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A A~HEY A olj(Autism Spectrum Disorder;
ASD)E AHB1A G 3atgolM el Azt HEo
A% 9 g 9F 293 %Y BUL 5
How she AAWLEH ool CHDSMS,
American Psychiatric Association {APA}, 2013). 1L
FANE AlElA dedse] Age A
4] U@ old) RET BRdos Ja g
A3} S HLEE A ol }—t— SR
det=d) 0134%"
2011,

2004; Frith, 1996), o] & T AA S E3tal
A @7lell A|&AQ AES 7} tHOrsmond,
Krauss, & Seltzer, 2004).

T A 2HEY Ao Hiko] Hole A
34 g dde Addte AR F
stz A=A gk A7t 2] g
3 Sl JiRle] =914 T (face recognition
bili) e AFEH FEAGA] YA 5
45 FRA(inter-subjectivity) S o] Z8lE W<
S RN, v, AAv, 2015 Io, &
Bartholow, 2009; Klin et al., 1999; Rhodes &
Leopold, 2005), &8 AY & F<dix] &
o el 9z Austn e Y,
B, 4= A, 9F R M 5 uvEFE o
= A5 AEE A9 F e Ves 42
ETHWeigelt, Koldewyn & Kanwisher, 2012). A}
7 ~HEF ool dF FAA  AH(face
identity recognition)& THE: Y@ =RES

A A=Y gl Puol 3

Hludle W Bl dEE
o &S BY ¥ ol ekBoucher & Lewis,
1992; Hauck, Fein, Maltby, Waterhouse & Feinstein,
1998), A2 AAstAY 3Jdst=r loiA
= FuisHA w2 FdE Hdvha B
ThBehrmann et al., 2006; Williams, Goldstein, &
Minshew, 2005).

Ao 2AE Ao el AgE 92 o
4% A9e) 99 gaw AR F s,
Az Q4 ol F shilel 7E Ve 7Y ®
d(norm-based coding model)o| T} ATLE
ol sl AAHIL ATJeffery, Read,
& Rhodes, 2013; Rhodes, Jeffery, Cliford, &
2007; Robbins, McKone, & Edwards,

2007; Webster & MacLeod, 2011). T 7|4 =
2L A9 3RS B H4E

719 (memory)sH=

Leopold.,

P

m9

O

2 ARE vEo R UdF] FFnom)o] HE

y

el a2E A, olad el e
el Blug Fel Belel d=g ¥t @
@ttt EthRhodes & Jeffery, 2006). o], &
AE gFo] FEE g2 Al dF ZAAA

& B Bol Efsta slers de A=
218 3l7] goldt Aoz FHF3THWebster,
Kaping, Mizokami & Duhamel., 2004).

T 7)) 2]t} (adaptation
ik 59 BEE Apekt gEAQ AT

o Jm

paradigm)<  Tf<

H 3 3P E(Leopold, Rhodes, Miiller, & Jeffery,
2005; Pellicano Jeffery, Burr, & Rhodes, 2007) &
g dE AFd =E2¢ F, FHelo] AXEHE
dz A=l tgk A zto] Wsket=A|o] o 7
E Ay Zbo] § Haftereffec) S Q1 BFTK Jeffery
2013; Webster et al., 2004). o]uwj, A|A]E

dz 2=l tigk 4ol Wslsle dAde <

et al,
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BTl 470/ BF U2 230 12 22 HE Y

= oL

oL =2 (=

o)Al R AR Moy AR YA 9D ool #o] o7

N

2 & Nadaptation effectyo|t LA OoW <&
Row waE AT BE A7 o) 3
2 & yehdthWebster & Macleod, 2011).
A% 20l #¢ AdUe Agde U2

A A (dentity)S A A Rhodes & Jeffery,

b

2000914 73 T2 AAES 3w Ex%
el g e de A8 AsE=s A
el 2 AR BT =F F qiEe] He
i d=g AMRE W, BdEe dE =
e ARAR 2L dF FAS Ad g2
2 A Zshe Addol Uehdtt old withs =
42 542 Ad B2 €= BAE A5
A Z2IS ol &s) AT el o
=22 AA o EAetA @2 A5 T

