44T, HEHF LR,
MITIRAT NI Z C £F 4 A4 T 00 b SJEA- 6 158 14 fh i 14
By, N T EE X —[A] A8, McGlone & A (2012)% H
1EHL T E R (positron emission tomography,
PET) %% T HRTE & & C A4 TR A= C &F
e F 032 G R R E S . AT R4S
SRR, P 3 W B TG W 2 S
HE RS 22 5 W3 . Horp, A8 T # R M EL

S, FOA MR A SE R . PR
SRR RGN S 1 (mid-anterior insular) 57 5t B9 38005,
FHTF 00 1 il AT BRI X ARE B
Y T 1iF (re-representation) (Craig, 2008), A1 H:
i ek AR AR T 2 W A SRR v 2 e T AH R TR
R LA, FRAA MM AN R T G5
It (posterior insular) 7 5 Al 7 G fll] (mid-anterior) E
% J% 5t (orbitofrontal cortex, OFC)FJimZIEIE, £
BZBIE 1S 2515 B i1 2% &R Gi(limbic system)
R, S RBEAEF R KA LR T8 22 0%
aity, AWz BT —F AR . JEE
KB I THLE . ZFRER T e+ &
Srla Ao B THLH, Wi THET C &
Y53 A B B IR DI, A AT AR IR 56 i A ik v 22
5, X AR YA RRYEREE | ) B SR HE I v
15 BT 4B, 1870 C 2R 4k50 A i B2 Ik IX.
WAE— R AR T UM 4 E B
fig o (HIZ B ZE o A Ml 5 SR FH LA B0, Bl FEAR
BH T ANBREM, B EORNR DU C fil
1 TN T 28 S R 4255

Gordon Z5 A (2013)2R ] fMRI i AREL T H
HAJINR C st 5 R iy B2 R, KIBR)E &
gz BT A, JE 8 L I8 (posterior superior temporal
sulcus, pSTS). PAIR%H M K Jii (medial prefrontal
cortex, mPFC)., A $1747 7 J Ji7 (dorsal anterior
cingulate cortex, dACC)ZEH |2 % 26 S At 25k
XA C e BBaE, 322 Ll
T /5 0 T 40 A [ Sk A AR D BT B A AT
R, BT CEEEFESE TSR, Xk
il D[] J F At 2 i P 4%, 25 5 X h it &
H 5% PE (social relevance) . £ & 2 B ¥ (social
reward) 1 #F 22 1% 2 15 B 1Y 9 #% (Adolphs, 2009;
Amodio & Frith, 2006; Xu et al., 2009), %% H¥
FRATTXT Rt 23 1l ) £ Ty e A S8 A AL 3 e 3] T
S W R o RV o ) O o 7 N L
#¥B (skin as a social organ)”{&iji(Morrison et al.,
2010)$= 4L T UEd

5 R EHAFE U438 ) 5 I 72 il il AR A 5
AN, Sailer % A (2016)% F IMRI AR % 42 T #R
TERFZE 40 MR IR T 0 RIG SO, B kS
VLA S e PR F 5 v 240 ) 155 2 Ak B XA 0, 38
RILREE BT FRRG G, 225 ] o i) HE 5 K2 o 0 7
¥ (putamen) 19 3 1% 50 B B Wi K, /R M55
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% . AR (caudate) ZF SURAK (striatum) X 38 A2 H
1417 [l (middle cingulate) X 38% 1Y Tl BE % 2t 3% 7
R, IREE R T R F RGN B R AR PR
R B AE R I RRE I, A H R a BT AR T
FOR K AR Al B AR I (AN, HEE) | i A SRR
3Pk NBrfil vl B B3R AL T M2 KF AR R
432 fhEETELES 200 T AN A AL

AR E AT I Al B 28 0 T 0 i RIS AT A
R UL, HEARMFR S, BRI T —L& fE
S5 e 3 AR P R 22 T B AR A

@4, Singh 55 A(2014)WF5E K, HHFA
6 B0 Ml B A5G, A RAE 232 4 IR B R AR
YA A T, FE TR i X s O 3 I Y beta R
i o J5{lth, von Mohr %5 A (2018)ZEWF 5T hXT L T
PAXIEZ C fihd | AP filvd A B2 T P 2R
L, #E C fldt bR, o FAE AR S T A4 T
MR X beta R 1Y B8 . % JE 3 C fil ot B L4 3
FRAE T A B0 E T (Ree et al., 2019), X P
IR A AR PT e R 1T T X 1Y beta R 7% 5 fil b
5 R R AR G .

