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Performance of Conductive Gloves When Using Electronic Devices in a Cold Environment
- Manual Dexterity, Usability and Thermoregulatory Responses -
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Abstract: The present study evaluated the manual dexterity and usability of conductive gloves when operating touchscreen
devices in the cold. Twelve male subjects (23.3+1.5 years in age) participated in three experimental conditions: no gloves,
fabric conductive and lambskin conductive gloves. Manual dexterity was tested using both Purdue Peghoard (PP) and ASTM
dexterity tests at an air temperature of 5°C and air humidity of 30%RH. Glove usability was tested through the following
touchscreen tests: tap, double tap, long tab, drag, flick, and multi-touch. The results showed that manual dexterity according
to the PP (2.5 mm of a pin diameter) and ASTM tests (8 mm of a stick diameter) was worse for the two glove conditions
than for the no glove condition (p<.005). PP dexterity was better for the fabric glove condition than for the lambskin glove
condition (p<.05); however, there was no difference in ASTM dexterity between the two glove conditions. Hand and finger
skin temperatures were higher for the glove conditions than the bare hand condition (p<.05), with no differences between
the two glove conditions. The touchscreen usability was the best for the no glove condition, followed by fabric gloves
(p<.05). Wearing either fabric or lambskin gloves diminishes hand dexterity while maintaining hand and finger temperatures
at higher levels. For improved hand dexterity in dealing with small numbers, letters on a touchscreen in cold environments,
we recommend wearing fabric conductive gloves rather than lambskin conductive gloves.
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Table 1. Characteristics of two types of conductive gloves in the present study

Fleece gloves Leather gloves
Model The North Face (ETIP GLOVES) FOWNES brothers (Lambskin Gloves)
+ Shell: 93% polyester, 7% elastane double-knit fleece
. + Palm: 93% polyester, 7% elastane double-knit fleece with + Lambskin
Material . i
UR® Powered Conductive Technology + Cashmere lined
* Four-way stretch fleece
+ Compatibility for using touchscreen technology + Leather gloves consist of five layers: a liner, a leather,
Features + Touch-screen compatible gloves and three coated layers
+ Etip™ functionality works with touchscreen devices - The sheet resistance < 10°Q/sq
Image
Thickness (mm)* 1.93 2.96
Weight (g/cmz) 0.0244 0.0450
Bending stifthess (gfcm)b 0.92 3.00
Thermal property (%)° 46.4 51.9

* KS K ISO 5084 (1996); ® KS K 0539 (1969); © measured by thermophysical property tester.

Table 2. Dexterity tests and touchscreen input test

Test Characteristics of test methods

The Purdue Pegboard test device consists of a cylindrical pin with a cross section of

Purdue Pegboard 10 mm and a length of 100 mm and a pegboard with two holes 20 mm apart. Subjects
dexterity test  picked up the pins one by one and put them from top to bottom on the board. The
completion time of inserting the pins into all holes in the pegboard was measured.

The pegboard was fabricated with a size of 200 x 200 mm like the picture on the right.
Subjects filled the 25-holes pegboard with 25 stainless steel pins which have a diameter
of 9.5 mm and a length of 38 mm, using their dominant hand. The completion time to
fill all holes on the board with pins was recorded in seconds and the smallest unit of
the current study was 0.01 seconds (Kim et al., 2016).

ASTM manual
dexterity test

Six types of touch interaction tasks were used and they consisted of tap,
double tap, long tap, drag, flick, and multi-touch (Jun et al., 2008).
A) Tap: to select an object by rapping it lightly once on the touchscreen.
B) Double Tap: to select an object by rapping it twice quickly on the If L4
. . touchscreen.

Touch interaction . [P
C) Long Tap: to press down on one touch point for a specific time. 4 5) 6)

performance test . .
D) Drag: to select and draw an object. Fiek Up
E) Flick: Fast linear movement in a vertical or horizontal direction or
the movement to diagonal like the picture on the right.
F) Multi-touch: To simultaneously press two or more points on the Flick Left ————  Flick ———— Flick Right
touchscreen and zoom in or out of an object. |
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Fig. 1. An experimental protocol in the present study.
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Fig. 4. Time courses of hand and finger temperatures: (a) hand temperature, (b) finger temperature: * indicates the significant differences between no
gloves and leather gloves.: ** indicates the significant differences between no gloves and fleece gloves.