-
i

A e BRI 422 ot o 7t
& Mgt dles AlAlelETE A Ee
= e R 3 Be dAFxe 4= %
Aet ofugl A (Fox & Barton, 2007), 4
WH(Lictle, DeBruine, & Jones, 2005; Ng et al,
2008), }o|(Little, DeBruine, Jones, & Waitt,
2008), ©1(Armann, Jeffery, Calder, & Rhodes,
2011; Jaquet, Hayward, & Rhodes, 2008)% UT}%F
3 Ao AA o] g Faftereffect) S H.1
5} THPellicano at al., 2007; Rhodes, Jeffery,
Watson, Clifford & Nakayama, 2003; Rhodes et
al., 2007).
olsh el Al 2HEd o YR o
o2 ANE &2 ATNE F2A4Y o
28 AAlHE Zat BEIAT A, 7]
E AT AHREL dHHE Ar ~HEH

ol HtellA =&xIHst FA UYEhd
(Fiorentini, Gray, Rhodes, Jeffery & Pellicano,
2012; Pellicano et al., 2007; Weigelt et al., 2012)

& Rasiged, ot A 2HEd A

(Dennett, McKone, Edwards, & Susilo, 2012). &
A, A 2AEY Aol Aee ez A
34 oA AE FH(social communication ability)
7 -8 EI TF7|Gize of aftereffect)ol] -2 1]
3t JA Aol 9)&o] H1E S THPellicano et
al., 2007). =, A AHEF Aol ek A

e &g Z7 Jrk 245 A A

(Ewing, Leach, Pellicano, Jeffery & Rhodes, 2013;
Rhodes et al, 2014), 2|9 <=} F#Hs1A <

&% E3} ) uepig. oled A7
Asse Ad ~AED o) AN u
29E 9T Q49 oleigel e Bl
Ay Felg $30) We A} op
(Rhodes et al., 2014), A|Z}2pd AAe] A
S AJAFgFCKPellicano et al.,, 2007). A}H ~HE
2 o Qe AGEE d9en 8
a3t BEARdtE Ane Ad ~dEd
Aol AT md A we A 2o
& BAalE ), @48 Eel Aze
AF AT guel fAeA Wgete] FuE
ARsed glel Aol g BHACw
X o] FThRhodes et al., 2007).

s A ZH(recalibration)2 7]&2] 9= F
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Fol N7Hew AN 4T A4F Fus v
At sof oF Te Waahe AL oful gt
(Kloth, Jeffery, & Rhodes, 2015; Walsh Maurer,
Vida, Rhodes, Jeffery & Rutherford, 2015). 7<=
Al 9 Age 5
= =dl(Rhodes et al, 2007), H2 AlA =&
dz 2ZtAoln FEHo g WEdthKloth,
Jeffery, & Rhodes, 2015; Walsh et al., 2015). ©]
£ orare ddne Bd 9% 49
A9, d=2 FAA, BH o d= JEHE B
o men gupl 2w ¢ ds o
FEAQ d= AE AYE sbeHAE v
(Wilson et al, 2002). B E= Tl W
Q2 A9 WY AW 27 AR 0@
HlaE A2 Al Y Eo thgh fee] Az
4 P54 85 @ A Wl 9 5
2 THRhodes, Watson, Jeffery, & Cliford, 2010;
Yang, Shen, Chen, & Fang, 2011). 4= A=
24 ong 5ol FE AZHL A
L«] AT E 54 A= &&& A
g A5 AN W H Aol S
%] A H kthRhodes et al., 2010). o],
T ow gadel g A%A wi
3 712 A=l ld ol Al
ez AEgUeee vaE

