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Introduction: Decision making results not only from logical analyses, but 

seems to be  further guided by the ability to perceive somatic information 

(interoceptive accuracy). Relations between interoceptive accuracy and 

decision making have been exclusively studied in adults and with regard to 

complex, uncertain situations (as measured by the Iowa Gambling Task, IGT).

Methods: In the present study, 1454 children (6-11 years) were examined at 

two time points (approximately 1 year apart) using an IGT as well as a delay-

of-gratification task for sweets-items and toy-items. Interoceptive accuracy 

was measured using a child-adapted version of the Heartbeat Perception Task.

Results: The present results revealed that children with higher, as compared to 

lower, interoceptive accuracy showed more advantageous choices in the IGT 

and delayed more sweets-items, but not toy-items, in a delay-of-gratification 

task at time point 2 but not at time point 1. However, no longitudinal relation 

between interoceptive accuracy and decision making 1  year later could 

be shown.

Discussion: Results indicate that interoceptive accuracy relates to decision-

making abilities in situations of varying complexity already in middle 

childhood, and that this link might consolidate across the examined 1-year 

period. Furthermore, the association of interoceptive accuracy and the delay 

of sweets-items might have implications for the regulation of body weight at 

a later age.
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1. Introduction

To decide in favor of positive outcomes in the future rather than of short-term benefits 
accompanied by long-term disadvantage is a common and crucial challenge of daily life. 
Impaired decision making has been related to a diverse range of problems, such as 
impulsivity (e.g., Franken et al., 2008), drug use (e.g., Grant et al., 2000), or extreme weight 
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conditions and eating disorders (e.g., Brogan et  al., 2010). 
Considering multiple alternatives and reflecting about future 
consequences has long been seen as a pure rational function. 
However, there is evidence that decision making is not only a 
result of logical analyses, but is further guided by somatic 
information (e.g., Werner et al., 2009).

Research on this topic has mainly been based on the somatic-
marker hypothesis (SMH) proposed by Damasio (1994, 1996), 
which builds on earlier work linking bodily activity to the 
experience of emotion (e.g., James, 1884) and to decision making 
(e.g., Nauta, 1971). The SMH suggests that somatic information 
assists decision making, especially in complex or uncertain 
situations. More specifically, in such situations each response 
option should be  associated with specific learned somatic 
responses (e.g., heart rate, skin conductance, tonicity) that either 
encourage or discourage the particular option. These so-called 
somatic markers are thought to be represented and regulated in 
secondary representation areas, in particular the ventromedial 
prefrontal cortex (VM-PFC; Damasio, 1996; Bechara et al., 2000) 
or the anterior cingulate (ACC; Bechara and Naqvi, 2004).

Evidence for the SMH is mainly based on adults’ performance 
in the Iowa Gambling Task (IGT), which has been designed in 
order to mimic real-life decision-making, thereby incorporating 
factors like uncertainty, reward, and punishment. For a successful 
performance on this task, participants have to learn during the 
course of trials to forgo short-term benefit for long-term profit 
while choosing between alternatives varying in pay-off and 
punishment. More precisely, they need to draw cards selecting 
between card decks which result in larger gains but also in high 
unpredicted losses, and decks which result in smaller gains, 
similarly small losses, and an overall net profit (Bechara et al., 1994).

According to the SMH, individuals who ascribe more 
precision to signals from the viscera should show superior 
performance in this task. Indeed, a successfully learning to choose 
the advantageous decks (with smaller gains, but also smaller loss) 
in the IGT has been linked to somatic-marker signals, indexed by 
anticipatory skin conductance responses. For example, adult 
patients with lesions in the VM-PFC do not seem to develop 
somatic markers in the form of skin-conductance responses and 
continue to choose disadvantageous options during the IGT, 
indicating that they are driven more by the immediate reward 
than by future consequences (“myopia for the future”; Bechara 
et al., 1996, 1997; see Dunn et al., 2006 for a review).

To date, most research on the SMH has rarely used other sources 
of bodily feedback except from skin-conductance responses (Dunn 
et al., 2006). However, cardiac cues should just as well function as a 
potential somatic marker guiding decision making. Individual 
differences in perception of and sensitivity to changes within the 
internal bodily state are one way of quantifying the access to bodily 

cues (Herbert and Pollatos, 2008). Research regarding interoception 
has mainly focused on the ability to detect cardiovascular signals 
(e.g., Critchley et al., 2004; Pollatos et al., 2005), mostly quantified in 
heartbeat-perception tasks. Results underscore that there are 
significant interindividual differences in adults’ cardiac perception, 
being interpreted as trait-like sensitivity toward one’s visceral signals, 
which is understood as a long-term result of “visceral” learning 
processes. Such processes depend on autonomic reactivity during 
different situations of daily life that evoke substantial changes in 
autonomic activity (Herbert and Pollatos, 2012; Herbert et al., 2013).

Garfinkel et  al. (2015) proposed a differentiation between 
three separable dimensions of interoception, namely interoceptive 
accuracy (IAcc; i.e., performance on objective behavioral tests of 
heartbeat detection), interoceptive sensibility (i.e., self-evaluated 
assessment of subjective interoception) and interoceptive 
awareness (i.e., metacognitive awareness of interoceptive 
accuracy). More recently, this differentiation was extended by 
Pollatos and Herbert (2018) who suggested interoceptive 
emotional evaluation (i.e., interpretation of perceived bodily 
signals) as a fourth dimension of interoception.

To our knowledge, only a few studies have examined 
associations between interoceptive accuracy and decision making, 
and these studies report mixed results. Werner et al. (2009) found 
that adult individuals with particularly accurate cardiac-
perception ability show superior decision-making performance in 
the IGT compared to individuals with low perception accuracy, 
but these results were not replicated in a more recent publication 
(Werner et al., 2013). Werner and colleagues attributed this to the 
small number of participants with high interoceptive accuracy. 
Furthermore, in a refined version of the IGT, interoceptive 
accuracy was associated with either good or poor decision-making 
performance, depending on whether anticipatory bodily signals 
favored advantageous or disadvantageous choices (Dunn et al., 
2010). In a modified Go-No Go paradigm, not interoceptive 
accuracy but interoceptive awareness was related to voluntary 
inhibition decisions, such that subjects with lower awareness of 
bodily signals were more likely to act and respond faster when 
they had the choice (Rae et al., 2020). Moreover, Wölk et al. (2014) 
showed that higher interoceptive accuracy is related to improved 
decision making only in healthy participants, but to impaired 
performance in patients with panic disorder. Accordingly, 
impaired decision-making performance on an IGT was found to 
be predicted by diminished interoceptive accuracy in individuals 
with gambling disorder (Moccia et  al., 2021) and alcohol use 
disorder (Avcu Meriç and Sönmez, 2022). Sugawara et al. (2020) 
identified a positive link between the shift toward rationality in a 
decision-making task and the improvement of interoceptive 
accuracy after an interoceptive training. This relation was further 
demonstrated to have an affective dimension as well: Sokol-
Hessner et al. (2015) identified interoceptive accuracy to predict 
aversion to loss in a gambling task.

So far, the role of somatic markers in decision making has 
been investigated exclusively in adult populations. Thus, it 
remains unclear whether this association is already present in 

Abbreviations: DoG, Delay of gratification; IAcc, Interoceptive accuracy; IGT, 

Iowa gambling task; PFC, Prefrontal cortex; SMH, Somatic marker hypothesis; 

VM-PFC, Ventro-medial prefrontal cortex.
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children or whether it arises later in the course of development. 
There is evidence that already children differ in their ability to 
perceive ongoing signals deriving from the heart, and that this 
ability might function as a basis for their emotional experience in 
similar ways as it has been reported for adults (Koch and Pollatos, 
2014a). Crone and van der Molen (2007) found that the 
autonomic bodily processing of decision outcome is similar 
across age groups (8–10, 12–14, and 16–18 years of age) in 
children. Furthermore, the role of interoceptive development was 
emphasized in the context of mental health and pain: Hechler 
(2021) postulates a bilateral relation between interoceptive 
processes on the one hand and the genesis of mental health 
problems and chronic pain on the other hand: in a complex 
framework including physiological, cognitive and emotional 
aspects, somatic responses potentially contribute to the 
co-occurrence of mental health problems via interoceptive fear 
conditioning. Opdensteinen et  al. (2021) identified a positive 
relation between interoceptive accuracy and emotion regulation, 
another important aspect of executive functioning, in a sample of 
preschool children. However, it remains an open question 
whether the access to these bodily signals (i.e., interoception) 
influences decision making in children. Furthermore, it has been 
found that executive function, which as a higher-level construct 
includes decision-making abilities, improves most rapidly during 
the preschool period, but continues to develop during middle 
childhood and adolescence. Such developmental changes in 
executive function are related to substantial structural and 
functional changes in neural systems involving the PFC 
(Pennington and Ozonoff, 1996; Zelazo et  al., 2008; Hughes, 
2011). Thus, the first aim of the present study was to examine 
whether children with higher (as compared to lower) interoceptive 
accuracy show better decision-making (i.e., more advantageous 
choices) as early as in middle childhood, when both abilities have 
presumably not yet been finally developed.