Table 3. Glove satisfaction and usability and thermal responses

Condition Questions No gloves Fleece gloves Leather gloves  p-value
Pegboard 25°C 3.6(0.9) 2.3(0.9) 1.6(0.9) <.001
dexterity 5°C . . . a 3.1(1.2) 1.9(0.9) 2.0(1.1) 0.004
- Satisfaction with the gloves
ASTM 25°C 4.4(0.8) 3.2(0.8) 2.4(1.3) 0.003
dexterity 5°C 3.5(1.1) 2.7(1.0) 2.7(1.3) N.S.
55C How do you feel in your body now?” —0.4(0.7) —0.3(0,8):: —0.2(0.6)i N.S.
How do your hands feel now?° —-0.1(1.0) 0.3(0.6) 0.3(0.9) N.S.
0 min How do you feel in your body now?” -1.7(1.1) -1.9(1.)™  -1.3(1.4)" N.S.
Thermal at 5°C How do your hands feel now?” —-1.4(1.5) -0.7(09™  —0.4(0.7)" N.S.
sensation 30 min How do you feel in your body now?’ -2.4(1.1) -2.4(0.5) -2.3(1.0) N.S.
at 5°C How do your hands feel now?° =2.7(1.7) -2.3(1.1) -2.3(1.3) N.S.
50 min How do you feel in your body now?” -2.5(0.9) -2.4(0.7) -2.3(0.8) N.S.
at 5°C How do your hands feel now?° -3.0(1.3) -3.0(1.0) -2.3(1.3) N.S.
25°C How do you feel in your body now?” 0.9(1.0) 0.5(1.2) 0.8(0.8) N.S.
How do your hands feel now?" 0.8(1.0) 0.3(1.01) 0.4(1.0) N.S.
0 min How do you feel in your body now?’ -0.2(1.2) 0.3(0.9)° 0.7(1.6) N.S.
Thermal at 5°C How do your hands feel now?® -0.2(1.2) 0.7(0.7)° 0.9(1.3) 0.042
comfort 30 min How do you feel in your body now? 0.6(1.7"  -0.1(1.3) -0.1(1.3)¢ N.S.
at 5°C How do your hands feel now?° -042.4°  -0.6(1.7) -0.9(1.3)¢ N.S.
50 min How do you feel in your body now?” 0.2(1.5° 0.4(1.1) -0.2(1.3) N.S.
at 5°C How do your hands feel now?’ -0.5(1.8°  -0.7(1.8)'  -1.0(1.5) N.S.
How warm were the gloves‘?t - 1.3(1.8) 1.3(2.6) N.S.
How humid were the gloves?® - 0.8(1.3) 1.2(2.0) N.S.
Survey for two gloves after How thermally comfortable were the gloves?h - 1.7(1.6) 0.3(2.2) 0.048
cold exposure .
How well did the gloves fit? - 0.6(1.4) 0.1(2.1) N.S.
How fast was the touch-screen’s response time? - 6.6(2.0) 4.12.1) 0.016

Values indicate means and standard deviations.

#5-point satisfaction: 1 very bad, 2 bad, 3 neutral, 4 good, 5 very good; be. f9—point thermal sensation: 4 very hot, 3 hot, 2 warm, 1 slightly warm, 0 neutral,
-1 slightly cool, -2 cool, -3 cold and -4 very cold,; deh 7-point thermal comfort: 3 very comfortable, 2 comfortable, 1 a little comfortable, 0 neutral,
-1 a little uncomfortable, -2 uncomfortable and -3 very uncomfortable; € 7-point wetness: 3 very wet, 2 wet, 1 a little wet, 0 neutral, -1 a little dry, -
2 dry, -3 very dry; ' 7-point fit: 3 very tight, 2 tight, 1 a little tight, O neutral, -1 a little loose, -2 loose, -3 very loose; ! 10-point response time: 1 no
response to 10 immediate response

N.S. means Not Significant.

*means the significant difference between fleece and leather gloves.

ktmnopaesand Ui dicate the significant difference between the overall body and hand feelings.
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