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Abstract

By exchanging the contours and features of human and cartoon faces, current study examined the
characteristics of autistic children in processing different faces to reveal their unique face processing
mechanisms. The results showed that children in both groups spent longer time on the human
contour faces than on the cartoon contour faces during first pass fixations when they processed
the whole face. However, for the eye areas, ASD participants spent shorter time before firstly fixed
the eyes in human contour than in cartoon contour, but making shorter and less fixations on the
human eyes than on cartoon eyes, regardless of the eye was in the cartoon or human face. These
findings suggest that children with autism process the face contours firstly and then the details,
and more arousal to the human eyes in human contours, but they will avoid fixating anymore and
move away rapidly.
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1. 5|8

PIHAE i R =15 (Autism Spectrum Disorders, ASD)&—Fi 2 & K BREIG. R (1 EIMER
BREATW R RS VY (BB JEIERT 7, 2022), EFRE, ki A W20 fom Of < Ad vt
PMIE RIRFRAE 1% 4, IERIEFE ETHREE . RZHIAE ) LEALE 3~4 L2, RIH SR
TG 185 QNG AT RZINR. POEYE R A S JUARLRRIE . Horb,  FE A4 B AG 2 AIOMURE )L B (A% Lo i
g, BRI R0t R0 ZRT TG 3k N\ 38 22 AR 0 B IIOMURE ) L B8 7D SR A AE A 2 A8 A 7 T ARy i o AL
AT i BE IOMORE )L B G N IE % (A AE0E (R IERRE 208 2 A AT s A L 1) ) R

KEWTFEEY], JIOMAE ) L ALK ERGRE, IO X HRAS (VA 2 B K T IR W MA, JoikERbE
At N PR B 03 AR R R B R 7 1), AR T OV E T AL RS, AT ALIK T 30 oy ——WE RO, -
%, WACE, 2, £EF%, X4, 2018; Martina, Armstrong, Marie, & Smith, 2019), IXF &SN L
S R DBE L 2 4 E 2 A8 AR b A BB R I 2 —, T TR A 245 B ML ik 2k 23 7 B PR AS AN 1) 22
NFNRE ST B EE ST 1B S 8 157 H ) & B (Leekam & Ramsden, 2006; Rutherford, Clements, & Sekuler,
2007). #2EhHLEE 8 (Chevallier, Kohls, Troiani, Brodkin, & Schultz, 2012)#&H, #2x5hHLZ R Fl4E A
AT A 220G BN B S Sy R ER,  IOMUE AR A 22 S8 A B 2 A 2 S HLE G 2 008 2 2 301 . Uk
REAMA 2T R GE (AR A - IEMSUIRIR - RTAH B2 IRER) (1) K B AAAE S 8, XA ABATI 7 n ik 4L
AL B, TRERIEE MEIAERZ B2 B, AA TR EZH 2 HF) . #225E [F(Social
orienting) /& +L 22 ANHL I HEAT NRIN L —, FaMEREI AT AL et 1 B B oM 2 2 U &, B
FeRPEA R EE R . OF KEFFIERER, JUHMREANMEASGE ST SR8 (4 2 PRI S 2R
(oIl SRS IHT B 35883 iE (Dawson, Toth, Abbott, Osterling, Munson, Estes, & Liaw, 2004; Du-
bey, Ropar, & Hamilton, 2015), fF{EAL4 € MGG . MIIX Fhdk & 8 M B FE X0 fa 82 A & vk = R R S
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Berm AR, YD o A SR B DG, 3D B AS A SRR SRR, i R 2 A AR T T RS (1 A
s, Be/NME, JEEN, YEReH:, 2021).