Research on the role of somatic markers in decision making 
has exclusively focused on variants of the IGT, which measures 
intuitive decision-making patterns given incomplete information 
or ambiguous consequences, respectively. Because originally, the 
implicit nature of somatic markers has been emphasized, the IGT 
was designed to study decision making in complex situations that 
cannot completely be  captured by reflective knowledge alone 
(Dunn et al., 2006). Another ability related to affective decision 
making and also regulated by the VM-PFC is delay of gratification 
(DoG), which is usually assessed by tasks requiring a choice 
between receiving a smaller reward immediately or a more 
valuable reward later on (Happaney et al., 2004; Hongwanishkul 
et  al., 2005). Whereas both the IGT and DoG tasks require 
deciding in favor of an advantageous outcome in the future, they 
differ with respect to the time that children need to wait for 
rewards, and to the certainty with which rewards are obtained: 
choice contingencies remain purposely unclear in the IGT, but are 
clearly stated in DoG tasks, making the latter less ambiguous and 
complex (Hongwanishkul et al., 2005). In adults, there is evidence 
that affective somatic markers such as mood might influence 

impulsive behavior in tasks that require delaying a reward in order 
to optimize the outcome (Lerner et al., 2013; Weafer et al., 2013; 
for review see Herman et al., 2018), indicating the relevance for a 
DoG task in research on the SMH and interoception. Thus, our 
second aim in the present study was to explore whether 
interoceptive accuracy is also related to children’s performance in 
a DoG task, that is, in decision-making processes that are 
emotionally or motivationally relevant, but less complex than 
those elicited in the IGT.

From a developmental perspective, it would furthermore 
be  interesting to address the direction of effect between 
interoceptive accuracy and decision making. To date, however, 
longitudinal studies are lacking. Because higher interoceptive 
accuracy relates to an enhanced central-nervous-system 
processing of bodily signals (Dunn et al., 2010; Werner et  al., 
2013), it can be assumed that a higher interoceptive accuracy in 
the long term leads to a behavioral advantage in situations 
generating somatic-marker signals. Thus, a better perception of 
and higher sensitivity to somatic-marker information should lead 
to an advantage in the development of decision-making abilities 
in situations that are emotionally or motivationally relevant.

To sum up, we examined a large sample of children between 
6 and 11 years of age and expected children with higher 
interoceptive accuracy to opt for more advantageous options or 
learn to do so during the course of several trials in a child-adapted 
IGT (research question 1), and also to opt for more advantageous 
choices in a DoG task (research question 2), as compared to 
children with lower interoceptive accuracy. We examined these 
hypotheses at two measurement time points, about 1 year apart, 
in order to detect developmental differences in the relation of 
interoceptive accuracy and decision making. Moreover, 
we  expected level of interoceptive accuracy to function as a 
longitudinal predictor of IGT and DoG performance 1 year later 
(research question 3).

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Participants and procedure

Data for this study was collected within a large longitudinal 
study on intrapersonal developmental risk-factors in childhood 
and adolescence (PIER study), which has started in 2012. Data on 
the PIER study has already been reported elsewhere using the 
same measures as the present study while focusing on different 
research questions (Groppe and Elsner, 2014, 2015, 2017; Koch 
and Pollatos, 2014a,b). The first two assessments of the PIER study 
were separated by a time interval of approximately 1 year 
(M = 273 days, SD = 55 days).

At the first measurement time point (t1), a total of 1,658 
children (52.1% girls) aged 6 to 11 years were recruited from 33 
elementary schools from the federal state of Brandenburg 
(German school classes 1–3). Schools were preselected for a 
representative variety of social backgrounds, both urban and 
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rural. At the second time point (t2), 1,619 of these children now 
aged 7 to 11 years took part. The samples used in the present 
analyses consisted of 1,446 children at t1 (M age = 8.4 years, 
SD = 0.95; 51.9% girls) and 1,454 children at t2 (M age = 9.1 years, 
SD = 0.92; 51.7% girls) who provided data on the Heartbeat-
Perception Task. Missing data was mainly due to technical 
problems leading to invalid data on this task.

At each measurement time point, children were tested 
individually with regard to various psychological variables by a 
trained and supervised doctoral student or research assistant. 
Testing took place during the morning hours in a quiet room 
either at school or at home on 2 days within 1 week. The order of 
tasks was counterbalanced across participants (blocks of ABCD/
BADC). Subsequent analyses, however, revealed no effect of task 
sequence. Informed consent was obtained for each child from a 
primary caregiver, and the children received a cinema voucher for 
their participation at both time points. Approval for the study was 
obtained by the Research Ethics Board at the University of 
Potsdam and by the Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports of 
the Federal State of Brandenburg.

2.2. Materials

All measures were obtained at both t1 and t2. Because 
measures were identical to those used in our previous studies (see 
Groppe and Elsner, 2014, 2015, 2017; Koch and Pollatos, 2014a,b), 
we will only give a short synopsis at this point.

In order to measure complex decision making, we  used a 
slightly modified version of the computer-based Hungry Donkey 
Task (Crone and van der Molen, 2004), which is a child-adapted 
version of the IGT (Bechara et al., 1994). Children were asked to 
assist a hungry donkey in collecting as many apples as possible 
across 60 trials. Furthermore, participants were told that they 
could win a marble if they collected at least 20 apples. Each trial 
consisted of pressing 1 of 4 keys, each opening a corresponding 
door (A, B, C, D) that appeared side by side on a computer screen. 
Upon pressing a key, an outcome display indicated the number of 
apples gained (in green) and/or lost (in red), as well as the overall 
sum of gained and lost apples across previous trials. Selecting 
doors A or B resulted in larger gains but also in high unpredicted 
losses, leading to an overall net loss of 10 apples per 10 trials. 
Selecting doors C or D resulted in smaller gains but similarly small 
losses and an overall net profit of 10 apples per 10 trials. Usually, 
participants start the task by choosing doors more or less 
randomly, followed by an increasing preference for the 
advantageous doors (C, D; e.g., Crone et al., 2005). As dependent 
variables, we used the number of advantageous doors selected. For 
the analyses of research questions 1 and 2, the number of 
advantageous doors selected was broken down into 6 blocks of 10 
trials in order to depict potential learning effects over time (see 
Crone and van der Molen, 2004).

To measure delay of gratification (DoG), we asked children to 
choose between receiving a smaller reward immediately or a larger 

reward 1 week later (which they would actually get at the second 
test session; adapted from Wulfert et al., 2002). There were 4 trials, 
in which the child always saw the immediate (smaller) reward and 
was verbally informed about the delayed (larger) reward that 
always consisted of more items of the same type. Two trials 
contained sweets-items (immediate vs. delayed: 1 vs. 2 chocolate 
drops; 1 vs. 5 chewing candies) or toy-items (1 vs. 2 bouncing 
frogs, 1 vs. 3 tattoos), respectively. As dependent variables, 
we used the number of trials (0 to 2) in which the child chose to 
delay sweets or toys. As this variable reflects the actual number of 
delayed items, it is a ratio variable with adequate scaling for the 
subsequent analysis. The order of item-presentation (alternating 
between sweets and toys) was counterbalanced across participants 
(with two different sequences). Subsequent analyses, however, 
revealed no effect of item sequence. In a pretest (Groppe and 
Elsner, 2014) on 41 children who did not participate in the present 
study (M age = 8.41, SD = 0.49; 54% girls), the number of delayed 
trials showed positive associations in the medium range (r = 0.31–
0.37, p ≤ 0.05) with impulsivity (German version of Eysenck’s I6 
Impulsivity Scale; Stadler et al., 2004), delay-of-gratification in 
eating (subscale from the Delaying Gratification Inventory; 
Hoerger et  al., 2011) and academic delay-of-gratification 
(Academic Delay of Gratification Scale for Children; Zhang et al., 
2011). These results suggest good convergent validity of our DoG 
measure. Furthermore, in the pretest, the four trials used in the 
present study were highly associated with an 8-item version of the 
DoG task (r = 0.88, p < 0.001).

Interoceptive accuracy was measured by the Heartbeat-
Perception Task, following the mental-tracking method proposed 
by Schandry (1981) and adapted for children (see Koch and 
Pollatos, 2014a). The original interval length was shortened, 
resulting in three fixed intervals of 15, 20, and 18 s, plus a short 
initial training interval of about 10 s. During each interval, 
children were seated and told to silently count their own 
heartbeats without feeling for their pulse and without trying to 
facilitate heartbeat detection by physical manipulations (e.g., 
holding their breath). Simultaneously, cardiac activity was 
recorded noninvasively using the mobile heart-frequency monitor 
RS800CX (Polar Electro Oy, Kempele, Finland), which has shown 
equally good validity and reliability as compared to alternative 
ECG measurement devices in populations of children and adults 
(e.g., Kingsley et  al., 2005; Gamelin et  al., 2008; Nunan et  al., 
2008). The electrode strip was attached to both hands and affixed 
to a table. Signals were sampled at 1,000 Hz and analyzed by the 
Polar ProTrainer 5 software (version 5.40.172), which is based on 
the HRV analysis software of the University of Kuopio, Finland 
(Niskanen et  al., 2004). Heartbeat-perception scores were 
calculated taking the mean difference between recorded and 
counted heartbeats across the three intervals (1/3 ∑ [1 − 
(|recorded heartbeats − counted heartbeats| /recorded 
heartbeats)]). According to this formula, higher scores indicate a 
higher interoceptive accuracy with a maximum score of 1 
(absolute accuracy) and a minimum score of 0 (child did not 
perceive any heartbeat). The internal consistency of the task was 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1070037
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org


Pollatos et al. 10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1070037

Frontiers in Psychology 05 frontiersin.org

excellent at both measurement time points (Cronbach’s α t1: 0.91, 
t2: 0.90).

