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Abstract
Visuospatial organization abilities are closely related to other visuospatial
processing skills, such as visuomotor coordination, perceptual abilities, mental
rotation, and working memory (WM). One task that enables visuospatial organi-
zation abilities to be investigated is the Rey–Osterrieth complex figure test
(ROCFT). When examining visuospatial functioning, individuals with autism
spectrum disorder (ASD) have proved capable of operating both locally and glob-
ally, depending on the sub-domain embraced, with a preference for a locally-
oriented processing of visuospatial information. The present research aimed to
establish whether different underlying visuospatial skills might account for perfor-
mance in the ROCFT in children and adolescents with ASD, compared with typi-
cally developing (TD), by considering the role of local/global visuospatial
processing. The study involved 39 participants who have ASD without intellectual
disability, and 57 TD aged 8–16 years. The participants were administered tasks
assessing visuospatial organization abilities, manual dexterity, visual perception,
mental rotation, spatial-sequential, spatial-simultaneous WM, and visuospatial
processing. Our results suggest that manual dexterity and visuospatial processing
similarly explain performance in both groups, while differences in visuospatial
WM account for the two groups’ visuospatial organization abilities. Spatial-
simultaneous WM predicted performance in copy and recall conditions in the TD
group but not in the ASD group, while spatial-sequential WM only did so in the
latter group, reinforcing the tendency of children with ASD towards local bias in
the visuospatial organization domain. The implications of these findings are
discussed.

Lay Summary
The visuospatial organization abilities of children and adolescents with and with-
out autism were compared, considering their underlying visuospatial skills. Visuo-
spatial organization impairments emerged for children with autism, who differed
from typically developing children in the underlying visuospatial skills involved.
Given the crucial role of visuospatial organization abilities in everyday life, our
results could inspire practitioners to develop training interventions that take into
account the strengths and weaknesses of individuals with autism.
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INTRODUCTION

The Rey–Osterrieth complex figure test (ROCFT;
Rey, 1941, 1968) is a widely used neuropsychological
test introduced by Rey as a measure of visual spatial
construction and memory (Rey, 1941; Shin et al., 2006;
Swenson et al., 2013). Studies in literature have shown
that ROCFT involves different cognitive abilities
including attention, visual perceptual abilities,
visuomotor coordination, working memory, as well as
executive functions (Batjes, 2019; Freeman et al., 2000;
Schreiber et al., 1999; Shin et al., 2006; Somerville
et al., 2000). Despite its complex nature, the salience of
visuospatial and organizational skills in performing the
ROCFT has been highlighted in previous studies, all-
owing the definition of this task as a visuospatial orga-
nization measure (Fujii et al., 2000; Smith &
Zahka, 2006).

Many studies have identified certain peculiarities in
the way complex visual stimuli are processed by indi-
viduals with autism spectrum disorder (ASD), espe-
cially those without intellectual disability (Caron
et al., 2006; Kuschner et al., 2009). ASD is a lifelong
neurodevelopmental condition characterized by deficits
in social communication and interaction, alongside
obsessive/stereotyped patterns of behavior, interests, or
activities (APA, 2013). A preference for locally ori-
ented processing has often been reported as a core fea-
ture of individuals with ASD, in line with the Weak
Central Coherence theory (Happé & Frith, 2006) and
the Enhanced Perceptual Functioning model (Mottron
et al., 2006). Both theories attribute a local processing
style to individuals with ASD, but focus on different
underlying reasons: a global processing deficit
according to the former theory; and an enhanced local
processing ability according to the latter (McKenzie
et al., 2018). No clear consensus has emerged, however,
on the local or global processing styles of individuals
with ASD (Van der Hallen et al., 2015). It has been
suggested that we need to rethink the concept of local
or global processing as a property of specific cognitive
domains, rather than a central mechanism (D’Souza
et al., 2016).

When the role of these processing strategies was
examined in the visuospatial domain, a profile of
strengths and weaknesses emerged for participants with
ASD that depended on the visuospatial domain tested
(e.g., Cardillo et al., 2020; Edgin & Pennington, 2005;
Happé & Frith, 2006; Kuschner et al., 2007). In other
words, children with ASD may operate both locally
and globally, depending on the task and sub-domain
involved (Cardillo et al., 2018; D’Souza et al., 2016).
Interesting findings for visuospatial organization tasks
point to the importance of investigating global and
local processing styles in this domain (Mammarella
et al., 2019).