2 ZN MR, AIUURE JLEE A1 245 B 00 T3 (9 SR RE T AL S X A U A 2, (=
HIEH LB, HUHOE ) LE AR & b AR S R DU AR R AN 22 o P B2 17 £ PRI L mT
BEAPRAG I TAL (B R S5 SIEsh I EZ RN . HRAE (8 i(Tanaka & Sung, 2016)F8 i, LR
i X FIHUCRE A SR A — bt 2 PRy, 5 At N AT IR Bz o 2 5 | R At A1 T v 8 1 A B e N S5 K | AR
DRI, AICHAE A A 2 9 20 Xof BRI 35k P09 A0, DA BRSO A 2 Ve R 0 BE S, R AR LB 1 E ey
SR I B EE RN B B o WL i AR ] 5 P i 5 2 ATOMUE ) L3 32 2 X UK N5 ) (Shane & Albert, 2008), 55
S NFARLG, IO ) L3 7R DO e (R IR, BRI B R RS R . Ak, IR Z K E
IEFRATR R ADA RAMIMRE LB AL RS B, fE 5 YA, PIOMUE ) L2t R R 30t B S 1) £ JE AN
FE4 3 4E [B1 38 (Atherton, & Cross, 2018). B4, HIMUAE A4S 1 22 B AR BE B HE NS R (Bh P Fi
AP EM ARG H S BTG TES?

CABFFR I, DOE AT I A SRTE RGP R B AP AL 2 e, =I5 n T8 AT 1L
ANFEERAF . 40 Valiyamattam %5 A (2020) 55 T IOMUAE )L 28 % ARFIh ) L A IR 22 57, 4
RRI, 5 ASD JLEALL, *HHRAGER LE )X A PRS2 E A EE 2. AT EAmAL,
ASD ) LEE X 2 ) T A LA PR B DX 30100 97 T T 30 85 0 v, T X 3 W T DX 3 )97 i 0 P 4 31K T A 2R T AL
X ASD )L E# X B IR A o S5 3 DX 3L R 5 ) A2 AE B R ROVE R AR B o AN, AT TR B AR AR
ot ) R LAE X Bh 4 B BB E M AR v R . Saitovitch 25 A(2013) Eug 7 AIMURE )L 3 Al
TEH ) LEEAE AR AR NP R B 6 T FL AN TRf o 5 SRR, AIOMURE J L2 56 310 52 A7) 1) BRIy
FEMEADHSIERILEAEREES, M RIEANDIRE CENAGFERENHNZESR . kIS A
(2020)% X —BLGHAT T 3E— B HR D BF 7T LR85 B 2 B SR SEIe M), B8 T AIURE )L #E
AR SR NPT FL AN TR e 25 SRR, AIOMUE LB X R AL IRAS S XA £, T
CIES:IS IR WN /[N g NI

BT AR i (R0 e AN AR ST FLIN TR FRRR S, ATCBORE A ot - A SR FL N T Rk A R I
FEXT AN [FRRALE LSS R b, W n] BeRIAE I TR B o Cross, Farha 1 Atherton (2019)PAFL
NTHALAMRN TN LB IS5 BT AL A SEIe A RE, 82 T T FL2E AU IIOMRE AN A S 26 1R g2 o 25
R, P NI B BRI EC BRI, JIUBRE AN A (1155 26 R 0 IR 2 B dig s, X AT g B T 9
FEAMARAIE SR B T S T RS, ARSI DA SR 5G, SR T S R (1 A A (B ) FE AN A oK = 1 B
A5 R, R 2 RS T L A TH R HR R, R 7B G TSR0 . AR —HENNE R A B L
TESE, X A FU BRI [

gr bRk, TALIEALCNSEANTE N2 2 52 0 IOMURE AN 40 T A0y E LRI 12, AR, B A B IR
WHIHRE J L I0 TN 2R EE N ST AL ZEAR 30 ) B R IR T AL) P SR B AR A, DA 7 AICMURE /N 4% ) T LD L
MU o NERBTIX — 8, AHIF TR A 3 AR R I AT FLAC B S AR, TR N T e B 1 A
B, EANEMERS RELE, REANYEEAE S BN TUE KR8 A e 5 S -~ s A s Y
FRTHI ALY, B3R ASD JLEAIVCECA )L XA R B FLHEAT H G, FRid IR . FATT,
S ASD L 15 Sl 1hFL A Fe BRRRAE BRI LG S AL KB AR IE), PR 0 B 1 ThT LR B AT
—HIL. W, THHFEZIAR, ASD JLE Al Ag 2 7 7 AN 1o m] ey E AL HRAS 5 53, 17 24 T %6 R
R RIEAET, ARHREE 2 TN IE 2 RIE AR A2 Bk, VCECH )L 2 MZEAS R 564 N A ETE R %
o MJE N TTRRES SR, BT HAE N E A SR, Bl ASD JLEE I [m] kA B U
ARG, (AN [l m A2 R -
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2.
2.1. #ik