2.3. Statistical analyses

We divided the sample into children with higher versus lower 
interoceptive accuracy scores using a median-split (Mdnt1 = 0.59; 
Mdnt2 = 0.59). The two groups were compared using a two-tailed 
unpaired t-test. Additionally, intercorrelations between the 
distinct variables at both time points were explored. Analyses for 
the first two research questions were conducted separately at both 
measurement time points in order to detect possible 
developmental changes.

In order to answer our first research question (whether 
children with higher as compared to lower interoceptive 
accuracy opt for more advantageous options in the IGT, or 
learn to do so across the course of trials) we  calculated 
separate ANOVAs at t1 and t2 on the mean number of 
advantageous doors (C, D) selected, with the within-subjects 
factor Trial Block (1–6) and the between-subjects factor 
Interoceptive Accuracy (higher vs. lower). Subsequently, this 
analysis was repeated across distinct age groups in order to 
gain closer insights in the development of the described 
abilities. Because Mauchly’s test indicated some violations of 
the assumption of sphericity, the respective degrees of freedom 
were corrected using Greenhouse–Geisser estimates. For each 
analysis, children with complete data on all variables of 
interest were included. Thus, the number of children slightly 
varies for the three hypotheses depending on the 
examined variables.

For our second research question (whether children with 
higher as compared to lower interoceptive accuracy opt for more 
advantageous options in the DoG task) we conducted separate 
MANOVAs at t1 and t2 on the number of toy-items delayed and 
the number of sweets-items delayed, with the between-subjects 
factor Interoceptive Accuracy (higher vs. lower).

For our third research question (whether interoceptive 
accuracy longitudinally predicts later performance in the IGT and 
DoG task) we calculated first a regression of IGT performance t2 
(overall score across trials 1–60) on interoceptive accuracy t1, 
controlling for age and IGT performance at t1, and second a 
regression of DoG performance t2 (separately for toy- and sweets-
items) on interoceptive accuracy t1, controlling for age and DoG 
performance at t1. We treated interoceptive accuracy t1 again as a 
dichotomous variable to allow for a comparability of results.

3. Results

Bivariate correlations, as well as means and standard 
deviations, for all of the assessed variables are summarized in 
Table 1. In general, correlations of assessed variables and age were 
low or non-significant. Furthermore, the two groups of children 

differed significantly with regard to their interoceptive accuracy at 
t1 [Mlower IAcc = 0.34, SD = 0.19; Mhigher IAcc = 0.76, SD = 0.10, 
t(1121.49) = −52.89, p < 0.001, r = 0.15] and t2 (Mlower IAcc = 0.36, 
SD = 0.17; Mhigher IAcc = 0.75, SD = 0.10), t(1189.28 = −52.70, 
p < 0.001, r = 0.14), but they did not differ with respect to age at 
both measurement time points [t1: Agelower IAcc: M = 8.39 years, 
SD = 0.94; Agehigher IAcc: M = 8.35 years, SD = 0.96; t(1444) = 0.75, 
p = 0.45; t2: Agelower IAcc: M = 9.10 years, SD = 0.91, Agehigher IAcc: 
M = 9.15 years, SD = 0.93; t(1450) = −0.69,p = 0.49].

3.1. Interoceptive accuracy and 
performance on the IGT

The two ANOVAs for the IGT at t1 and t2, respectively, 
revealed that learning across trials was evident in both groups of 
Interoceptive Accuracy, indicated by a significant main effect of 
Trial Block at t1, F(4.84, 6924.98) = 53.23, p ≤ 0.01, η2 = 0.04, and 
at t2, F(4.67, 6645.87) = 115.76, p ≤ 0.01, η2 = 0.08. Moreover, at t2, 
children with higher interoceptive accuracy selected more 
advantageous doors than did children with lower interoceptive 
accuracy, indicated by a significant main effect of Interoceptive 
Accuracy, F(1, 1,422) = 4.73, p = 0.03, η2 < 0.01. This, however, was 
not yet the case at t1, F(1, 1,432) = 0.04, p = 0.84, η2 < 0.01 (see 
Figure 1). The interaction between Interoceptive Accuracy and 
Trial Block was not significant at t1, F(4.84, 6924.98) = 1.06, 
p = 0.38, η2 < 0.01, or at t2, F(4.67, 6645.87) = 1.32, p = 0.25, 
η2 < 0.01, indicating that higher vs. lower Interoceptive Accuracy 
did not significantly influence children’s progress of learning 
across IGT trials (see Figure  2). Subsequent analyses across 
distinct age groups (for descriptive statistics see 
Supplementary Table 1) indicated that all children, independent 
of age and interoceptive abilities, were able to learn to opt for more 
advantageous choices over the course of trials (see 
Supplementary material). Furthermore, in the middle age group 
(7.84–8.88 years) interoceptive accuracy was found to positively 
influence this learning process, but not the overall performance in 
the IGT (see Supplementary Figure 1); this effect was absent in the 
younger and older group.

3.2. Interoceptive accuracy and 
performance on the DoG task

The two MANOVAs at t1 and t2, respectively, for the DoG 
task revealed no significant main effect of Interoceptive Accuracy 
on the number of sweets-items or toy-items delayed at t1, Pillai’s 
trace, V = 0.002, F(2, 1,345) = 1.04, p = 0.35, η2 < 0.01 or at t2, 
V = 0.004, F(2, 1,379) = 2.57, p = 0.077, η2 < 0.01. Separate post-hoc 
univariate ANOVAs on the outcome variables revealed a 
significant main effect of Interoceptive Accuracy at t2, but only for 
sweets-items delayed, F(1, 1,380) = 5.15, p = 0.02, η2 < 0.01, and not 
for toy-items delayed, F(1, 1,380) = 0.52, p = 0.47, η2 < 0.01 (see 
Figure 3). Subsequent repetition of the analysis for distinct age 
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groups at t1 revealed no significant effect of Interoceptive Accuracy 
on either of the age groups (see Supplementary material).

3.3. Longitudinal prediction of IGT and 
DoG performance by interoceptive 
accuracy

Regressing decision-making performance at t2 on Interoceptive 
Accuracy at t1 (lower versus higher), controlling for decision-making 
performance at t1 as well as for age, did not reveal a significant 
incremental effect of Interoceptive Accuracy on any of the three 
decision-making measures, IGT at t2 (number of advantageous doors 
selected): B = −0.25, SE B = 0.36, p = 0.49; DoG at t2 (sweets-items 
delayed): B = 0.01, SE B = 0.03, p = 0.79; DoG at t2 (toy-items delayed): 
B = 0.03, SE B = 0.03, p = 0.39 (see Table 2).

4. Discussion

The aim of the present study was to investigate whether 6- to 
11-year-old children with higher interoceptive accuracy (assessed 
by a Heartbeat-Perception Task; Schandry, 1981) show better 
decision-making performance (in terms of forgoing short-term 
benefit for long-term profit) than do children with lower 
interoceptive accuracy. Decision-making ability was assessed at 
two measurement time points (t1/t2, about 1 year apart) by two 
tasks that differed with respect to the time that children needed to 
wait for rewards as well as to the certainty with which rewards 
were obtained: a child-version of the IGT (i.e., Hungry-Donkey 
task; Crone and van der Molen, 2004) and a DoG task (with 2 
sweets-items and 2 toy-items). Moreover, we  studied whether 
children’s interoceptive accuracy would predict their later 
decision-making performance.

TABLE 1 Intercorrelations of and descriptive statistics for the assessed variables at measurement points t1 and t2.

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9.

1. Interoceptive Accuracy t1

2. IGT t1 −0.01

3. DoG sweets t1 0.05 0.04

4. DoG toys t1 0.04 0.01 0.39**

5. Interoceptive accuracy t2 0.32** 0.04 0.01 −0.01

6. IGT t2 0.00 0.27** 0.00 0.03 0.05

7. DoG sweets t2 0.02 0.01 0.22** 0.17** 0.04 0.02

8. DoG toys t2 0.03 0.03 0.24** 0.28** 0.01 0.06** 0.31**

9. Age t1 −0.02 0.07** 0.09** 0.06* 0.05* 0.07** 0.03 0.00

Mean 0.55 32.91 1.42 1.38 0.56 34.41 1.68 1.60 8.37

SD 0.26 6.22 0.71 0.76 0.24 6.92 0.57 0.64 0.94

Min-Max (sample) 0–0.98 13–58 0–2 0–2 0–1 12–60 0–2 0–2 6.23–11.33

Min-Max (theoretical) 0–1 0–60 0–2 0–2 0–1 0–60 0–2 0–2

IGT, Child version of the Iowa Gambling Task; DoG, delay of gratification; period between t1 and t2 = approx. 1 year. N = 1,285–1,454. 
*p ≤ 0.05; **p ≤ 0.01.

