
Personal space Increases during the COVID-19 Pandemic in Response to Real 
and Virtual Humans 
 
Daphne J. Holt 1,2, 3*, Sarah Zapetis 1, Baktash Babadi 1, 2, Roger B. H. Tootell, 4, 2, 3 
 
1 The Department of Psychiatry, Massachusetts General Hospital, Boston, MA 
2 Harvard Medical School, Boston, MA 
3 The Athinoula A. Martinos Center for Biomedical Imaging, Charlestown, MA 
4 The Department of Radiology, Massachusetts General Hospital, Boston, MA 
 
*corresponding author 
Email:  dholt@mgh.harvard.edu 
 
Keywords: personal space, COVID-19, virtual reality, social distancing  
 
 

Abstract 
Typically, people maintain a certain distance from others (“personal space”) 

during daily life, in a largely automatic, unconscious manner. However during the 
COVID-19 pandemic, social distancing recommendations led to deliberate expansions 
of personal space outside of intimate social circles. In the laboratory, personal space 
preferences are quite stable over repeated measurements. Here, we collected such 
measurements both before and during the pandemic in the same individuals, using both 
conventional and virtual reality-based techniques. We found that the size of personal 
space, and discomfort ratings in response to personal space intrusions, increased 
significantly during the COVID-19 pandemic, in response to both real humans and 
virtual “others”. Moreover, this increase in personal space requirements correlated with 
the perceived, not the actual, risk of being infected with COVID-19 – even in a virtual 
reality environment in which there was no possibility of infection. Thus, quantification of 
personal space may reveal some of the psychological effects of the pandemic, and 
subsequent progress towards recovery. 
 
 
 
 

Introduction 
  “Personal space” has been defined as the area surrounding the body “into which 
others cannot intrude without arousing discomfort” (1). The size of personal space is 
moderately influenced by a number of situational and social factors, including cultural 
differences and gender (2-6). Despite these influences, a given individual’s preferred 
personal space size remains generally stable over repeated measurements under 
controlled circumstances (7, 8). However, such reliable personal space preferences 
within a given individual vary substantially across individuals, typically between 50 and 
120 cm (4, 8, 9). Expectations about typical personal space dimensions affect many 
man-made aspects of our daily life, such as the architectural design of public buildings, 
elevator dimensions, the spacing of interior seating and queues, etc.  
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 However during the past year, these largely unconscious personal space 
boundaries have been affected by “social distancing” recommendations that aimed to 
reduce transmission of the COVID-19 virus. These consciously adopted distances 
(usually 6 feet in the US, and 2 meters elsewhere) are much larger than those 
generated by the intrinsic brain mechanisms involved in personal space regulation. 
However, it is unknown whether the ongoing practice of social distancing has influenced 
personal space in a pervasive manner, even in virus-free contexts. To examine this 
question, we measured personal space size, as well as discomfort elicited by personal 
space intrusions, in the same individuals at two time points: before and during the 
COVID-19 pandemic. 
 

Materials and Methods 
We used a well-validated experimental procedure for measuring personal space 

size, the Stop Distance Procedure (SDP) (9, 10). The SDP measures the distance at 
which subjects first become uncomfortable (the personal space boundary) when 
another person approaches them (passive trials), or when the subject approaches 
another person (active trials). 

 To control additional variables that could potentially influence personal space 
size, we also collected personal space measurements at both time points using an 
immersive virtual reality (VR) version of the SDP. This VR procedure measured 
personal space to virtual images of humans (“avatars”) but was otherwise identical to 
the SDP conducted with real humans. VR-based measurements of personal space can 
correspond quite closely to those measured to real humans, in vivo (3, 6, 8). Responses 
to personal space intrusions (discomfort ratings) were also measured at different 
distances within (as well as outside of) the personal space boundary, to both real and 
virtual humans (Figure 1).   

These measurements were first collected before the COVID-19 pandemic 
(September 2019 - early March 2020) in 19 subjects (47 % female, mean age = 30.6 ± 
11.3 years). These measurements were then repeated in a subset of this group (n=12) 
after March 13th, 2020, when social distancing measures and other restrictions related 
to the COVID-19 pandemic were instituted in Boston, MA, where this study was 
conducted. During the second session, we also measured beliefs and experiences 
related to the COVID-19 pandemic (11). Written informed consent was obtained from 
all subjects prior to enrollment, in accordance with the guidelines of the Partners 
Healthcare Institutional Review Board which approved this study. See Supplementary 
Materials for additional methodological details. 
 