MREEFEIMAE B BV SE 1 14 LS DReUAE JLEM = 71.4, SD = 9.5), XLe4)) L&t EAE
RiZWT, 355G DSM-5 2 WibnitE. AWREERELNLETRSE 7 19 45 ASD ABAFERS . B JJAHITHCH) IEH
JLEAE N IRZHM = 73.6, SD = 3.3)% BRI TE ASD I ARF IS 0 5 o B ek AR 0 8065 1IE A1
JIIEH, MEEEE . AFSERE. A (BRYJLE TER—F VUMD (WPPSI-IV; Wechsler, 2014)
XYL . SR BRERR TR, gl AEERNE 1.

Table 1. Basic information about the subjects

F 1L WIAEAER

ZH 5 N TR VIQ PIQ FSIQ
ASD 14 71.4 (9.5) 92.8 (19.1) 97.4 (70.2) 90.2 (13.4)
(1252 %) (JulH: 48~83) (VEH: 59~123) (VEl: 83~115) (JuH: 71~114)
™ 19 73.6 (3.3) 91.1 (6.6) 97.4 (11.4) 93.1 (9.1)
(14 55 %) (JulH: 48~83) (VEl: 81~108) (JEH: 75~118) (Jul: 76~107)
t -0.83 0.31 -0.003 -0.73

E: VIQ NEIBRT, PIQ NEIERTR, FSIQ NEET.,

2.2. SCIET

KA 2 (H5): ASD. TD) x 2 (HfLFESEE: A, RKil) x 2 (HFLILE: AK. Rl)RALE B
Ho, AR AR R, LA AN L E AR A
2.3. SCIRHARL

NZKIHAL. REmL. AR + FELE A RERE + NRATEUMEAKE A% 8 5k, It
1325k, HeBEMmIL 165Kk, MMl 16 k. BFFKE A 360 * 480 4 &K, T =PI N#B6B5BS. X
ISR RSB I 1,

Figure 1. Examples of experimental materials

1. SEEEAA RN

2.4. SCIG{N 3%

SE6-K A Tobii Pro Spectrum RZNY, RAEERAN 1200 Hz. SLIGH KL 1Z IR )4 M7 # EIZO FlexScan
EV2451 o 23, K/NA 23.8 TE~F, 23 #EF N 1920 x 1080 4 2. 18] Tobii Pro lab 1.207.44884 (x64)
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BRA G 1) S 90 R P D S SR AR K
25. SKEiERF

SERREEAT S IR B A HE, PR ERSHITE 0.5°PU R . IREGHERIh G, MR Ui 318, #k
PR M LI AR AT 5

SEIGTFURRT, oAy SR L (#B6BSBS) I B H A 2B b ey AT, FELR 500 ms. BEJE, DY
TR (T FL T P BE LI, 9K B FR4E 5000 ms, #ik E HIE T FLE A - A5k FLE A Z 1814 500
ms PRI A R CRID €2 5 5 A B o ey ) R B WA o 2 B 2P AL A . SEER R
DL 2.

Figure 2. Experimental procedure
B 2. SBERE

2.6. MEBX
FEFERIGHM SN, KBEkmImFLE R L5 NPRAMLERIX . JE IR . M X R ol 3 Fiw.

Figure 3. Example of interest area delineation

B 3. S4EXxI5RHB
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2.7. BRBHIERR

(1) 28—y EALIS (] (Duration of First Visit): JFAL £ E KBS FL A HABBRIX 22 B, 72 2 F %R X
P T AL S R A ] PR ST

(2) SRS E](Total Fixation Duration): MIAIFLE A IF4E RILEI R BLEE A, ol 3 —MNEBX g
TR ACHVEARIN 8] 2 A