FIGURE 1

IGT performance: Mean number of advantageous choices (i.e., doors C and D) across trials in children with higher vs. lower interoceptive accuracy 
at t1 and t2 (error bars represent the 95% confidence interval). *p ≤ 0.05.
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We found that first, across the 60 IGT trials, children in both 
interoceptive accuracy groups learned to select the advantageous 
doors more often. Additionally, children with higher (as compared 
to lower) interoceptive accuracy performed better in the IGT at t2, 
overall choosing for more advantageous and less risky options at 
this time point; this is at least partially consistent with our 
hypotheses. As the groups did not differ in terms of age, this 
difference cannot be attributed to a developmental advantage. 
However, neither at t1 nor at t2, we  found evidence that the 
magnitude of increase of advantageous choices across trials was 
influenced by children’s interoceptive accuracy. Further 
subsequent comparisons of age groups at t1 revealed that all 
children, independent of age and interoceptive abilities were able 
to learn to opt for more advantageous choices in the IGT task. 
Additionally, this learning process was influenced by interoceptive 
accuracy, but only in the middle age group. Age group further 
influenced IGT performance, but not interoceptive accuracy.

In contrast to our hypothesis, correlations between the distinct 
variables were mostly low or non-significant. Furthermore, 

children with higher (as compared to lower) interoceptive 
accuracy did not delay more items in the DoG task, neither in 
general, nor across age groups. A post-hoc analysis revealed more 
delayed items at t2 in children with higher interoceptive accuracy, 
but only when items were food-specific. Unexpectedly, higher 
versus lower interoceptive accuracy did not predict 1-year-
changes in rank percentage of decision-making performance.

The present IGT-results at t2 match the few existing studies 
showing that higher interoceptive accuracy is related to advanced 
IGT performance in healthy adults (Werner et al., 2009; Wölk 
et al., 2014). This is mainly in line with the SMH, which stresses 
the role of somatic-marker signals in guiding decision-making 
processes (Damasio, 1994, 1996). Thus, the present study is the 
first to indicate that already in middle childhood, better access to 
somatic feedback, in terms of enhanced interoceptive accuracy 
measured by cardiac-perception, seems to be associated with an 
enhanced ability to forgo short-term benefit for long-term profit. 
In line with findings of Werner et al. (2009) in adults, we did not 
find a significant interaction between interoceptive accuracy and 

FIGURE 2

IGT performance: Number of advantageous choices (i.e., doors C and D), over 6 blocks of 10 trials each, in children with lower vs. higher 
interoceptive accuracy at t1 and t2 (error bars represent the 95% confidence interval).

FIGURE 3

DoG performance: Number of sweets-items and toy-items delayed in children with lower vs. higher interoceptive accuracy at t1 and t2 (error bars 
represent the 95% confidence interval). *p ≤ 0.05.
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IGT trial block, indicating that although children with higher 
interoceptive accuracy showed a better overall performance, both 
groups learned to choose more advantageously over the course of 
IGT trials. Furthermore, the relatively small effect sizes indicate 
that much of the variance in decision making is accounted for by 
variables other than interoceptive accuracy. Thus, although bodily 
feedback influences decision making, it may not be essential or 
their relation be mediated by factors not taken into account in the 
present study. Yip et al. (2020) proposed emotional intelligence as 
a moderator of the link between bodily responses and decision-
making, such that adults with lower emotional intelligence tend 

toward a maladaptive association of bodily arousal and risky 
behavior. Accordingly, in children (aged 8–12) emotional 
intelligence is thought to contribute to IGT performance (Li et al., 
2020). Consistently, there is evidence for a positive association 
between cardiac interoceptive accuracy and interpersonal 
emotional intelligence (Koch and Pollatos, 2014a) as well as 
emotion regulation (Opdensteinen et al., 2021). This is in line with 
the finding that interoceptive accuracy predicts aversion to loss in 
a gambling task in adults (Sokol-Hessner et  al., 2015). 
Furthermore, it remains possible that in the IGT task, children 
and adults use forms of bodily feedback other than cardiac 
interoceptive accuracy. Decision making is probably supported by 
different systems being active to varying degrees, depending on 
individual and situational characteristics (Frijda, 2005; Knutson 
and Bossaerts, 2007; Laird, 2007; Dunn et al., 2010). Thus, future 
studies would benefit from adopting individual difference 
approaches to figure out for which individuals decision-making 
processes are positively influenced by bodily feedback in contrast 
to other information-processing mechanisms (Wölk et al., 2014; 
Moccia et al., 2021; Avcu Meriç and Sönmez, 2022). The role of 
individual differences in this process might be of even further 
relevance, as interoceptive processes are thought to have extensive 
bilateral implications for mental health and chronic pain already 
in children (Hechler, 2021).

To date, studies on the role of somatic markers in decision 
making have exclusively focused on variants of the IGT, measuring 
decision-making patterns given incomplete information or 
ambiguous consequences, respectively. To our knowledge, our 
study is the first to indicate that children’s interoceptive accuracy 
is also related to decision-making ability in situations that are less 
complex and ambiguous than the IGT, differing in the time that 
children need to wait for rewards and in the certainty with which 
rewards are obtained (i.e., in DoG tasks). However, we  found 
children with higher interoceptive accuracy to show a stronger 
ability to delay gratification only for sweets-items, but not for 
toy-items. This finding is particularly interesting given the role of 
interoception in the regulation of eating and body weight (e.g., 
Pollatos et al., 2008; Ainley and Tsakiris, 2013; Herbert et al., 2013; 
Klabunde et al., 2013; Herbert and Pollatos, 2014; Young et al., 
2017). In general, an accurate heartbeat perception is linked to a 
more finely-tuned behavioral self-regulation according to one’s 
bodily needs (Herbert et al., 2007). For example, eating-disordered 
or overweight individuals exhibit lower interoceptive accuracy 
than do normal-weight individuals (Herbert and Pollatos, 2014). 
This was also true for overweight children in the present sample, 
who exhibited a lower interoceptive accuracy than did normal-
weight children at t2 (Koch and Pollatos, 2014b). Furthermore, 
overweight children tend to have difficulties in delaying 
gratification, especially when it is food-specific and palatable 
(Bonato and Boland, 1983). Seeyave et al. (2009) found that, 
among other factors, the ability to delay gratification in young 
children (age 4) is related to the likelihood of overweight in 
adolescence. Thus, the present results point to a possible link 
between lower interoceptive accuracy, difficulties in delaying 

TABLE 2 Summary of the multiple-regression analyses for the 
decision-making measures.

Variable B SE B β

IGT at t2

  Step 1

   Constant 23 1.82

   Age t1 0.30 0.19 00.04

   IGT t1 0.27 0.03 00.24**

  Step 2

   Constant 23.41 1.92

   Age t1 0.30 0.19 00.04

   IGT t1 0.27 0.03 00.24**

   Interoceptive accuracy t1 −0.25 0.36 −0.02

DoG (sweets-items) at t2

  Step 1a

   Constant 1.34 0.14

   Age t1 0.01 0.02 00.01

   DoGSweets t1 0.18 0.02 00.22**

  Step 2a

   Constant 1.33 0.15

   Age t1 0.01 0.02 00.01

   DoGSweets t1 0.18 0.02 00.22**

   Interoceptive accuracy t1 0.01 0.03 00.01

DoG (toy-items) at t2

  Step 1b

   Constant 1.32 0.15

   Age t1 −0.01 0.02 −0.01

   DoGToys t1 0.24 0.02 00.28**

  Step 2b

   Constant 1.27 0.16

   Age t1 −0.01 0.02 −0.01**

   DoGToys t1 0.24 0.02 00.28**

   Interoceptive accuracy t1 0.03 0.03 00.02**

IGT, Child version of the Iowa Gambling Task; DoG, Delay of gratification. 
aR2 = 0.06 for Step 1, ΔR2 = 0.06 for Step 2.
bR2 = 0.08 for Step 1, ΔR2 = 0.08 for Step 2.
**p < 0.001.
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food-specific gratification, and the development of overweight. 
However, these interesting initial findings need to be interpreted 
with caution because effect sizes were small and only post-hoc 
analyses turned out to be  significant at an alpha-level of 0.05. 
Additionally, further analyses in the present study indicated that 
in contrast to our expectations, later decision-making abilities are 
not predicted by early interoceptive accuracy. Further studies are 
needed to verify those first explorative results examining the 
relations of these three variables during development in 
more detail.