Results 
As expected, the size of personal space in response to real humans was highly 

correlated with the size of personal space measured to virtual humans (avatars) across 
individuals, in both passive and active trials, both before the pandemic (passive trials: 
r(10)= .724, p< .001; active trials: r(10)= .697, p= .001) and during the pandemic 
(passive trials: r(10)= .928, p< .001; active trials: r(10)= .849, p< .001).  

We found that the size of personal space was significantly larger during the 
COVID-19 pandemic, in response to both real and virtual humans, compared to before 
the pandemic (Real: passive trials: t(11)= 5.732, p < .001; active trials: t(11)= 3.863, p= 
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.003; Virtual: passive trials: t(11)= 2.918, p= .014; active trials: t(11)= 3.082, p= .01; see 
Fig. 2A). In contrast, control measurements collected at two timepoints spanning a 
similar length of time in a prior sample (i.e. both before the COVID-19 pandemic), 
showed no such increases in personal space (t(8) = .478, p= .646).   

In addition, we found that the increase in personal space size during the 
pandemic in response to both real and virtual humans was significantly correlated with 
the perceived risk of being infected with the COVID-19 virus (ratings of “How likely do 
you think it is that you might become infected with COVID-19 in the near future?”; all r > 
.676; all p < .016; Fig. 2B). In contrast, there were no correlations between the increase 
in personal space size during the pandemic and levels of actual infection risk for each 
subject (as indicated by the positive COVID-19 case rate during the previous two weeks 
in the town in which the subject lived, all p > .337). Also, ratings of pandemic-related 
anxiety and distress did not correlate with the increase in personal space size during the 
pandemic (all p > .148). 

Prior work has shown that human “intruders” within a subject’s personal space 
increase discomfort of the subject at progressively closer distances (4, 7, 12-14), 
perhaps following a power law function (8). To test whether such intrusion-driven 
discomfort levels changed during the pandemic, subjects were asked to rate their 
discomfort in response to real and virtual humans presented at various distances (25%, 
50%, 100%, 200%, 400% of each subject’s personal space size), both before and 
during the pandemic. During the pandemic, discomfort to personal space intrusions 
increased significantly compared to the pre-pandemic discomfort ratings in response to 
both real and virtual humans, following a power law (Real: p < 0.0001, KS statistic 0.53; 
Virtual: p <0.0001; KS statistic 0.21; Fig. 2C, Supplementary Materials).  
 

Discussion 
 These results suggest that the COVID-19 pandemic led to a significant 
enlargement of the boundaries of personal space. Crucially, this personal space 
enlargement was evident even when there was no increase in infection risk, in a virtual 
reality environment. Moreover, discomfort ratings increased within the enlarged 
personal space. This pandemic-related increase in personal space may reflect a 
corresponding change in the neural representation of the portion of space that 
immediately surrounds the body - a “safety zone” requiring protection from harm (15). 
The magnitude of this enlargement was predicted by the perceived risk of being infected 
with COVID-19. Thus, beliefs about the infectiousness of the virus may have translated 
into an unconscious increase in the distance reflexively maintained from others, even in 
response to virtual humans.  
 Taken together, these findings suggest that the social distancing practiced during 
the COVID-19 pandemic altered the function of sensorimotor circuits of the brain that 
are involved in maintaining our physical safety. As the pandemic subsides, these 
mechanisms may revert to their prior set points. Alternatively, this change may persist 
for some unknown length of time, and influence how we interact in public and private 
settings. There is little historical precedent on which to base our expectations. 
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Figure 1. An example of an avatar used in the personal space measurements.  
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Figure 2. Personal space size, and discomfort during personal space intrusions, 
increased during the COVID-19 pandemic. 
A) Personal space size, as measured using the Stop Distance Procedure (SDP) to real 
and virtual humans, increased significantly during the COVID-19 pandemic. The 
increases in personal space during the pandemic to the real and virtual humans were 
highly correlated with each other (all r > .780; all p < .003).  PRE = measurements 
collected before the COVID-19 pandemic; POST = measurements collected following 
the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic. B) Across all four personal space 
measurements (i.e., real and virtual, passive and active SDP trials), the change in 
personal space size that occurred following the onset of the pandemic (POST - PRE) 
was significantly positively correlated with perceived risk of COVID-19 infection (Real: 
passive: r(10)= .732, p= .007, active: r(10)= .676, p= .016; Virtual: passive: r(10)= .736, 
p= .006, active: r(10)= .703, p= .001). C) Power law fits to the pre- and post-pandemic 
discomfort ratings, as a function of distance from real or virtual humans, expressed as 
percentages of pre-pandemic personal space size. 
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