A&Ao7 A2

of

e (E

My 32 C
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FiN

QA 4ol B AT W Fye
AHE dpse i wg AYS gaow

(¢3

ANEReH, d= FAY 9 AEn 2
54 4% Aud g wE 3Rt 2k
A5 vugozn & A2 78S
2215} tHRhodes et al., 2010; Wilson, Loffler,
& Wilkinson, 2002; Yang, et al, 2011). od|& &

¢
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54 g AF Hdelwt s Bt Ao 4=
& IS e 2 23, 8 A
= AAE FellM e AR AP BAedA f
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T AP AR er AgE gt it
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o 4 % wgeks el ANds 47
Moz melZthe 3ol 9lrhRhodes e al,
2010).

e FE AR A4
SERE

)4

Teht b7 A 2eER Yo We
& Wgoz TR A2 Fede e @
F7 ol ol duel AR #F 54
& gelshen glol Al Uk 71E A
~AEY Aoh MBS e ANE 28
E3} AFES oF Auel 44 e Pust
Mage W 42 A% AAY Qo] 29
dol7k Reg HAFAWL, AZE Azt Au
oA U TR AxY BY L Sl D
37149 AuE AFAFEd Ul ofelgol
9t

ol ¥ Al BwE ohed 2. A,
A 24EY g gus 3y g gw
g A A mE W FgE 3
o #PIG o)t gheA] AsinnA gk
B, 2t e 0 AT Zwd wet &8 A
F g gE 306 Aol A Fas

o®

K

- 780 -



U0l - F40| / B gz £30 UE Yz HE FHT HajolM AE AHER Yof AT FY 22 AUl [0| o
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IR B Aol Ad 2H9ER Ao
= 2w 9MdlA 194 ER}F obE, A
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71 T ZSkth 1) ADIR¥} ADOSS]
A el AR 7EE FE5stn 2 AT
A|FHESIQ7F 707 o] 4l A

3 g ek JEdlel] AAS AT
g o 2yEAnh A5 JERE

ARgus Awd A% ARA@NS

ot
rlo
i)
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> ol

201D)E AR, 1) &z

A B AL el ol §la, 2) Awks A%
AEA A @A Ak AL A o d
or gzam, 3) =71 v 9 NE
Aglsta A7 4 A &2 A%E HashA|
gom, 4 A4 BzAE ol9d S8t 9l

E 1. 97 HOIR X5 U ol B

A

Adt #F 27 Z(Autism Diagnostic
Observation Schedule; ADOS). £ AFA =
s 2AED Fo ofn-g A A 2
o2 Lorde} FEEQ002 <3 s
5833 F9d%eoone] Bxe & AHF 2
v #F iﬂ]%(Autisrn Diagnostic Observation
Schedule; ADOS)S AF8-3}9t) ADOSE HE +
Z3tE Aol AT =32, Bo] &5 E wke
S FBAsto 7, JAAE AlS|A Ao zg
wol, %A YFH ARH B 99, % 5
7HA 88 99& Hrieith. ADOSE DSM-IV
o} 1ICD-109] ek 7]z e Aste] A4H 2]
Ed goje Adsta Zdshed 2o 9

| ZE® FAEo ok =3
3t S0l gle W/ (module 1F-H
AT Ao s8E 7 A <lmodule 4744

™o

HA

R =g A ~HEY Folf Het
(0=10) (n=10)
A7k B AF (SD) 162 (21.64) 156 (35.86)
ol e 125-192 114-228
A (FSIQ) (SD) 99 (15.24) 94 (11.89)
2% e 84-121 75-116

Z ¥ F(month)
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Qo 7)ol Had 34 o4 ol A
& tpgom AL FhsEm, AL Al
QY3 qlo] 7% nelstel Y 2L PAE
ARk B AL FUES 2n s
so]7} Uolo] Adsta Al o] ooz T
48 2L ASE ofeg ooz A
B wE 30 F2 AgHEh AdF A9
BF 2AFe AFRAoR FAE ANG
Aol g AETlel FA 8 A sel A
S CIEE IR LI