Assessing visuospatial organization abilities
using ROCFT in ASD

The ROCFT is widely used in research and clinical settings
with both typically and atypically developing children
(Salvadori et al., 2019). It enables visuospatial organization
abilities and the use of local versus global processing strate-
gies to be investigated. The task entails copying a complex
geometrical figure and then reproducing it from memory
few minutes later. Different scoring systems were developed
to enhance their quantitative objectivity and/or in an effort
to rate qualitative aspects of performance (see Mitrushina
et al., 2005). The standard scoring system (Rey, 1968) is the
most widely used for judging accuracy in the ROCFT: each
of the 18 elements comprising the figure is rated from 0 to
2 on how accurately it has been drawn and on its position-
ing in the figure.

Qualitative aspects are often taken into account as well
(see Troyer & Wishart, 1997) as they may help clinicians
and researchers to identify local/global processing styles.
When asked to reproduce the complex figure, some individ-
uals begin by drawing its external elements (suggesting their
use of a global strategy), while others start with internal ele-
ments (adopting a local approach) (Ropar &
Mitchell, 2001). Booth’s scoring procedure (2006) takes
some qualitative aspects into account, assessing them using
a quantitative approach. It considers the order of construc-
tion, in terms of the relative number of global as opposed
to local features drawn in the initial stage of the drawing.
Then six components of the ROCFT are rated for style,
based on the degree of continuity in the drawing process.
This scoring method enables researchers to identify a local
bias in an individual’s drawings. Another approach is taken
in the Boston Qualitative Scoring System (BQSS; Stern
et al., 1994), which is mainly used in research on adults’
executive functioning.

Despite its validity in measuring visuospatial organi-
zation abilities and detecting processing strategies, the
ROCFT has received little attention in research on the
sphere of ASD, and findings have been mixed. Some
studies identified impairments in the recall condition in
ASD compared with typical development (Cardillo
et al., 2018; Cardillo et al., 2020; Nydén et al., 2010;
Prior & Hoffmann, 1990). Others reported no difference
in the overall performance between individuals with ASD
and their TD counterparts (Chan et al., 2009; Jolliffe &
Baron-Cohen, 1997; Ropar & Mitchell, 2001; Zandt
et al., 2009). Kuschner et al. (2009) found no difference
between children with ASD and TD control groups, as
both used a locally oriented approach in reproducing the
complex figure. Differences emerged when adults were
tested, however, reflecting the acquisition of a more
global processing with age in the typical life-path. It is
worth adding that many studies administering the
ROCFT to investigate visuospatial performance used a
modified version of the task, and failed to apply an
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objective scoring method to detect local/global processing
(Chan et al., 2009; Zandt et al., 2009).

Given the diverse results, it could be useful to examine
which visuospatial processes are engaged when performing
the ROCFT, distinguishing between the copy and the recall
of the complex figure. This could contribute to a better
understanding of which abilities underpin local or global
processing styles, and thus broaden our knowledge of how
complex visual stimuli are processed by individuals with
ASD compared with their TD counterparts.

Visuospatial processes underlying the
reproduction of the ROCFT

Visuospatial organization and drawing abilities are
closely related to the maturation of other cognitive visuo-
spatial skills, such as visuomotor coordination, percep-
tual abilities, mental rotation skills and working memory
(WM) (Morra & Panesi, 2017; Panesi & Morra, 2016;
Trojano et al., 2004; Van Gilder et al., 2021). This applies
to an individual’s performance in both copy and recall in
the ROCFT, in which these abilities have revealed an
important role (Fastame, 2020; McManus et al., 2010;
Senese et al., 2015).

In a sample of TD children, Senese et al. (2015)
highlighted the direct contribution of perceptual abilities,
mental representation skills (i.e., mental rotation, com-
plex figure identification), and WM when copying the
complex figure, whereas its recall was only predicted by
copying performance, which fully mediated the effect of
visuospatial mental representation abilities. Trojano
et al. (2004) likewise found that mental rotation signifi-
cantly correlated with the copy condition in adults
administered the ROCFT. Zappullo et al. (2020) later
suggested instead that mental rotation does not influence
ROCFT performance in TD children, unlike the case of
the block design task.

The role of different visuospatial WM components in
predicting ROCFT performance in TD children was
underscored in a subsequent study showing that active
visual WM predicted copying accuracy in the ROCFT,
while copying performance and active spatial-
simultaneous WM abilities accounted for recall accuracy
(Fastame, 2020). Trojano et al. (2004) found that some
simple visual perception and visuospatial processing
tasks, including line orientation judgments, significantly
correlate with the copy condition when the ROCFT was
administered to healthy adults.