(3) VEMLKE(Number of Fixations): ALK T 46 SIS LI, Band 3 — MR X Fr A EAN
xR E A

(4) EREMERBIRES): AEFLE T RO, 2085 A0 2 IR A8 X 2 (8] ) 5 B[] o

(5) HRFABE IEA LR (AR ER): B a0t T L 8 R AL S, VR ZE IR R X 5 L

2.8. HIBAabIE

TONI 3 A X A VA AL TS %R DX AR, SRS AR BN T b B =AM 22 DM R . (EFH R TEE (R
Core Team, 2018)* /) Lme4 ¥z 4 (Bates, Michler, Bolker, & Walker, 2015)i3E4T 281415 R AT
(liner mixed-effects models, LMMs) 7 #T. {EIZATHEALHET, X ETA IRBIFEAR BT log Bed. W aiilal
Al THFLAC BRI AL | LA E R S A BAE FE N E R 3R, K BARRA AT H AR A BEAL R R AT 20 dr e

3. 5%
3.1. MESGBXAEN

PR ALE A 5 T BB v ML R 45 RN 6 2 . et s SR Eom, 400 32 AR 48 5 — i VE AN I
M)y AR FEARIRE AR, /b/s <0.20, /t/s <0.99, ps > 0.05,

LA BE 5 i FL T e A BAR PR (b = 0.30, SE = 0.14, t = 2.10, p = 0.05). faj FARE0 AT B, 7
HNREAGT, #l-RE gL AR —mE e R T REAREEL, —HEFULRED =
—0.22, SE=0.12,¢=1.90, p = 0.08), X Ui FH A JLELEH FLIN LR A BOE AR, 5 2 0F a8 R
WEZMANRNLE . HAERRAZ ARG, /bls=0.15, /tls = 1.61, ps > 0.05. [ EF 248X [k
Guit-HoE WE 2.

Table 2. Mean and standard deviation (in parentheses) of face gaze in different conditions

2. FRFH THRENENN FHRAREEGESH)

2H 5 THFLE R HILEE BB — AL [F] (ms) SVERLES ] (ms) SRR EL
HA 2129 (157) 2207 (130) 8.12 (0.46)
HA
il 2714 (168) 2416 (116) 8.77 (0.41)
ASD
HA 2534 (171) 2410 (128) 8.22 (0.40)
Rl
il 2601 (185) 2464 (131) 8.33 (0.42)
HA 2659 (157) 2631 (122) 7.79 (0.34)
HA
il 2990 (157) 2683 (120) 8.27 (0.37)
TD
HA 2913 (148) 2837 (120) 8.60 (0.35)
Ryl
il 2846 (154) 2678 (120) 7.82 (0.31)
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3.2. IREBMEBXATENR

IR RR Gt 45 R a6 3 P &gt ot R, 00 3 RN AR5 — i E S 18] B R #E o3 =
0.34, SE =0.15, t =2.20, p <0.05), MLFIER JLE, IOME )L FLE R 8 — e W A . &
VEALE ) _F fR 2859 2 RNl % 8 2 (b = 0.36, SE = 0.21, t = 1.73, p = 0.10), FIHUAE ) L2 %+ 1 £L B A B 356
SR (R TR )L . A E AR HoA R R bR B3N, /b/s <0.16, /t(z)/s < 1.05, ps > 0.05,

T FLAE BT 32 250N AE 1 UGE AR I B B 25 (b = 0.29, SE = 0.14, 1 =2.05, p = 0.05), #in @4¢ Fe
FLIRTHR 8 B A AR I T B NRC BRI AL o THIFLACJEE 5 AR FoAb bR AR, /b/s < 0.41, /(z)/s <
1.42, ps > 0.05,

AN FLEC BR A EARE L, B IRIFEALIEARIA L B3 (b = —0.61, SE = 0.28, t = —2.20, p < 0.05). i
BN A BT R I, HIBORE )L B8 % -5 388 8 56 2% 2R 1 T AL 1 AR E0  E AVB R K T B NRE R 261 R (b =
0.60, SE=0.22,1=2.68,p<0.01). fEHKFEMLE b, XHAEHUEEEDB=-0.61,SE=0.28,t=-2.20,p
= 0.08). THEN AT R I, 1)L B R AR N IR ORI R T AR BRI G =
—0.73, SE=0.26, t =—2.76, p < 0.01). ZH 515 [ FLAI 22 BAEHAE S FERRE (b = —0.18, SE = 0.10, ¢ = —1.82,
p=0.07)FIVEMREL (b =—0.20, SE=0.11, 1 =—1.78, p = 0.08)_-ih % F.3% . FjEARBIMI &I, SENTE
ZPE AR, AICHURE )L 256 38 B 251 T L AR AR 358 S v A TR) BE K (b = 0.19, SE = 0.08, ¢ = 2.48, p <
0.05), FEHLIREEZ (b =0.17, SE=0.06, t=2.71, p < 0.05). THFLEER 51 FL 1L E A8 HAE FAE 55— yE
AL ] BB 2% (b =—0.29, SE=0.14, t = —2.07, p < 0.05). RSN &K B, EENILEFMET, #knt
I 6 T FL 1 HR0 28 — iy LA ) K T B AR B 45 1F (b = 0.23, SE = 0.09, £ = 2.60, p < 0.01). HAthte
br EBIZE ARG, /bls <0.72, 1t(z)/s <2.21, ps > 0.05. HRERILER X A S8 1 BE W& 3.