2 H &
Interview-Revised; ADI-R).

AF W (Autism Diagnostic
e e i A
(Autism Diagnostic Interview-Revised; ADI-R)<
Lord 51999 ofell Q=1 7378 2010)0]
FE3hg Fxstd We =To|th ADIRE
thgAte] Aol 2715 A7 g A
g FEd Hud F 3le FE 52 F8
FEAE Wdes dAE, At e
< A3 dFste] Hrlske ADOSS s B
AHEET.  ADOSSE  mRRZEA| =
ADI-R X3} DSM-IVS}F ICD-109] At 7]
oAt A 2HEH oS XJ‘%
Wik AL BHom sl AA
Aole} oAtRE, B AFA, W
=4 e, a3y A" HoF 5 4714 §HY ¢
o ol WL WA F 9sEgo
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Aol g AETlel FA 8 A5 s A
7900l olal A=

=1 958 A 57 AHKorean-Wechsler
Scale for Intelligence). 3t=r <& olF A
5 AAF-43HKorean-Wechsler Intelligence Scale for
Children Fourth Edition; K-WISC-IV; &2, &
¥, DA, 0109 B3 A g A
S7AA-43KKorean  Wechsler  Adult
Scale Fourth Edition; K-WAIS-IV; 3+® 7%
o, wa, A7,
el 944 s BoAel 9 AuA
on AN gze AHAE Aol
3} (Verbal comprehension Index; VCI), A|Zt52

PRD), Z$i7]
WMI),
(Processing Speed Index; PSDE| 47}A] &}¢]
2 FEEol len, ofs fikste] A =
A F(Full Scale 1Q; FSIQE TRiTh o8/
e 958 AsHre A7 15719 24
AtE FAdEo] glom, B AFdxE 579
B 27AAE AL’ 10719 S 2AAE
st AA AsAeE Tl FrEAE A

ek
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4%, 20190] oFF %

(Perceptual Reasoning Index;

(Working Memory Index;

Avtd A7} A EA(General Health
Questionnaire). & AT = 77 AE

d nhy AghS v FEete] S A7
A7 fle dix Jde] AES fa Hrls
S(01n0] N3 Aty A7 AEA S AL
skt B
o Al A% AHE 13k WYEelA
TR A7 A RBrketEs gt B,

ax 9 AAY W P ok 8§ o

Ar o
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Aol - ZZ0| / Be Gz =30 e Lz HE M HatolM Atm AHES o [T Mo U ool Xo| ¢
oAM= 1) A Z& A AlA 2 HA Aol THWilson, Loffler, & Wilkinson, 2002). WilsonZ}
ol gla, 2) Awka A7k AEANA A FERE0C s AEH A, I ATl
ARk A7PLEI7E 53 ol dem gy, 3) Q8] = dFE udeR AFE WA
dH 2714 W B AVE Addstn A7 g dE ASS ARSItk AE A,
Ay o AL HusA gor, 4 A% 2003 RE 4F AFS FH  EA(veutral
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o, AzUE AT W A% AP Ades, vese A 5e Addd Fus
o= ) bit gray) T4 D= 707004 3070, 943 407H)

2 FAHA AU

T w Age d¥ErE £83 Wo A dgd 48D 92 AF ARE 92
o Heo] APHeM JPHUT. Al Mt 2ok AA, BT L Z(average

£ Window XP &9 A4} 48 AFEE 0 AL A9 7 Ao 92
AbEEaTE A7k BUE 9kl ARle= 3 Fantamorph software(Abrosoft  Fantamorph  version
T 65mZ, AH A=ZFE AT 1600x1200¢1  3.00) TEIHE o] &3] EF(morphing)dHS]
2d 15914 A7]¢] RT RYE ] A ok 3T 92 nE Jhd 92 PN B4
o}t B A3 E-primeSchneider, Eschmann, &  ©] TU3A E3dd A d==2, o|& A&