Finally, several studies found visuospatial organization
skills, as measured with the ROCFT, closely connected
with visuomotor control and manual dexterity (Frisk
et al., 2005; Van Gilder et al., 2021; Weber et al., 2013).
The final drawing would therefore be the product of an
interplay between various visuospatial competences.

To the best of our knowledge, no research has system-
atically focused on the visuospatial processes underlying

ROCFT performance in children with ASD, comparing
them with TD children.

The present study

Based on previous findings, obtained mainly in TD chil-
dren and adults, the cognitive processes that seem to be
engaged in the ROCFT are: manual dexterity, perceptual
abilities, mental rotation skills, visuospatial WM and
visuospatial processing. Our study aimed to disentangle
the relationships between these processes and the
ROCFT in children with ASD but no intellectual disabil-
ity (ID), by comparison with TD children. We therefore
first looked for similarities and differences in ROCFT
performance between the two groups of children. Then
we considered which underlying visuospatial processes
might account for the two groups’ performance. The role
of local/global visuospatial processing in the task’s com-
pletion was also considered.

Using a slightly modified version of Booth’s procedure
(Lopez et al., 2008), previous research (Cardillo
et al., 2018) had shown that useful information could be
gleaned from the ROCFT about processing style in ASD.
This procedure was consequently adopted in the present
study to obtain in-depth information about the processing
style of our two groups. Though we expected some differ-
ences between them, inconsistencies in previous reports on
ROCFT performance in children with ASD (see for exam-
ple Cardillo et al., 2018; Cardillo et al., 2020; Cardillo
et al., 2020; Nydén et al., 2010; Ropar & Mitchell, 2001;
Zandt et al., 2009) prevented us from making any specific
predictions regarding our groups’ accuracy in ROCFT
copy and recall. We expected different spatial abilities to
explain the two groups’ different performance in the
ROCFT because children with ASD differ from TD chil-
dren in specific visuospatial domains with a tendency
towards local bias (Caron et al., 2006; Shah & Frith, 1993).
As concerns their processing style, we expected a local bias
with a fragmented drawing style to emerge for the ASD
group (Cardillo et al., 2018; Nydén et al., 2010).

METHODS

Participants

The study involved 96 participants ranging in age from
8 to 16 years: 39 (34 M, 87%) with ASD but no ID, and
57 (45 M, 79%) TD controls. The two groups were mat-
ched for chronological age [F(1, 94) = 0.409, p = 0.524;
Cohen’s d = 0.13], genderdistribution [χ 2(df = 1) = 1.08,
p = 0.299; Cramer-V = 0.106], and full scale intelligent
quotient (FSIQ) [F(1, 94) = 0.409, p = 0.524; Cohen’s
d = 0.13]. Only children who achieved a standard score
of 80 or above for FSIQ on the Wechsler Intelligence
Scale (WISC-IV; Wechsler, 2012) were included in the
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sample. Table 1 shows a summary of the participants’
characteristics.

The control group consisted of typically-developing
children and adolescents of normal intelligence with no his-
tory of psychiatric, neurological or neurodevelopmental dis-
orders. They were enrolled and tested individually at
school. The clinical group was enrolled via local commu-
nity contacts, at centers specializing in neurodevelopmental
disorders. All participants in the clinical group had been
previously diagnosed according to the DSM-IV-TR
(APA, 2000) or ICD-10 (WHO, 1992) criteria at centers
specializing in ASD. Their diagnosis was also confirmed
with the Autism Diagnostic Interview - Revised (ADI-R;
Rutter et al., 2005). Only participants who scored above
the cut-off on the three modules of the ADI-R, including
stereotyped behaviors, were considered. Children with
ASD who were taking medication, or who had other
known genetic conditions, neurological diseases, or physical
disabilities were excluded.

All participants were native Italian speakers, and
none had any visual or hearing impairments. Ethical
approval was obtained from the research ethics commit-
tee at the University of Padova. All participants assented
to their participation in the study, and their parents gave
their written informed consent.