AP, von Mohr 55 iR & B, AHET AP fil3E
M RA, MAFEH:Z C bt ab B, A . T,
WL LA IX LT theta 235 10 08, 24
Y theta TEJ8 42t M B 7E B2 AH (meditation) | 430>
(distraction) %5 1§ 25 V8 17 {1 55 P (Uusberg et al.,
2014; Yu et al., 2011), 4584 LIAHFT PRS2 1
RS C flsd SR AP BB A A 28 R T
fiE(Morrison, 2016a; Pawling et al., 2017), i
i T . PSR INIX Y theta IR AT RE S Mt T
C i 7 55155 28 8 1 AL A DG ) i 48 A BRARRAIE

5 INESRE

SRR T i v 7 S B T8 B 1 G A BR
B s g D Re S LA AR BRI, BT Ak
UNLEAEISPOIS B SV F A TS N U
B, B AT v R BAY Ry A R 2 G
WL o EICIERARE T L . 35 S AL W aE
15 28 15 R, 3 SR AR AT il 1 P i RE R
fish v 155 4% 15 B R BT 3 I A 20 B B, ROR BT
2 ) e % A iR 2

[EEN S BER SN P S NN
S . —Se AT N UEE R, find e A A BT
25 WU e WU ¥ o 2 PRI A RE e R L, T 45

BAEH RATENTT 2/0H — 2 5 M A e gl o
)l (Hertenstein et al., 2009); BE4M(envy). Hifik
(pride) 5§ F F& R AR 25 HUA 72007 WAEAR G R B
J5 RE B MERR IR 5! (Thompson & Hampton, 2011), #%
IR —3T fMRI WFFER R, A% HERR T
TR AR TR R 5 %o i i YR B8 %) o 28 J I 4 5%
efih X5 AR AR BE A9 IR Y (Suvilehto et al., 2020),
ATRATROL, filsd 45 Bom Trh, B EEEFEE 4
M ERIAH S A M EAER, Bk mda
G EGRR ., ATBBEEFAGRRNEFTENAE
SR, X e AR PR 2% G fnf X5 25 I 45 0 ok
HERR M A 22 B e, R FE A b 45
5] REATS 5 i — 2B 5%

Fowk, N B il w7 87 2 57 R0 4 R AL 2 B
o R SRS E M EEER TS
#| I~z 1\ [6) (Brauer et al., 2016; Dunbar, 2010; von
Mobhr et al., 2017), {H 52 1% 58 1 fL 1% 2 H1 0 B 55 1)
U, A 0 B o 1 25 TR A 2 AR TR B
LG 2, RISC 50 %1 25 15 B0 25 2535 [ mT g
FR & T a7 1 3 s R IR B R, Rk
TSR RN R X 2 . SR TR S R A s T A R
WK, Z0k, e, AZESARENEESEES
TBENHEINE, HEGTEANGE .. Wit
HIRAE, WIVERF G B A ALA B il o 55 5
B R, DUt E SO s, il g 1F 46 0o
AR

o=, WRTETER, ANRLE K ko B VR B,
ALK AN 5 0 s 415 B 2 & Forb, (ELDA ki
R, XEIE S E B R T alifE o,
AL . FEE B S Thrdifbab 21, B
T 5 38 8 1Y fl v 28 DO RERIF S R, BFSE A R
) BRAE D8 1 . Bl B BV 25 55t bt s P Y
PR AR A E S, AU LA T
B, HAE AR DL B 5 3 1A v A vk 1F 26 D
BERY 25, Teyssier %8 A (2020) W) AR R T fl bt 155
25 35 TN R 5 52 Bl 1 7 BE(0.3N, 1.2N),
T FE (3.8cm/s, 16cm/s) Fll 76 T Ab A9 fih #5205 =5
(Scm, 20cm) Y HEE A YOG R, 2% B Ml va 1 253K
M RT Ty R YR, T R R R R T B R
PR B WO . H I 5T X 45 4 B S BT i
HRI 43, AR ST sl AT SO B B A 0
%, SN R IE E N IR & R 1 fir 5 3 1
BEL T fMEREE R . MR R AR AT R AT,
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FiRapa) (WAL S I N AN WA LA 2 =
B 7 1 O AR B R E R S, SR R R
A B ELAR A5 25 2501