Zuccolotto, 2002)S o]&3] A|&3 Tz gL
NEElel ATE ANsEen, Bl &
g 7152 B4 2 715tk

g8 A5 2 dred e dEE QAskeT
gol 7 JuEe AFshe o9 MAE
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=9 &ovhke FE dE A5 AHEE

3] dal @ o4 WAFIE 22 AF
32702 2R AR ettt sl
A 16710 92 A2 oA FAEAC
o, HFHow e dF A=
= ‘_ogﬂ Jﬂ—ﬁh cﬂg-_‘ Xﬂ __]—zﬂ— Iq177]-7<]
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EA7), o]& 32709 dF oA ¥kAlFIS
d= A= T AE Il AHE 3749 A
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E—./\-] o] =8

0%
(223

T 1 MY XS oA (FF 8T
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g
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ZOIMTE 2F 7 L= X=F)
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oo, 8ol wE g R Wt &
TE *1]%35}401 H7] 98k BHo=. et
7)ol A= A=y HE d=L 27 A

s A A
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E 979 A B, co o] o] A
|3 A9 2 5 slelek @
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F 4 S S oF. B
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i

dE& AdeteA gldy] fs As Al
< AAssit dsAdde 4 AE A5
g T N BEO0%, 100%)2] o] AHg- ]
Aom, & 33 whEste] A H ATHISAI ).

wf Alguict e fio] we =S AlF
stsl e ‘11 ‘”%f"* 218 kA] B3 749 1000ms
HAFE s A S tAlg @
o Z 18A8 & AHEC| 80%7}
= 25 fﬁ?ﬂ Gol o] Folxl
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o°‘==

FAY ol F, e AFTH ot B
HE AN H=g d=2 7k
o] spd vehd A
o 928 A KBy ow @A iz
k=] Ads)FA e eta A A 7S kgt
(1" 3b). AP A 21 S| (pre-identification
phase)oll = 2+ & 2= 400ms E<F A]A]
g1 d F 22 7, 2, 33E =8 0| 4
H A5 P fARA AddeteE siie
o, ®kgo] W vmwe AFelA] gtk
A S A dAlAE Al e A
A= F AE e A=0%ANA 80%7HA]) 7}
AgEen, 7t ol AL 634 HHE

alo] AN EATHE 1442] )

3
[ar
o2t
oX,

e U gAY T Ea b | #2014 Atz TRTI apE
(stimuilus presentation) (practice) [pre-recoanition task) (adzptation task) (post-recognition task)
a8 2. =380 mE ¥= X|ZF DIz H|m AEo| TAM My



AUl - MZ0| / Be gz 280 1 dz HE ¥

XNsto

=

EEU

T ABER H0p 2y

HE AE AN 400ms e feedback
o
YO TpE| A Al 400ms e

=8 It A

5000, 7000,
10000ms
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400ms
d=z =30 mE A= Xz

1t &R
AL it = £-3(adapration) FHA|E

Palgich ol AAHE BT AL

2]

fd

L

.

A

Stes AAlstslon, ojuf F7iabEo] A%
M d= A5l H5d F d=F 7] A

3l 5000, 7000, 10000ms w}T} 3 A}Z}E o] 2}
Zo] 200ms B B2 Aol FutolA
st aL, Zurd vl Adjo] H]—(space bar)
o ML AN 23 s
e ASHAHTH 30
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FA A= A dAloA il 2
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T W
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H oA, (c) =S (d) A Al

e >

=S il

A

gl BAl (a) AEA

HEel A AAlstinh ZF Al 7H e
o g e ZE10%lA 80%)E
3] wHEte] A EJCH (G 144418),
A A shol AAE = AFE BHa A 7]
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etk FHUAe P 8 T BE ¢ wod AAAAT B4, B 42 2%
QF A A HGEE, Eprimed o83 AT AN A, AW AF AE AN
A Zzaden Q. WIAEL AW 2MEY gl A9 34 e Qu
L2, 3¥Y 24 71% B9 9 ANE A AR A8 A gage] 7 gEd
So] oW A AAY AW Y KA QB 2EAA et Slal, 23