In general, the associations between interoceptive accuracy 
and the two decision-making measures turned significant only at 
t2 when children were 7 to 11 years old, which might point to a 
developmental strengthening of the association over time. This 
was partially reflected by the analysis across age groups: in 
children of 7–8 years of age, interoceptive accuracy influenced the 
learning across IGT trials, but not the overall outcome. These 
results suggest a developmental change in the way children utilize 
bodily feedback in decision-making processes. However, no 
significant developmental change was found in the number of 
delayed items across age groups. During middle childhood, 
interoceptive accuracy as well as decision-making ability are not 
yet finally developed (Prencipe et al., 2011; Koch and Pollatos, 
2014a), and there is evidence that bodily responses influence 
decision-making ability more strongly when interoceptive ability 
increases (Dunn et al., 2010). Thus, with progress in development 
of both abilities as well as with a consolidation of their linkage 
based on learning processes, the association between interoceptive 
accuracy and decision making probably gets increasingly 
established. However, the absence of similar findings in the 
youngest as well as the oldest age group indicates that this 
development is not linear and likely to be influenced by other 
factors in a complex system. In adults, improvement of 
interoceptive abilities after a training interval was further 
correlated with a shift toward rational decision making (Sugawara 
et al., 2020). Furthermore, the fact that significant associations 
only occurred at t2 could be taken to indicate that the age of 6 to 
7 years might be  crucial for consolidating the link between 
interoceptive accuracy and decision making. This is supported by 
the difference in interaction of interoception and decision making 
in the IGT between the youngest and middle-aged group. 
However, this speculative assumption needs to be  further 
confirmed by future studies examining age effects in more detail. 
Further studies are required in order to resolve the developmental 
timetable of interoceptive and decision-making abilities and the 
role of further factors accompanying the development.

In contrast to our expectations, interoceptive accuracy did not 
influence subsequent 1-year-changes in rank percentage of 
decision-making performance, when controlling for age and 
decision-making performance at t1. This missing longitudinal 
relation could be explained first, by the influence of third variables 
(e.g., general cognitive ability or attention). Other studies in adults 
indicate that higher-order cognitive functions, such as working 
memory are required in order to mediate decision-making in 

response to somatic cues (Hinson et  al., 2002). If so, higher 
interoceptive accuracy would simply occur as an epiphenomenon 
of enhanced decision-making performance, rather than being a 
preceding factor. Alternatively, interoceptive accuracy might start 
to influence the subsequent development of decision making only 
later in development, which would agree with the finding that 
cross-sectional associations did not occur until t2, when children 
were aged 7 to 11 years. Furthermore, interoceptive accuracy 
turned out to be only moderately stable between measurement 
time points. Thus, assuming that concurrent levels of interoceptive 
accuracy influence decision making, this finding would provide 
an additional explanation for the missing longitudinal relationship 
between both variables. Apparently, interoceptive accuracy cannot 
yet be seen as a stable trait during middle childhood; interestingly, 
neither can be decision-making (Smith et al., 2012; Li et al., 2020). 
It would be interesting for future studies to examine longitudinal 
relations throughout and later in development, with an assumingly 
increasing stability of interoceptive accuracy and decision making. 
Finally, within the 1-year interval of our study, decision making 
had a limited possibility to change. Thus, future studies would 
benefit from exploring longitudinal relations of variables over a 
longer time span.

4.1. Study limitations

The present study is the first to examine the relations between 
interoceptive accuracy and decision making in children at 6-11 
years of age. Its strengths include the examined age group, the 
assessment of interoceptive accuracy in a large unselected sample 
of over 1.400 children, the use of a DoG task in addition to the 
IGT, and the longitudinal perspective across a 1-year period. 
However, the study has some limitations that need to 
be acknowledged and that provide directions for future research.

The Heartbeat-Perception Task applied in the present study 
is commonly used in the assessment of interoceptive accuracy 
(e.g., Ehlers et al., 2000; Eley et al., 2004; Pollatos et al., 2008; 
Dunn et  al., 2010), and it has been successfully used with 
children (e.g., Koch and Pollatos, 2014a,b). However, by treating 
interoceptive accuracy as a dichotomous variable, we applied a 
rather coarse measure. Given the explorative nature of our 
research questions and the rather small expected effect sizes, 
we aimed to maximize the statistical power of our analyses by 
comparing two equally-sized groups of children that differed 
significantly with regard to their interoceptive accuracy. A 
further concern could be that there are a number of factors that 
might influence the results of Heartbeat-Perception Tasks, such 
as attentional processes or people’s beliefs and expectancies 
about their heart rates (Knapp et al., 1997; Wiens and Palmer, 
2001; Knapp-Kline and Kline, 2005). Nevertheless, different 
Heartbeat-Perception Tasks lead to congruent results concerning 
effects of interoception on emotions (Katkin et al., 2001; Pollatos 
et al., 2005; Wiens, 2005; Pollatos et al., 2007), or concerning 
localization of relevant brain structures activated during 
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heartbeat perception (Critchley et al., 2004; Pollatos et al., 2007), 
which supports the validity of such tasks in detecting processes 
involved in interoception. It might, however, be argued that the 
Heartbeat-Perception Task is not perfectly valid for children 
with limited ability to count precisely. This concern is further 
amplified as no time estimation task was performed as a control 
condition in order to avoid contamination by simply counting 
seconds (Desmedt et  al., 2020). However, the estimation of 
heartbeats based on time interval estimation and respective 
calculations based on prior knowledge is more likely to be a 
problem in adult rather than in child populations. Furthermore, 
the Heartbeat-Perception Task was applied in children aged 
around 8–11 years before without additional control by a time 
estimation task (Eley et  al., 2004; Georgiou et  al., 2015). 
Nonetheless, alternative methods might assess interoceptive 
accuracy more reliably in children: the jumping jack paradigm 
is a tool that was designed to assess interoceptive accuracy in 
preschool-aged children to overcome such methodological 
limitations (Schaan et  al., 2019; Opdensteinen et  al., 2021); 
future research might benefit from sensibly choosing the task 
and control mechanisms for the assessment of interoceptive 
accuracy in order to provide even more reliable results. 
Additionally, future studies might investigate the contribution of 
cognitive factors such as working memory and their development 
in the Heartbeat-Perception Task in children in order to further 
validate the method and properly understand the relationship 
between the contributing factors.

It could also be criticized that, although both the IGT and the 
DoG task have been designed in order to mimic real-life decision 
making, it remains unclear whether results are transferable to a 
less artificial environment. Thus, future studies would benefit from 
examining interoceptive accuracy in relation to real-life decision 
making. Moreover, although we applied a longitudinal design, 
we only had two waves of data with a distance of a single year. 
Thus, we cannot completely rule out that task familiarity effects 
might have occurred. However, given the high complexity of the 
IGT, it seems very unlikely that children remembered the win/loss 
contingencies for the door choices, in particular because children 
were not informed about which doors were advantageous after the 
first test session.

Our findings indicated that the relation of interoceptive 
accuracy and decision making may be stronger at t2 (i.e., when 
children are 7 to 11 years old) than at t1 (i.e., about 1 year 
earlier). However, it would seem premature to make 
assumptions concerning a developmental framework on the 
basis of only two time points in children in this broad age range. 
In general, correlations between interoceptive accuracy, 
decision making, and age were low or non-existent, and 
extensively comparing single age groups was beyond the scope 
of the current paper.

Yet, while the examined age group can be considered as a 
strength of this study on the one hand, the age range (6 or 7–11, 
respectively) is rather broad in terms of development on the other 
hand, rendering the comparison of children at very different 

developmental stages rather delicate. While the question of the 
developmental trajectory of interoceptive abilities throughout 
childhood remains largely unresolved (Murphy et  al., 2017), 
preschool children (aged 4–6) appear to become more sensitive or 
even oversensitive toward heart rate change with increasing age 
(Schaan et al., 2019). Additionally, decision-making abilities are 
thought to develop with age throughout childhood and 
adolescence (e.g., Crone and van der Molen, 2007), but not 
necessarily monotonously (Smith et al., 2012; Li et al., 2020). Thus, 
future studies might benefit from examining the developmental 
timetable of interoceptive and decision-making abilities in more 
detail by comparing single age groups and investigate the 
association over a longer time span as well as in older children, 
when both abilities have increasingly developed. Further analyses 
could also focus explicitly on the effect of age on the relationship 
between interoceptive accuracy and decision-making performance 
and the pivotal development at the age of 6–7 that was suggested 
in the present study.

Additionally, sex-specific differences were not taken into 
account in the present study, although gender might impact the 
state of development, particularly in young children. In a previous 
study with the same sample, Koch and Pollatos (2014a) revealed a 
male advantage on the Heartbeat-Perception Task. While Almy 
et al. (2018) did not find a significant effect of gender on IGT 
performance, other studies suggest that boys outperform girls on 
the IGT (Crone and van der Molen, 2007; Lensing and Elsner, 
2018). Accounting for sex-specific differences exceeded the aims 
and scope of the present study; however, this might be  an 
interesting subject to future research.