Table 3. Mean and standard deviation (in parentheses) of eye gaze in different conditions

= 3. PRFZH THREEAN FHRMREEGESR)

ZTTRN %;;fgm BN iemon gﬁﬁgﬁi) BRI
A 748 (91) 1202 (93) 425 (0.32) 914 (182) 0.47 (0.05)
A RS} 922 (91) 1441 (89) 4.98 (0.30) 892 (171) 0.52 (0.05)
AP ‘ EA 1105 (119) 1388 (103) 4.46 (0.30) 1218 (183) 0.45 (0.05)
e + i 821 (89) 1482 (102) 4.92 (0.32) 1270 (195) 0.54 (0.05)
HA 1222 (114) 1700 (104) 4.96 (0.26) 1091 (177) 0.57 (0.04)
A RS} 1238 (100) 1847 (107) 5.16 (0.26) 1167 (160) 0.49 (0.04)
P ‘ A 1183 (88) 1737 (98) 4.94 (0.26) 918 (120) 0.35 (0.04)
e + i 1275 (102) 1750 (105) 4.62 (0.23) 1285 (145) 0.41 (0.04)
4. Wig

AW S A 7 AN F SR I AL AR BN TR 5 5 1 DR AIHOE ) LB T AL L R Ao S R I
FLETIEH L2, PIOMRE )L 28 6] IR Ay AL 1A SE A, ELVE LR S N SR A I ] S 25 0 T 3 A1)
MRS . EBEAT HALAN T, PIOMURE LB AL Se N Tl fLEe B, PRI LI B 4ayy, Abfe A8 L i IR
FERUSE R, EELE R AT (o]
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PO 0 IE 55 AN AAO6] T LA ) 3 A0 22 S 2 SR AR AT IR BB R X 0y b o AR AR I, HIEW
JUEEAALE, 5 Dy REAIMUE ) L 286 T L AR 35 DX 38010 28 — iy ML I TR) BE G, 72 Sy A [R) Bt k&, 4
BT IUHCRE AR BRSOV EAL AT [R108F,  1X 5 DA 78 — % (Hosozawa, Tanaka, Shimizu, Nakano, & Kitazawa,
2012; Moriuchi, Klin, & Jones, 2017; #B#Hixk%%, 2018; Martina et al., 2019). AR E NN, EFHITIRE
VERLRS, & I 4% 73T BE I (Stuart, Whitehouse, Palermo, Bothe, & Badcock, 2022), iXFh AR5 7Y
Ik e i 2 A1 A ATOMORE AN 44 3= B[R] 38 R 3503 M (Corden, Chilvers, & Skuse, 2008). Tottenham %5 A (2014)tH
BRI, HIBRRE AN A o 1 [ L 2 P R VT 2 25 R lvmn A A A% O /Ky, R 22 L FIR 308 DX 3 g
M. AT BAMEATS, #id SCIe B a v AR, PIOMUE 2 4l A A M OE 7K1
e T b, U T al s AR AE AN AT RE AR IO M A T R AL S AR R SIS 2 — . BRI, 51
NTUE A NAREE,  JIOMUGE L2 0608 T8 2618 R 1AL IR S0 S R TR B, S AR 1 IO J L 3 5
BHHZRBANYRHH2EE, TREF-REE LR . Modahl 55 A(1992) &3, HIUBE &35
IR R 7 B P B IR W NS BEAIC, AT RE 2 S B AR AL SR IR G AE ) 2 IR R 2 — o TR,
P2 K e el /D i 2 38 13 P 1 £ B B (K osfeld, Heinrichs, Zak, Fischbacher, & Fehr, 2005). 7EVEAR (15
)G T LI R B I, BN S 7 R S B AR AR X B E S R 2 I 7K AP (Kanat, Heinrichs,
Schwarzwald, & Domes, 2015). 7E-5 ANJSHeflr, IOMAEMA R H = ZB Bk, o aesem LT+ &1E
S B AR BRI KT A 45 7R 56 (Chaminade, Da Fonseca, Rosset, Cheng, & Deruelle, 2015). #R10, THXFIE
NETE LA FI-RETE GO, 7= 2B B0 2, iR 1 IIOMUE AN 1) 4 22 £ R (Beetz, Uvnés-Moberg,
Julius, & Kotrschal, 2012). Ak, R FLITRFA BRI XU AT BE A2 IIUHURE AN RS .8 B SR YE BB AR L,
FE AR 5 R TR G0 00 AN At 2 1G5 FOo I SR AL A L Re g, SIUBE L AT RE I E C
A e IR @ AN BT AR IR R S, DT B B A A 38 T L ) RS X 4 (A therton & Cross, 2018).