=
Hol=s siglen, o Wi FdE F7E 2HEd A A FF 2E AD x 8¢t

FRAh AAsdA 2 AT e g F
AH0d) Z2 LF0eR FrEAEd, WESH EAHEM(repeated measure ANOVA)<
7t 2= AR AHEETE 29l S5 AAEGTh AA, 2lE A" ER Fof ot
AA A B x100)2 AlLtete] Ao e AR I Jus ddeR £ A AR
AT ol % 7] & AR AR A 7 # ol JIT afel & ERIs| g8 WS
A A B FHES 238 AH ~HE H BT (repeated measure ANOVA)S AA]
H gl A, B dE A x 8T A= stk A, T AE U &8 A o 79
10%0A4 80%) x 237 &8 A, ) &S wg ¥l JgE Fo] degteA] gl
% wAFEA (repeated measure ANOVA)Z Hlw 7] 9J3) SYHIEE » A% S AAST vhA]
ato], 2= ®E FgE FXlo] UEhdEA He® &8 A T fond = FXo
BAEgith olnf, Ao Ak 7 Wele Hud IS gAer A e ¥ AYgE
A frolw, Jo o ¥ &8 A Foll o fFouldt Aol VERgEA] E)1s] ¢
& A5 ¥ FgEo] gk ato] t-gE 2 1 A (paired r-tes) S A

R R R L Ry

SPSS(Statistical Package for the Social Sciences) A3 9 =9

Windows ver. 21.0& ©o]-&3dle] AA=E Q) A

A, A o2 o) e 94 we 1 KE AHEY Dol AS B4 Wy Age)

o] AF Al B Fould zol7h dle HEIN Al X
=

2 Away] e SHRE ¢ A% Gndependent Gt VRS HE ASS gt A

B 2. [T 2 odE A 3l dln ZAnt
H ATHERH
AR s we ge
el A ' df Folw
B @Rz Ad @EEEAD
ALGA)3Y 3Bl 1.40 (0.69) 1.30 (0.48) 37 18 308

-
<
Zo
X
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HEol - BE0| / B2 Z= 230 1E gz HE ¥e

< HejolA

T ABER A0} EH} Y 22 Hole] [0 6T

l%

HET o) Aot 33 2
Aol A HAs] el
AL ANGe] F P 2 A% A 2
1

jgm

d

IJ}Lr'

i3

&
o o

ol
d

o] Abd 53 d
7] 8l AR A A AEE o
a8 4). 1 A3, A x = Aode g3
7b frelulstAl GehkFR, 7) = 2.97, p < .05)
AR EARE 23t T8 AroAe oA
B fFemgk o7k i ok, 40% A=
BEoAe A ~HE-] Ao HYeto] AR

0.9 A
0.8
0.7
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2% w4 JdS dide® AAE A
A F(Rhodes et al., 2010)S A A|3}= ATyt B
2HAT o] AFxE A e o
Aoz Ads AR =, E3T7](Cohen's
HE ALkste] vlwgt Az, 2 AT vl
AR e R Ao gHariE #EE F U
th89 o .65). 2t Ao iAo Fof AF
He7 231 bgE da A5 dolgHo]x
(database) 5 AHEHTHE A T AF WHE
4ol ztole oy, T Ao BF F3b
F*F(moderate) ©]Fe] EHA7|7F B E AT
A Aol wE e AxHol o

rr
-

A7 e JRIZIZHA A&EE Tt
SAolgte A& gelerh vE F a9a7)
o] o7t FAALR fFroldAE & F 9l
W tigy fdelAN duder 2 a3
A717} BaEh ol HAad F ek H]s
ety AdoAN F3= AzFo] KBy} §E