Furthermore, when evaluating the present findings, one 
should keep in mind that an alpha-level of 0.05 was applied for 
each hypothesis (for both tasks and measurement time points) 
and statistical power could be  reduced in some cases due to 
violations of the prerequisites for the respective tests. Therefore, 
infering an overall relation between interoceptive accuracy and 
decision making during middle childhood can only be done with 
caution. Moreover, we  cannot completely rule out that third 
variables, such as general cognitive ability, attention or emotional 
intelligence, might have affected the detected associations of 
interoceptive accuracy and decision making at t2. However, there 
neither is evidence that individuals with good cardiac perception 
exhibit superior cognitive performance, nor did the decision-
making tasks show any associations to a fluid-intelligence measure 
in the present sample (Groppe and Elsner, 2014). Nevertheless, it 
would be interesting for future studies to examine the causality of 
effect in the association between cardiac perception and decision 
making, or the impact of potential moderators such as gender or 
cognitive factors.

5. Conclusion

Examining a large sample of children, our results for the 
first time indicate that individual differences in interoceptive 
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accuracy relate to decision-making abilities in situations of 
varying complexity as early as in middle childhood, showing 
that already at the age of 7–11 years, the perception of and 
sensitivity to somatic feedback in form of cardiac cues may 
help in forgoing short-term reward for long-term profit, 
providing valuable contribution to the evidence on the 
SMH. Furthermore, the association of interoceptive accuracy 
and the delay of sweets-items might have implications for the 
regulation of body weight at a later age. These associations 
did not occur until the second measurement time point, 
which indicates a probable consolidation of the link between 
interoceptive accuracy and decision making over the course 
of development. However, effect sizes were rather small and 
results did not confirm that interoceptive accuracy could 
predict changes in rank percentage of decision making across 
a 1-year-period. Furthermore, the study design does not allow 
for causal inferences concerning relationships between 
variables. Thus, future studies are needed to validate these 
first findings and to investigate the exact role of somatic-
marker information for decision making over the course of 
development in more detail. Such studies should examine the 
reported associations over a longer time-span with tests 
specifically adapted for children and should consider other 
potential intervening variables.

Data availability statement

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article will 
be  made available by the authors on request, without 
undue reservation.

Ethics statement

The studies involving human participants were reviewed 
and approved by Research Ethics Board at the University of 
Potsdam; Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports of the 
Federal State of Brandenburg. Written informed consent to 
participate in this study was provided by the participants’ 
legal guardian/next of kin.

Author contributions

The original paper was written by OP, BE, and KG and 
updated and revised by KM. All authors contributed to the article 
and approved the submitted version.

Funding

This research was supported by a grant from the Deutsche 
Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG; GRK 1668/1).

Acknowledgments

Thanks go to all the team members for assessing the data, and 
to the schools and children for their contributions.

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that the research was conducted in the 
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could 
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the 
authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated 
organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the 
reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or 
claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or 
endorsed by the publisher.

Supplementary material

The Supplementary material for this article can be found online 
at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1070037/
full#supplementary-material

References
Ainley, V., and Tsakiris, M. (2013). Body conscious? Interoceptive awareness, 

measured by heartbeat perception, is negatively correlated with self-objectification. 
PLoS One 8:e55568. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0055568

Almy, B., Kuskowski, M., Malone, S. M., Myers, E., and Luciana, M. (2018). A 
longitudinal analysis of adolescent decision-making with the Iowa gambling task. 
Dev. Psychol. 54, 689–702. doi: 10.1037/dev0000460

Avcu Meriç, I., and Sönmez, M. B. (2022). Decision-making, interoceptive awareness 
and mindful attention awareness in male patients with alcohol  use  disorder. Cogn. 
Neuropsychiatry 27, 35–48. doi: 10.1080/13546805.2021.2011183

Bechara, A., Damasio, A. R., Damasio, H., and Anderson, S. W. (1994). 
Insensitivity to future consequences following damage to the human prefrontal 
cortex. Cognition 50, 7–15. doi: 10.1016/0010-0277(94)90018-3

Bechara, A., Damasio, H., Tranel, D., and Damasio, A. R. (1997). Deciding 
advantageously before knowing the advantageous strategy. Science 275, 1293–1295. 
doi: 10.1126/science.275.5304.1293

Bechara, A., and Naqvi, N. (2004). Listening to your heart: interoceptive 
awareness as a gateway to feeling. Nat. Neurosci. 7, 102–103. doi: 10.1038/
nn0204-102

Bechara, A., Tranel, D., and Damasio, H. (2000). Characterization of the decision-
making deficit of patients with ventromedial prefrontal cortex lesions. Brain 123, 
2189–2202. doi: 10.1093/brain/awp122

Bechara, A., Tranel, D., Damasio, H., and Damasio, A. R. (1996). Failure to 
respond autonomically to anticipated future outcomes following damage to 
prefrontal cortex. Cereb. Cortex 6, 215–225. doi: 10.1093/cercor/6.2.215

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1070037
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1070037/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1070037/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0055568
https://doi.org/10.1037/dev0000460
https://doi.org/10.1080/13546805.2021.2011183
https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-0277(94)90018-3
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.275.5304.1293
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn0204-102
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn0204-102
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awp122
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/6.2.215


Pollatos et al. 10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1070037

Frontiers in Psychology 12 frontiersin.org

Bonato, D. P., and Boland, F. J. (1983). Delay of gratification in obese children. 
Addict. Behav. 8, 71–74. doi: 10.1016/0306-4603(83)90059-X

Brogan, A., Hevey, D., and Pignatti, R. (2010). Anorexia, bulimia, and obesity: 
shared decision making deficits on the Iowa gambling task (IGT). J. Int. 
Neuropsychol. Soc. 16, 711–715. doi: 10.1017/S1355617710000354

Critchley, H. D., Wiens, S., Rotshtein, P., Ohman, A., and Dolan, R. J. (2004). 
Neural systems supporting interoceptive awareness. Nat. Neurosci. 7, 189–195. doi: 
10.1038/nn1176

Crone, E. A., Bunge, S. A., Latenstein, H., and van der Molen, M. W. (2005). 
Characterization of children’s decision making: sensitivity to punishment 
frequency, not task complexity. Child Neuropsychol. 11, 245–263. doi: 
10.1080/092970490911261

Crone, E. A., and van der Molen, M. W. (2004). Developmental changes in real 
life decision making: performance on a gambling task previously shown to depend 
on the ventromedial prefrontal cortex. Dev. Neuropsychol. 25, 251–279. doi: 10.1207/
s15326942dn2503_2

Crone, E. A., and van der Molen, M. W. (2007). Development of decision making in 
school-aged children and adolescents: evidence from heart rate and skin conductance 
analysis. Child Dev. 78, 1288–1301. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-8624.2007.01066.x

Damasio, A. R. (1994). Descartes’ error: Emotion, reason and the human brain. 
New York, NY: Grosset/Putnam.

Damasio, A. R. (1996). The somatic marker hypothesis and the possible functions 
of the prefrontal cortex. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 351, 1413–1420. doi: 
10.1098/rstb.1996.0125

Desmedt, O., Corneille, O., Luminet, O., Murphy, J., Bird, G., and Maurage, P. 
(2020). Contribution of time estimation and knowledge to heartbeat counting task 
performance under original and adapted instructions. Biol. Psychol. 154:107904. doi: 
10.1016/j.biopsycho.2020.107904

Dunn, B. D., Dalgleish, T., and Lawrence, A. D. (2006). The somatic marker 
hypothesis: a critical evaluation. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 30, 239–271. doi: 10.1016/j.
neubiorev.2005.07.001

Dunn, B. D., Galton, H. C., Morgan, R., Evans, D., Oliver, C., Meyer, M., et al. 
(2010). Listening to your heart. How interoception shapes emotion experience 
and intuitive decision making. Psychol. Sci. 21, 1835–1844. doi: 
10.1177/0956797610389191

Ehlers, A., Mayou, R. A., Sprigings, D. C., and Birkhead, J. (2000). Psychological 
and perceptual factors associated with arrhythmias and benign palpitations. 
Psychosom. Med. 62, 693–702. doi: 10.1097/00006842-200009000-00014

Eley, T. C., Stirling, L., Ehlers, A., Gregory, A. M., and Clark, D. M. (2004). Heart-
beat perception, panic/somatic symptoms and anxiety sensitivity in children. Behav. 
Res. Ther. 42, 439–448. doi: 10.1016/S0005-7967(03)00152-9

Franken, I. H. A., van Strien, J. W., Nijs, I., and Muris, P. (2008). Impulsivity is 
associated with behavioral decision-making deficits. Psychiatry Res. 158, 155–163. 
doi: 10.1016/j.psychres.2007.06.002

Frijda, N. (2005). Emotion experience. Cognit. Emot. 19, 473–497. doi: 
10.1080/02699930441000346

Gamelin, F.-X., Baquet, G., Berthoin, S., and Bosquet, L. (2008). Validity of the 
polar S810 to measure R-R intervals in children. Int. J. Sports Med. 29, 134–138. doi: 
10.1055/s-2007-964995