Materials

Visuospatial organization abilities

The Rey–Osterrieth complex figure test (ROCFT;
Rey, 1941, 1968) is a classical neuropsychological test,

mainly involving visuospatial organization skills. Par-
ticipants were first asked to reproduce a complex geo-
metrical figure by copying it freehand. Then, after an
interval of 3 min, they were asked to reproduce it from
memory. Participants were given a blank sheet of paper
to draw the figure on, and several pencils of different
colors (one at a time) so that the examiner could track
the drawing sequence. The standard scoring system
(Rey, 1968) was used to judge the accuracy of the draw-
ings, scoring each of the 18 elements comprising the fig-
ure from 0 to 2 based on their presence, accurate
reproduction, positioning and orientation. Raw scores
were considered for each participant: the higher the
score the better the performance.

The ROCFT was also scored according to
Booth’s (2006) slightly modified scoring procedure
(described by Lopez et al., 2008), which takes into
account the order and style of the drawings. To compute
the order of construction score, the first third drawn ele-
ments of the ROCFT were categorized and then assigned
different weightings from 0 to 4, depending on whether it
was a local internal (0 points) or perimeter element
(1 point), a global internal (3 points) or an external ele-
ment (4 points). The order index score ranges from 0 to
3.3. The style index was defined in terms of the degree of
continuity in the drawing of six elements. The style index
score ranges from 0 to 2. The order and style indexes
were then computed and added together to obtain the
Central Coherence Index (CCI), which could range from
0 to 2. A high score on the CCI is indicative of a global
and continuous processing of the figure, while a low score
indicates a local and fragmented processing style.
Cronbach’s α = 0.80.

TABLE 1 Characteristics of the two groups: Descriptive statistics and statistical analyses for individuals with autism spectrum disorder (ASD)
and typically-developing (TD) individuals

Measures ASD (n = 39) TD (n = 57) F (1, 94) p Cohen’s d

Age (months)

Mean (SD) 139.64 (31.66) 143.98 (33.31) 0.409 0.524 0.13

Range 94–202 97–200

IQ

Mean (SD) 102.17 (15.21) 103.92 (11.58) 0.409 0.524 0.13

Range 80–135 83–132

ADI-R:A (reciprocal social interaction)

Mean (SD) 15.49 (7.34) 3.70 (2.43) 127.3 <0.001 2.17

Range 0–28 0–8

ADI-R:B (language/communication)

Mean (SD) 11.56 (4.90) 3.14 (2.15) 132.0 <0.001 2.22

Range 1–19 0–10

ADI-R:C (repetitive behaviors/interests)

Mean (SD) 6.49 (3.14) 1.38 (1.54) 111.2 <0.001 2.07

Range 1–14 0

Note: IQ, intelligence quotient on the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children–IV (Wechsler, 2003) or Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale–IV (Wechsler, 2008); ADI-R,
Autism Diagnostic Interview–Revised (Rutter et al., 2005).
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Manual dexterity

Fine motor abilities were assessed using the Manual Dex-
terity 3 (MD3) of the Movement ABC-2 (Henderson
et al., 2007). Manual dexterity is the fine motor control of
hands and fingers needed to manipulate objects. In line
with the instructions manual, participants were adminis-
tered the version of the subtest appropriate for their age
band. They were asked to draw a trail between two lines
marking a path, which was wider for the 7- to 10-year-olds,
and narrower for those aged 11–16 years. The best of two
trials was used to rate the task, taking the number of errors
into account. The raw scores were standardized for age and
gender using normative data. Cronbach’s α = 0.77.

Visual perception

The Beery Visual Perception task is a supplemental task of
the developmental test of visual-motor integration (VMI;
Beery, 2004) and is a paper-and-pencil test used to assess
visual perception skills. The child is asked to identify each
item’s identical match from a set of similar shapes. The test
includes 27 geometric shapes of increasing complexity. The
score is the number of successful matchings. The raw scores
were standardized for age and gender using normative data.
The test–retest reliability is 0.88.

Mental rotation

The animal rotation (AR) task, adapted from Kaltner
and Jansen (2014), is a paper and pencil task used to
assess mental rotation abilities. Participants were
instructed to look at a target figure and choose the
corresponding figure from among four rotated options
presented alongside. The stimuli consisted of 21 two-
dimensional figures of animals. Participants had 5 min to
complete the task, and only accuracy was measured. One
point was awarded for each correct answer. Accuracy
was calculated as a proportion, the higher the proportion
the better the performance. Cronbach’s α = 0.87.