3 Sl S7F 2 WEgE HoErh
A mAER o) Qael AT 4
Moz 7 Azge Aede 44 o
b AR A7l wek e Az §9
ngk st yeueA & oglo 22y
Aol ztd AFEZ Ao ATS:
, 92 A mE £sEHE AYE
U X o J(Karunaratne, 2013; Walsh et al., 2015)
£ As 2AEY Ao A9 P Aol 1

[e]

re
Ul

Q,
-

(<]

o A

& Azl P & AeE AN,
£ 5o, Walshe} 19 BRE(015S A<l
Eal Aol Aty A4 W Ak

=2 "He=2

[,

[o
(o]

A €& aRE VR
d, T Agel £ gy I on3h
zlol7t gle ALz Yehgth ol Ay

¥

¢

[>

A=e Yol o5 o At e
B Bad AE 47 A vk Aelr}
91 A(Fiorentini et al., 2012; Pellicano et al.,
2007; Weigelt et al., 201200 2 A& =7} w}
B oAb ~HER Ao fde] dF el
folnlg We 2 2] v & 98g
AAgT. ol g AE EdE HYS ),

3% Avade A 2AEy gl A9
3

TE2 ML AEA TS
Sl

Q1(Orsmond, Krauss, & Seltzer,

et al., 1999; Rhodes & Leopold, 2010). #5‘], 2}
olgel dF  A(face
recognition) A3¥o] HAd7] o] % zbH FAF
o] A7 E(severity)9F 4l 7tet AFS) A A Fhsocial
deficits) & of| Z(Eussen et al., 2015; Klert, Gliga,
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The face identity discrimination according to the adaptation

with the average face in children with ASD and TD

Dayi Jung Kyong-Mee Chung

Department of Psychology, Yonsei University

This study investigated whether increased face identity discrimination after the adaptation with an average
face is shown to children with Autism Spectrum Disorder (ASD), who are known to have deficits of face
recognition. Children with ASD (n=10) and age/IQ-matched children with typical development (TD)
(n=10) participated in this study. After the practice, all participants were asked to distinguish three
female faces as pre-identification task. Then, they were asked to see an average faces for the adaptation.
After adaptation for five minutes, participants were asked to complete an identification task again. The
results showed that the improvement in face discrimination was not found in children with ASD, whereas
significant improvement was observed in children with TD. In addition, the increase of face discrimination
in children with TD was significantly higher than those of ASD. Last, children with TD only showed the
increased sensitivity of face discrimination in mid-point intensity. These findings suggest that children with

ASD have difficulty in face norm recalibration. The limitations of this study as well as the directions for

future study are discussed.

Key words : ASD, adaptation paradigm, face vecognition, norm-based coding

- 801 -



OIX| U HE

1Al :

3

),

o]

=3

=42

t

(]

°

o}

e
—_
o
=
i

7

I AANE AE

= olFolA 3l

i5=A17] Ak o

0|

o)
=

tef zha el el ohsh

I

L Ao 24 Al 5

o Bjolte=AD) ¢

N
BK

T
N

=0
A

NEdU7l: sfdete] oxel +

CEEE

p
L

Bro] AZsHs Ae A7

3. A= dA 7] -

Ton

o
NF

ob 1

@, oh42)

@, °oh2)

- 802 -

St Wol LUk

4. 237F dA &
5. AR 7F 2HA <l




=
-

SO0l - Z&0l / B g2 =80 T

(@, oh2)

6. A7} @A Bgake okl gz

(e, ohl2)

7. 2A7F @A

2 Azugkd F917h 9k

o] AA 7] R A7 A

N
=]

8. ot

ohle
ohle
ohle
ohle

<
.12_.0
il ~
- =
-
~ X -
3Rk Y
e ww iy
w F W
I
T T R R
N~ N N~
Bow okn Ay
B e T

ohle

E

E. BX7] A :
F. 2713 -

ohle

)

<
o

o
B

ohe

ohle

@, oh42)

12)

9-1 e o= 9] dy7p

- 803 -