Garfinkel, S. N., Seth, A. K., Barrett, A. B., Suzuki, K., and Critchley, H. D. (2015). 
Knowing your own heart: Distinguishing interoceptive accuracy from interoceptive 
awareness. Biol. Psychol. 104, 65–74. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsycho.2014.11.004

Georgiou, E., Matthias, E., Kobel, S., Kettner, S., Dreyhaupt, J., Steinacker, J. M., 
et al. (2015). Interaction of physical activity and interoception in children. Front. 
Psychol. 6:502. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2015.00502

Grant, S., Contoreggi, C., and London, E. D. (2000). Drug abusers show impaired 
performance in a laboratory test of decision making. Neuropsychologia 38, 
1180–1187. doi: 10.1016/S0028-3932(99)00158-X

Groppe, K., and Elsner, B. (2014). Executive function and food approach 
behavior in middle childhood. Front. Psychol. 5:447. doi: 10.3389/
fpsyg.2014.00447

Groppe, K., and Elsner, B. (2015). The influence of hot and cool executive function 
on the development of eating styles related to overweight in children. Appetite 87, 
127–136. doi: 10.1016/j.appet.2014.12.203

Groppe, K., and Elsner, B. (2017). Executive function and weight status in 
children: a one-year longitudinal perspective. Child Neuropsychol. 23, 129–147. doi: 
10.1080/09297049.2015.1089981

Happaney, K., Zelazo, P. D., and Stuss, D. T. (2004). Development of orbitofrontal 
function: current themes and future directions. Brain Cogn. 55, 1–10. doi: 10.1016/j.
bandc.2004.01.001

Hechler, T. (2021). Altered interoception and its role for the co-occurrence of 
chronic primary pain and mental health problems in children. Pain 162, 665–671. 
doi: 10.1097/j.pain.0000000000002099

Herbert, B. M., Blechert, J., Hautzinger, M., Matthias, E., and Herbert, C. (2013). 
Intuitive eating is associated with interoceptive sensitivity. Effects on body mass 
index. Appetite 70, 22–30. doi: 10.1016/j.appet.2013.06.082

Herbert, B. M., and Pollatos, O. (2008). Interozeptive Sensitivität, Gefühle und 
Verhaltensregulation [interoceptive sensitivity, feelings and behavioral control]. Z. 
Neuropsychol. 19, 125–137. doi: 10.1024/1016-264X.19.3.125

Herbert, B. M., and Pollatos, O. (2012). The body in the mind: on the relationship 
between interoception and embodiment. Top. Cogn. Sci. 4, 692–704. doi: 10.1111/j.
1756-8765.2012.01189.x

Herbert, B. M., and Pollatos, O. (2014). Attenuated interoceptive sensitivity in 
overweight and obese individuals. Eat. Behav. 15, 445–448. doi: 10.1016/j.
eatbeh.2014.06.002

Herbert, B. M., Ulbrich, P., and Schandry, R. (2007). Interoceptive sensitivity and 
physical effort: implications for the self-control of physical load in everyday life. 
Psychophysiology 44, 194–202. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-8986.2007.00493.x

Herman, A. M., Critchley, H. D., and Duka, T. (2018). The role of emotions and 
physiological arousal in modulating impulsive behaviour. Biol. Psychol. 133, 30–43. 
doi: 10.1016/j.biopsycho.2018.01.014

Hinson, J. M., Jameson, T. L., and Whitney, P. (2002). Somatic markers, working 
memory, and decision making. Cogn. Affect. Behav. Neurosci. 2, 341–353. doi: 
10.3758/CABN.2.4.341

Hoerger, M., Quirk, S. W., and Weed, N. C. (2011). Development and validation 
of the delaying gratification inventory. Psychol. Assess. 23, 725–738. doi: 10.1037/
a0023286

Hongwanishkul, D., Happaney, K. R., Lee, W. S. C., and Zelazo, P. D. (2005). 
Assessment of hot and cool executive function in young children: age-related 
changes and individual differences. Dev. Neuropsychol. 28, 617–644. doi: 10.1207/
s15326942dn2802_4

Hughes, C. (2011). Changes and challenges in 20 years of research into the 
development of executive functions. Infant Child Dev. 20, 251–271. doi: 10.1002/
icd.736

James, W. (1884). What is an emotion. Mind 19, 188–205.

Katkin, E. S., Wiens, S., and Ohman, A. (2001). Nonconscious fear conditioning, 
visceral perception, and the development of gut feelings. Psychol. Sci. 12, 366–370. 
doi: 10.1111/1467-9280.00368

Kingsley, M., Lewis, M. J., and Marson, R. E. (2005). Comparison of polar 810s 
and an ambulatory ECG system for RR interval measurement during progressive 
exercise. Int. J. Sports Med. 26, 39–44. doi: 10.1055/s-2004-817878

Klabunde, M., Acheson, D. T., Boutelle, K. N., Matthews, S. C., and Kaye, W. H. 
(2013). Interoceptive sensitivity deficits in women recovered from bulimia nervosa. 
Eat. Behav. 14, 488–492. doi: 10.1016/j.eatbeh.2013.08.002

Knapp, K., Ring, C., and Brener, J. (1997). Sensitivity to mechanical stimuli and 
the role of general sensory and perceptual processes in heartbeat detection. 
Psychophysiology 34, 467–473. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-8986.1997.tb02391.x

Knapp-Kline, K., and Kline, J. P. (2005). Heart rate, heart rate variability, and 
heartbeat detection with the method of constant stimuli: slow and steady wins the 
race. Biol. Psychol. 69, 387–396. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsycho.2004.09.002

Knutson, B., and Bossaerts, P. (2007). Neural antecedents of financial decisions. J. 
Neurosci. 27, 8174–8177. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1564-07.2007

Koch, A., and Pollatos, O. (2014a). Cardiac sensitivity in children: sex differences 
and its relationship to parameters of emotional processing. Psychophysiology 51, 
932–941. doi: 10.1111/psyp.12233

Koch, A., and Pollatos, O. (2014b). Interoceptive sensitivity, body weight and 
eating behavior in children: a prospective study. Front. Psychol. 5:1003. doi: 10.3389/
fpsyg.2014.01003

Laird, D. (2007). Feelings: The perception of self. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press.

Lensing, N., and Elsner, B. (2018). Development of hot and cool executive 
functions in middle childhood: three-year growth curves of decision making and 
working memory updating. J. Exp. Child Psychol. 173, 187–204. doi: 10.1016/j.
jecp.2018.04.002

Lerner, J. S., Li, Y., and Weber, E. U. (2013). The financial costs of sadness. Psychol. 
Sci. 24, 72–79. doi: 10.1177/0956797612450302

Li, D., Wu, M., Zhang, X., Wang, M., and Shi, J. (2020). The roles of fluid 
intelligence and emotional intelligence in affective decision-making during the 
transition to early adolescence. Front. Psychol. 11:574903. doi: 10.3389/
fpsyg.2020.574903

Moccia, L., Quintigliano, M., Janiri, D., de Martin, V., Rogier, G., Sani, G., et al. 
(2021). Heart rate variability and interoceptive accuracy predict impaired decision-
making in gambling disorder. J. Behav. Addict. 10, 701–710. doi: 
10.1556/2006.2021.00067

Murphy, J., Brewer, R., Catmur, C., and Bird, G. (2017). Interoception and 
psychopathology: a developmental neuroscience perspective. Dev. Cogn. Neurosci. 
23, 45–56. doi: 10.1016/j.dcn.2016.12.006

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1070037
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.1016/0306-4603(83)90059-X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1355617710000354
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1176
https://doi.org/10.1080/092970490911261
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15326942dn2503_2
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15326942dn2503_2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2007.01066.x
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.1996.0125
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2020.107904
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2005.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2005.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797610389191
https://doi.org/10.1097/00006842-200009000-00014
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(03)00152-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2007.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930441000346
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2007-964995
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2014.11.004
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.00502
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0028-3932(99)00158-X
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.00447
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.00447
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appet.2014.12.203
https://doi.org/10.1080/09297049.2015.1089981
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2004.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2004.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1097/j.pain.0000000000002099
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appet.2013.06.082
https://doi.org/10.1024/1016-264X.19.3.125
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1756-8765.2012.01189.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1756-8765.2012.01189.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eatbeh.2014.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eatbeh.2014.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8986.2007.00493.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2018.01.014
https://doi.org/10.3758/CABN.2.4.341
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0023286
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0023286
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15326942dn2802_4
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15326942dn2802_4
https://doi.org/10.1002/icd.736
https://doi.org/10.1002/icd.736
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9280.00368
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2004-817878
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eatbeh.2013.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8986.1997.tb02391.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2004.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1564-07.2007
https://doi.org/10.1111/psyp.12233
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.01003
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.01003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2018.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2018.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797612450302
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.574903
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.574903
https://doi.org/10.1556/2006.2021.00067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dcn.2016.12.006


Pollatos et al. 10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1070037

Frontiers in Psychology 13 frontiersin.org

Nauta, W. J. (1971). The problem of the frontal lobe: a reinterpretation. J. Psychiatr. 
Res. 8, 167–187. doi: 10.1016/0022-3956(71)90017-3