Visuospatial working memory

Two computerized tasks, adapted from Mammarella
et al. (2018), were used to measure spatial-simultaneous
and spatial-sequential WM. A 5 � 5 grid appeared on
the screen and participants were asked to memorize a
number of cells that became gray simultaneously or
sequentially. In both tasks, the number of cells shown in
each grid ranged in span from 2 to 8, with three trials for
span level. A maximum of 21 trials (a total of 105 stimuli)
were administered for each task, using a self-terminating
procedure. The task ended when participants failed to
correctly identify two up to three trials of that particular

span level. After 3 s the stimulus disappeared, and partic-
ipants were shown a blank grid in which they had to click
to reproduce the previously-seen pattern of cells. No
time-limit was set for the response. In the spatial-
simultaneous matrices (SSM), participants were only
asked to recall the exact position of the stimuli, which
were simultaneously presented, while in the spatial-
sequential matrices (SSQM), they had to recall the stim-
uli by considering both the exact location and the order
of presentation. All tasks were of increasing difficulty.
The score was calculated as a percentage, that is, the
number of elements correctly located (and, for SSQM,
also considering presentation order) out of the total num-
ber of items performed, multiplied it by 100, as this
approach has proved more reliable and increases the pre-
dictive validity of WM tasks (see Conway et al., 2005;
Giofrè & Mammarella, 2014). Cronbach’s α = 0.89 for
SSM, and 0.83 for SSQM.

Visuospatial processing

The arrows task is a subtest of the Nepsy-II battery
(Korkman et al., 2007), which assesses the ability to
judge line orientation, to create and manipulate a mental
representation of an object, and it involves co-ordinate
based mental imagery. For each of the 21 items, partici-
pants looked at an array of arrows placed around a target
and chose the arrows that were pointing to the center of
the target. One point was awarded for each arrow cor-
rectly identified. The total scores obtained by each partic-
ipant were compared with the normative values and
expressed as scaled scores. Cronbach’s α = 0.76.

Procedure

Participants were tested individually in a quiet room at
specialized centers (ASD) or at school (TD) during two
sessions lasting approximately 30 min each. The tasks
were presented in a counterbalanced order. The experi-
menter provided instructions on each task, letting the
participant practice with each task before starting the
experiment. The computerized SSM and SSQM tasks
were administered using a laptop computer with a
15-inch LCD screen.

Statistical approach

First, a series of univariate ANOVAs were performed to
estimate differences between the groups in the ROCFT
measures (copy and recall), MD3, VMI, AR, SSM,
SSQM, and arrows (see Table 2). Effect sizes were also
computed for all tasks, recording Cohen’s d, which
expresses the effect size of the pairwise comparisons
between the groups for the factors considered.
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Second, in order to analyze the associations between
the above mentioned measures controlling for the effect
of participants’ age, partial correlation analyses using
Pearson’s correlation coefficient were performed sepa-
rately for each group.

Then two separate linear regression analyses were
conducted to investigate the association between the
dependent variables (first regression: ROCFT-copy; sec-
ond regression: ROCFT-recall) and the hypothesized pre-
dictors (age, manual dexterity, visual perception, mental
rotation, simultaneous visuospatial WM, sequential
visuospatial WM, visuospatial processing). For both
models, the main and interactive effect of Group
(i.e., ASD, TD) was included as well. The adjusted R-
square was used to examine the fit of the models.

Correlation was used to concisely summarize the direc-
tion and strength of the relationships between our variables,
while regression was applied to build two models to predict
ROCFT performances from a set of visuospatial predictors.
Regression goes beyond correlation by inferring relation-
ships between variables, predicting the value of the depen-
dent variable from a given value of independent variables
(Shi & Conrad, 2009). In this sense, regression models tend
to be much more explanatory than correlations. In particu-
lar, in dealing with predictors of ROCFT, there is the
necessity to take into account the multiple underlying
visuospatial processes in an aggregated way, because each
of them could contribute to explain the variance of the
whole model.

The data were analyzed using R (R Core
Team, 2019). The “stats” package was used to run the
regressions and the “effects” package was used to obtain
the graphics (Fox, 2003).

RESULTS

Preliminary analyses

Table 2 shows the descriptive statistics and statistical
comparisons between the two groups (ASD and TD).
Regarding their visuospatial organization abilities, the
two groups differed statistically on ROCFT Copy
(d = 0.86), and ROCFT Recall (d = 0.58), the ASD
group proving less accurate than the TD group. When
the ROCFT was scored using a slightly modified version
of Booth’s (2006) method, the two groups differed statis-
tically on the central coherence index (copy: d = 0.45;
recall: d = 0.82). In particular, they differed on style
(copy: d = 0.85; recall: d = 0.83), with the ASD group
scoring lower than the TD children, while no statistically
significant differences emerged for order of construction
(copy: d = 0.07; recall: d = 0.33).