S0, BORTEAEER b, fil vl Bt —HHR R
G P15 45 RGEAE B LA R I i 2 25 45
S, ABAER ML b, SR 5 4 A B TR Y
S R A AR % ST . Morrison (2016b)% B A TF &
FMh 17 J SCHR LT 291 A REA ik A i 2 AR B
P iR, fbod 1 4 15 B A BFRUE B AEM T
it DX IR PO 2465 1 A7 AE 43 15, (B R34 5 TR A IR
JFAFAE P [B] 380 (co-activation), 2 WA fil & i 1. ™
Xtk H THAFRESTEBEA AR
redm ml, (HFEA 2 M) 88 B T AR el a7 .
By TS R AR B BT, A3 AR S kv 7 445
BRFERUE B0 A R R IX, A A p
ZELRWRY, WAT RGN IRAEAEE M EAE
JH(Olausson et al., 2008), # 4k, LUl 8w —HER
RGLZPUAR LFAEDIREAK AMEE 2R E XS
WFoE RN, EAR 8 F S HAE H A0S h Tk 3R
153 5 F LUT 0 i o s AR 5, (B 7E 38 BB 45
FIAT A A B R R PR 67 B (TR R, 1E
WA 97%, FWHLL C -4k g 25+ FE R A9 it 58 30
ML 45 & geth B A — 8 18 BE (9 3 BE IR 1 fig
(Bjornsdotter et al., 2009) ., % & 5| F= Ak 1 95 b
BRI AR E AR P15 25155, K
AT LR, R BT & B0 il st S AL 15 4 &R
GenE N YIRE, SO AU SR TE il 3 2% 5 — IR
ReTrgete kTN, mEEAEERY
&N T RE, ZTIRE AT LS BhFRATTA R S AN TR
7 B b A5 5 B AE 25 S HLEE S, MTABUHE IE
A ST RN . ARG, R T8 5125 4 ke
BT R AR R, R O T RE M A
(Activation Likelihood Estimation, ALE)JG43#T
Jiki % 8 P JC 4 M7 (Meta-analytic Connectivity
Modeling, MACM)%§ 71k, XF AT R GEE 1K) £
156 5 b ST PEASGHE — 2P IR A B 2L

Ak, BARBAMIRERT At am sy
filh Vi 1% 45 15 B AR A5 Y 2 B R 4%, E A 220 Bl i
IR AT AN DA, ARORWT S Al ) EEG/ERP
BOR, e = 0 B E] 43 B B fid o 1 454 B
TR shEHLH . J35h, B TIES I Ty T R
ik AR ML RG . MBI EESE
X A E, BA 2SI, Xk

15 45 20 o 1A DI RE ph — bl 2 b i 22 0 S B, O
A Ao 2 3 o ) A B S B XA 4 4 S T
B 2T o P, AR RE, TR A5 fih
16 4 UIREA RN H N - I 5E, duke A B T
FATT S 4 1A ) LA Ak 7 2 £ SN T4 o 2 A
SR

HPOT, AR, (2007). B s RS G5 kv 15 45 oy
W) C 24k, 4 FEFEI R, 38(4), 323-326.

JEEIEE, B, HAET, X, B TuE, B (2017).
fil i A5 2 AL B FORAL . LA SR, 35(19), 37-43.
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Affective function of touch and the neurophysiological mechanism

YANG Yi, LI Dong, CUI Qian, JIANG Zhongqing
(College of Psychology, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract: Touch is an important sensory channel for individuals to explore the external world, and its

affective function plays an important role in maintaining social bonding and promoting interpersonal

communication. Tactile action itself can directly convey distinct emotions, and it also promotes the

cross-modality emotional processing by enhancing attention and sharpening social evaluation of emotional

cues. At neurophysiological level, C-tactile-mediated affective tactile stimulation project in spinothalamic

tract (STT) pathway (the spinal signaling of orofacial C-fiber mediated affective touch is still unclear),

bypass the primary somatosensory cortex, directly project to the insular cortex, and then process in the

amygdala, medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC), posterior superior temporal sulcus (pSTS) and other core areas

of the “social brain” neural network. Future research should pay more attention to the interpersonal

dependence, cultural uniqueness, and stimulus standardization of affective touch, and try to reveal the

relevance and independence between the two tactile sub-systems at neural level.

Key words: interpersonal touch, C-tactile, emotion, cross-modality, neurophysiological mechanism