Niskanen, J. P., Tarvainen, M. P., Ranta-Aho, P. O., and Karjalainen, P. A. (2004). 
Software for advanced HRV analysis. Comput. Methods Programs Biomed. 76, 73–81. 
doi: 10.1016/j.cmpb.2004.03.004

Nunan, D., Jakovljevic, D. G., Donovan, G., Hodges, L. D., Sandercock, G. R. H., 
and Brodie, D. A. (2008). Levels of agreement for RR intervals and short-term heart 
rate variability obtained from the polar S810 and an alternative system. Eur. J. Appl. 
Physiol. 103, 529–537. doi: 10.1007/s00421-008-0742-6

Opdensteinen, K. D., Schaan, L., Pohl, A., Schulz, A., Domes, G., and Hechler, T. 
(2021). Interoception in preschoolers: new insights into its assessment and relations 
to emotion regulation and stress. Biol. Psychol. 165:108166. doi: 10.1016/j.
biopsycho.2021.108166

Pennington, B. F., and Ozonoff, S. (1996). Executive functions and developmental 
psychopathology. J. Child Psychol. Psychiatry 37, 51–87. doi: 
10.1111/j.1469-7610.1996.tb01380.x

Pollatos, O., Gramann, K., and Schandry, R. (2007). Neural systems connecting 
interoceptive awareness and feelings. Hum. Brain Mapp. 28, 9–18. doi: 10.1002/
hbm.20258

Pollatos, O., and Herbert, B. M. (2018). “Interoception: definitions, dimensions, 
neural substrates” in Embodiment in psychotherapy. eds. G. Hauke and A. Kritikos 
(Cham: Springer), 15–27.

Pollatos, O., Kirsch, W., and Schandry, R. (2005). On the relationship between 
interoceptive awareness, emotional experience, and brain processes. Cogn. Brain 
Res. 25, 948–962. doi: 10.1016/j.cogbrainres.2005.09.019

Pollatos, O., Kurz, A. L., Albrecht, J., Schreder, T., Kleemann, A. M., Schöpf, V., 
et al. (2008). Reduced perception of bodily signals in anorexia nervosa. Eat. Behav. 
9, 381–388. doi: 10.1016/j.eatbeh.2008.02.001

Pollatos, O., Schandry, R., Auer, D. P., and Kaufmann, C. (2007). Brain structures 
mediating cardiovascular arousal and interoceptive awareness. Brain Res. 1141, 
178–187. doi: 10.1016/j.brainres.2007.01.026

Prencipe, A., Kesek, A., Cohen, J., Lamm, C., Lewis, M. D., and Zelazo, P. D. 
(2011). Development of hot and cool executive function during the transition 
to adolescence. J. Exp. Child Psychol. 108, 621–637. doi: 10.1016/j.
jecp.2010.09.008

Rae, C. L., Ahmad, A., Larsson, D. E. O., Silva, M., Van Praag, C. D. G., 
Garfinkel, S. N., et al. (2020). Impact of cardiac interoception cues and confidence 
on voluntary decisions to make or withhold action in an intentional inhibition task. 
Sci. Rep. 10:4184. doi: 10.1038/s41598-020-60405-8

Schaan, L., Schulz, A., Nuraydin, S., Bergert, C., Hilger, A., Rach, H., et al. (2019). 
Interoceptive accuracy, emotion recognition, and emotion regulation in preschool 
children. Int. J. Psychophysiol. 138, 47–56. doi: 10.1016/j.ijpsycho.2019.02.001

Schandry, R. (1981). Heart beat perception and emotional experience. 
Psychophysiology 18, 483–488. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-8986.1981.tb02486.x

Seeyave, D. M., Coleman, S., Appugliese, D., Corwyn, R. F., Bradley, R. H., 
Davidson, N. S., et al. (2009). Ability to delay gratification at age 4 years and risk of 

overweight at age 11 years. Arch. Pediatr. Adolesc. Med. 163, 303–308. doi: 10.1001/
archpediatrics.2009.12

Smith, D. G., Xiao, L., and Bechara, A. (2012). Decision making in children and 
adolescents: impaired Iowa gambling task performance in early adolescence. Dev. 
Psychol. 48, 1180–1187. doi: 10.1037/a0026342

Sokol-Hessner, P., Hartley, C. A., Hamilton, J. R., and Phelps, E. A. (2015). 
Interoceptive ability predicts aversion to losses. Cognit. Emot. 29, 695–701. doi: 
10.1080/02699931.2014.925426

Stadler, C., Janke, W., and Schmeck, K. (2004). Inventory for the Assessment of 
Impulsivity, Risk Behavior and Empathy in Children Aged 9-14 Years. Göttingen: 
Hogrefe).

Sugawara, A., Terasawa, Y., Katsunuma, R., and Sekiguchi, A. (2020). Effects of 
interoceptive training on decision making, anxiety, and somatic symptoms. 
BioPsychoSoc. Med. 14:7. doi: 10.1186/s13030-020-00179-7

Weafer, J., Baggott, M. J., and de Wit, H. (2013). Test–retest reliability of behavioral 
measures of impulsive choice, impulsive action, and inattention. Exp. Clin. 
Psychopharmacol. 21, 475–481. doi: 10.1037/a0033659

Werner, N. S., Jung, K., Duschek, S., and Schandry, R. (2009). Enhanced cardiac 
perception is associated with benefits in decision-making. Psychophysiology 46, 
1123–1129. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-8986.2009.00855.x

Werner, N. S., Schweitzer, N., Meindl, T., Duschek, S., Kambeitz, J., and 
Schandry, R. (2013). Interoceptive awareness moderates neural activity during 
decision-making. Biol. Psychol. 94, 498–506. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsycho.2013.09.002

Wiens, S. (2005). Interoception in emotional experience. Curr. Opin. Neurol. 18, 
442–447. doi: 10.1097/01.wco.0000168079.92106.99

Wiens, S., and Palmer, S. N. (2001). Quadratic trend analysis and heartbeat 
detection. Biol. Psychol. 58, 159–175. doi: 10.1016/S0301-0511(01)00110-7

Wölk, J., Sütterlin, S., Koch, S., Vögele, C., and Schulz, S. M. (2014). Enhanced 
cardiac perception predicts impaired performance in the Iowa gambling task in 
patients with panic disorder. Brain Behav. 4, 238–246. doi: 10.1002/brb3.206

Wulfert, E., Block, J. A., Santa Ana, E., Rodriguez, M. L., and Colsman, M. (2002). 
Delay of gratification: impulsive choices and problem behaviors in early and late 
adolescence. J. Pers. 70, 533–552. doi: 10.1111/1467-6494.05013

Yip, J. A., Stein, D. H., Côté, S., and Carney, D. R. (2020). Follow your gut? 
Emotional intelligence moderates the association between physiologically measured 
somatic markers and risk-taking. Emotion 20, 462–472. doi: 10.1037/emo0000561

Young, H. A., Williams, C., Pink, A. E., Freegard, G., Owens, A., and Benton, D. (2017). 
Getting to the heart of the matter: does aberrant interoceptive processing contribute 
towards emotional eating? PLoS One 12:e0186312. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0186312

Zelazo, P. D., Carlson, S. M., and Kesek, A. (2008). “The development of executive 
function in childhood” in Handbook of developmental cognitive neuroscience. eds. C. 
A. Nelson and M. Luciana (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press), 553–574.

Zhang, L., Karabenick, S. A., Maruno, S., and Lauermann, F. (2011). Academic 
delay of gratification and children’s study time allocation as a function of proximity 
to consequential academic goals. Learn. Instr. 21, 77–94. doi: 10.1016/j.
learninstruc.2009.11.003

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1070037
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3956(71)90017-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmpb.2004.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00421-008-0742-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2021.108166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2021.108166
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7610.1996.tb01380.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.20258
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.20258
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogbrainres.2005.09.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eatbeh.2008.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2007.01.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2010.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2010.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60405-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpsycho.2019.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8986.1981.tb02486.x
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpediatrics.2009.12
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpediatrics.2009.12
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0026342
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699931.2014.925426
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13030-020-00179-7
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0033659
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8986.2009.00855.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2013.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.wco.0000168079.92106.99
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0301-0511(01)00110-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/brb3.206
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-6494.05013
https://doi.org/10.1037/emo0000561
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0186312
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.learninstruc.2009.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.learninstruc.2009.11.003

	Interoceptive accuracy is associated with benefits in decision making in children
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	2.1. Participants and procedure
	2.2. Materials
	2.3. Statistical analyses

	3. Results
	3.1. Interoceptive accuracy and performance on the IGT
	3.2. Interoceptive accuracy and performance on the DoG task
	3.3. Longitudinal prediction of IGT and DoG performance by interoceptive accuracy

	4. Discussion
	4.1. Study limitations

	5. Conclusion
	Data availability statement
	Ethics statement
	Author contributions
	Funding
	Conflict of interest
	Publisher’s note

	﻿References