Considering the other measures of visuospatial abil-
ities, the two groups differed statistically in the MD3
(d = 1.00) and arrows task (d = 0.43), the TD group
performing better than the ASD group. No statistically
significant differences emerged between the two groups
for the remaining measures (i.e., VMI, AR, SSM,
and SSQM).

Correlation analyses

The results of the partial correlation analyses divided
by group are given in Table 3. Pearson’s correlation
analyses have been performed to analyze the associa-
tion between ROCFT (Copy and Recall), and the other

TABLE 2 Descriptive statistics and statistical analyses by group for the measures used, in individuals with autism spectrum disorder (ASD) and
typically developing (TD) individuals

ASD TD

F (1, 94) p Cohen’s dM SD M SD

ROCFT Copy 21.70 8.07 27.74 5.69 19.13 <0.001 0.86

CCI 1.01 0.26 1.13 0.28 4.74 <0.001 0.45

Style index 1.09 0.33 1.33 0.25 16.60 <0.001 0.85

Order index 1.54 0.51 1.49 0.60 0.13 0.71 0.07

ROCFT Recall 12.09 8.41 16.56 6.87 8.16 <0.01 0.58

CCI 0.95 0.30 1.21 0.32 15.68 <0.001 0.82

Style index 0.88 0.40 1.23 0.43 16.15 <0.001 0.83

Order index 1.71 0.50 1.90 0.58 2.58 0.11 0.33

MD3 5.90 4.25 9.72 3.27 24.78 <0.001 1.00

VMI 94.28 19.15 100.56 17.28 2.80 0.09 0.34

AR 0.79 0.28 0.85 0.22 1.45 0.23 0.25

SSM 27.45 23.28 33.86 17.87 2.32 0.13 0.31

SSQM 24.31 16.08 29.17 14.98 2.29 0.13 0.31

Arrows 27.61 7.46 30.17 4.04 4.70 0.03 0.43

Abbreviations: AR, animal rotation; Arrows, arrows task; MD3, manual dexterity 3; ROCFT, Rey–Osterrieth complex figure test; SSM, spatial-simultaneous matrices;
SSQM, spatial-sequential matrices; VMI, visual-motor integration.
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visuospatial measures, controlling for the effects of par-
ticipants’ age. Results showed significant positive corre-
lations between ROCFT copy and recall, and all the
other measures for the ASD group. Differently, for the
TD group, there were significant positive correlations
between ROCFT copy, visual perceptual skills, spatial-
simultaneous WM visual processing skills (i.e., VMI,
SSM, arrows), and between ROCFT recall, visual per-
ceptual skills and spatial-simultaneous WM
(i.e., VMI, SSM).

Regression analyses

ROCFT copy

Considering the linear regression model run for
ROCFT Copy, our variables together accounted for
63% of the variance (F[14, 81] = 12.62, p < 0.001) cal-
culated using the adjusted R-squared (see Table 4). As
concerns main effects, Age (β = 0.41, t = 4.01,
p < 0.001), Group (β = 0.19, t = 2.61, p = 0.01), MD3
(β = 0.32, t = 2.58, p = 0.01) and Arrows (β = 0.25,
t = 2.73, p = 0.008) were significantly associated with
ROCFT Copy performance. Older participants and the
TD group fared better, and higher MD3 and Arrows
scores predicted a better ROCFT Copy performance.
Two interaction effects - the interactions between
Group and the two visuospatial WM tasks - were found
statistically significant (SSM β = 0.36, t = 2.75,
p = 0.007; SSQM β = �0.34, t = �2.28, p = 0.02). As
shown in Figure 1, the two groups appeared to have a
different visuospatial WM pattern when asked to copy
the figure: a higher score in the SSM was consistent
with a better in ROCFT Copy performance in the TD
group, but not in the ASD group, where lower scores
for the SSM predicted a better performance in the copy
condition. On the other hand, higher scores for the
SSQM coincided with better copying in the ASD group.
No other statistically significant main or interactive
effects emerged.