AR — N EE R R, JOMGE )L EEGAT LI TRy, RS TAe R, PR B 25 Bk
RHAT BTN T BRI TR IAL, & DR AIMUE )L 30 F N R A AR G A
(B ORI AR I A, T VCAC A LB AE PRI SR A T I ZE AN B35 . IX U], FIOCMUE ) L3 78 530 Tl
BUX Ay 7 IALEA, B GER-RIEAY), SNERAE SR I TR BRI TR IE . IX7E— 2
FE RV B, AIHCAE ) L 28 78 T AL T A B ST ) TR A7 440 T, 1S U SR R S A e . X AT R
PRI T DICBRAE L 2 T LB AR VN TR T AS @A R0 L m . RERF TR, JIOME BF R %R
I TP BN, AT T FL R B AR N T RE 70 R R /KPS, A6 ) 32K FH J i 0 L S & (Falck- Y tter,
2008; Vida, Maurer, Calder, Rhodes, Walsh, Pachai, & Rutherford, 2013). #R1f], 1XFHA & W E IUHUE MK 5T
R T BARINTIRE ST ARBFFER I, IUMURE ) L2878 1 L0 T 0 5 SR B re i gk A7 B4R 1, {H /5 9
AR PRI T RN LR, 0 T FLZEAT 45 I L

BEJ5, ASD ZH)LELEXT AR AT I LI, B —imyE ARt al Ltk TD R 5 A, Sy AL () AL
AR bR BRI R, ASD JLEXS T H N B BRAS B R T [B] A>T Rl NI ER S , A
AR RE-REIL 2T AL Eo b mT W, JIOME LT 2SR E IR ES B & U dE,
A P2 AR A, Al AT 2o s SR Y Bl S . 54 B HIEIR S BT ) ASD M4 AN f2 B
BUSPEAR AW S AR, R A Bl , 5520t 5 22 (Intense World Theory) FE A1 R T (B i (Gaze aversion
hypothesis) &5 AR ASD AN % il E FEBUK Y, JUHZ iRt SR 3R tH, ASD B A2 & (5 B
T EREEENSE . VER . IR AR R SL (R DR, BRINAR, 2015; Markram & Markram, 2010). 3CHF
ARL I [ S AR () A S BI FE R I, IR AR A 0% 5| RS AICCRE AN A it B2 1) A Bme it 0 T AIOBCRE A4, B
HR o2 fir LU AR A0 FIR A2 ok 15 & 1) 12 BBk F s2 (Skin: Conductance Response, SCR)H N5# %! (Kyllidinen, Wal-
lace, Coutanche, Leppinen, Cusack, Bailey, & Hietanen, 2012). H®¥ 54L&, MAIEHTHELR HYG
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PRy, P AR R AR, IR BRI SE (Jones, Quigney, & Huws, 2003; Trevisan, Roberts,
Lin, & Birmingham, 2017). T XF 7 G ML, HOMAE )L 2 2 s i A7 MLk ) Bl , R ilxX
B, 9 E S A S AR RS K. d T L, JIOBORE M R BEX T Ak (R Bod B RUR, (Hih Tk
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