ROCFT recall

In the regression model run for the recall condition, our
variables accounted for 51% of the variance (F
[14, 81] = 8.15, p < 0.001) calculated using the adjusted
R-squared (see Table 4). As concerns the main effects,
Age (β = 0.39, t = 3.33, p = 0.001) and MD3 (β = 0.34,
t = 2.32, p = 0.02) were associated with performance in
ROCFT Recall. Older children and participants who
fared better in the MD3 performed better in the recall
condition. A significant effect of the interaction between
Group and the SSM emerged as well (β = 0.33, t = 2.20,
p = 0.03), showing that higher scores in the SSM
predicted better performance in the recall condition for
the TD group, but not for the ASD group (see Figure 2).
No other statistically significant main or interactive
effects emerged.

DISCUSSION

The first aim of the present study was to analyze the
visuospatial organization abilities of children and adoles-
cents with ASD using the ROCFT, comparing their per-
formance with that of a TD group. The role of local/
global visuospatial processing in the task’s completion
was also considered. Participants’ drawings were scored
using two different procedures—the standard scoring sys-
tem developed by Rey (1968), and Booth’s method
(described by Lopez et al., 2008)—to better explore the
use of a local or global processing style.

Significant differences emerged between the two
groups, the ASD group proving less accurate than the
TD group in both ROCFT conditions (copy and recall).
The findings of previous studies had been inconsistent:
ROCFT performance was impaired in participants with
ASD in some cases (Cardillo et al., 2018; Cardillo, Erbì,
et al., 2020; Nydén et al., 2010; Prior &
Hoffmann, 1990), while no significant differences for par-
ticipants with ASD compared with TD had emerged in
others (Chan et al., 2009; Jolliffe & Baron-Cohen, 1997;

TABLE 3 Partial correlational analyses (Pearson’s correlation coefficients controlled for age), on visuospatial processing measures divided by
group (autism spectrum disorder in the lower diagonal, and typical development in the upper diagonal)

ROCFT copy ROCFT recall MD3 VMI AR SSM SSQM Arrows

ROCFT Copy 1 0.51** 0.12 0.38* 0.18 0.37* 0.11 0.27*

ROCFT Recall 0.66** 1 0.22 0.29* 0.06 0.41** 0.11 0.13

MD3 0.57** 0.52 ** 1 0.21 0.12 0.24 0.47** 0.03

VMI 0.52** 0.37* 0.55** 1 0.30* 0.44** 0.44** 0.44**

AR 0.34* 0.34* 0.10 0.26 1 0.26 0.11 0.33*

SSM 0.34* 0.37* 0.44** 0.31 0.15 1 0.47** 0.19

SSQM 0.54** 0.46** 0.43** 0.39* 0.27 0.66** 1 0.18

Arrows 0.57* 0.47** 0.36* 0.44* 0.13 0.41* 0.44* 1

Abbreviations: AR, animal rotation; Arrows, arrows task; MD3, manual dexterity 3; ROCFT, Rey–Osterrieth complex figure test; SSM, spatial-simultaneous matrices;
SSQM, spatial-sequential matrices; VMI, visual-motor integration.
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Ropar & Mitchell, 2001; Zandt et al., 2009). Our findings
therefore partially agree with previous research.

Local versus global visuospatial processing was con-
sidered here in an effort to shed more light on our partici-
pants’ performance in this complex task, and to better
explain the discrepancies vis-à-vis some earlier reports.
Our results confirmed and extended previous findings
(Cardillo et al., 2018) that the drawings of individuals
with ASD featured a low coherence for both copy and
recall. Order of construction and style indexes were
examined to provide more information on our partici-
pants’ drawings. No differences emerged between the two
groups for order of construction, meaning that they did
not differ in the number of local as opposed to global

features drawn in the initial stage of the test. Consistently
with previous reports, the children with ASD proved
capable of operating both globally and locally (Cardillo
et al., 2018; D’Souza et al., 2016). As for the style index,
the ASD group scored lower than the TD group, reveal-
ing a more fragmented drawing style characterized by
separately-drawn components with clearly more dis-
jointed lines, or elements drawn piecemeal. Taking these
findings together with the central coherence index, partic-
ipants with ASD would seem to opt for a locally-oriented
processing, in line with the weak central coherence theory
(Happé & Frith, 2006) and the enhanced perceptual func-
tioning model (Mottron et al., 2006). Our results are also
consistent with previous reports of individuals with ASD

TABLE 4 Regression analyses with ROCFT copy and recall as dependent variables

ROCFT copy

Predictors B Standardized beta SE t p

Age (months) 3.07 0.41 0.76 4.01 <0.001

Group 2.83 0.19 1.08 2.61 0.01

MD3 2.43 0.32 0.94 2.58 0.01

AR 1.24 0.16 0.76 1.64 0.10

SSM �2.11 �0.28 1.21 �1.74 0.08

SSQM 2.40 0.33 1.22 1.97 0.05

VMI 0.63 0.08 0.90 0.70 0.48

Arrows 1.93 0.25 0.70 2.73 0.008

Group*MD3 �1.92 �0.16 1.29 �1.49 0.14

Group*AR �1.23 �0.11 1.08 �1.13 0.26

Group*SSM 3.98 0.36 1.45 2.75 0.007

Group*SSQM �3.37 �0.34 1.48 �2.28 0.02

Group*VMI 0.56 0.05 1.15 0.49 0.63

Group*Arrows �0.80 �0.06 1.33 �0.60 0.55

ROCFT recall

Predictors B Standardized beta SE t p

Age (months) 3.10 0.39 0.93 3.33 0.001

Group 0.88 0.05 1.32 0.67 0.50

MD3 2.67 0.34 1.15 2.32 0.02

AR 1.60 0.20 0.92 1.73 0.09

SSM �0.52 �0.06 1.48 �0.35 0.73

SSQM 1.15 0.15 1.48 0.77 0.44

VMI �0.41 �0.05 1.09 �0.37 0.71

Arrows 1.61 0.20 0.86 1.87 0.06

Group*MD3 �1.04 �0.08 1.57 �0.66 0.51

Group*AR �2.42 �0.20 1.32 �1.84 0.07

Group*SSM 3.88 0.33 1.76 2.20 0.03

Group*SSQM �2.87 �0.27 1.80 �1.59 0.11

Group*VMI 1.54 0.14 1.40 1.10 0.27

Group*Arrows �0.87 �0.06 1.61 �0.54 0.59

Note: Statistically significant values (p <. 05) are shown in bold.
Abbreviations: AR, animal rotation; Arrows, arrows task; MD3, manual dexterity 3; ROCFT, Rey–Osterrieth complex figure test; SSM, spatial-simultaneous matrices;
SSQM, spatial-sequential matrices; VMI, visual-motor integration.
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showing a preference for a local processing style in the
visuospatial organization domain (Cardillo et al., 2018;
Nydén et al., 2010).

As regards the other visuospatial processing measures
considered, the ASD group had more difficulty with
visuomotor and visuospatial processing tasks. This is
consistent with previous reports of impairments in man-
ual dexterity (Lidstone et al., 2020; Liu & Breslin, 2013),
and line orientation discrimination (Korkman
et al., 2007; Narzisi et al., 2013) in individuals with ASD.
Our two groups’ performance was similar in terms of
visual perception, mental rotation and visuospatial WM
domains, however, as seen in previous studies (Cardillo,
Erbì, et al., 2020; Green et al., 2016; Oliver, 2013;
Ozonoff & Strayer, 2001; Rohde et al., 2018). It is worth
noting that, as concerns visuospatial working memory

performances, mixed results have been previously
reported in ASD (Desaunay et al., 2020; Kercood
et al., 2014; Wang et al., 2017). Furthermore, previous
studies (e.g., Desaunay et al., 2020; Hamilton
et al., 2018; Semino et al., 2021) suggested that executive
functions and stimulus modality can contribute to group
differences.

To further investigate performance in the ROCFT,
we also taken into account the role of the underlying
visuospatial processes. Our correlational analysis
suggested positive significant correlations between
ROCFT (both copy and recall) and all the other visuo-
spatial measures in the ASD group, whereas for the TD
group positive correlations emerged between ROCFT
(both copy and recall) and visuospatial processing, visual
perception and spatial-simultaneous WM
(Fastame, 2020; Senese et al., 2015; Trojano et al., 2004;
Van Gilder et al., 2021). Additionally, we examined the
association between the hypothesized visuospatial predic-
tors (manual dexterity, perceptual abilities, mental rota-
tion skills, visuospatial WM and visuospatial processing)
and ROCFT performance, considering the copy and
recall conditions separately, and also checked for a pre-
dictive role of age and group.

Taking the effect of all variables into account, we
found a significant main effect of age, manual dexterity
and visuospatial processing, and a significant interactive
effect of group with the two visuospatial WM tasks in
predicting ROCFT copy performance. Concerning the
effect of age, our results confirmed that copying skills
improve with time across childhood and adolescence, in
both typical and atypical development (Gallagher &
Burke, 2007). We also found that higher scores in manual
dexterity and visuospatial processing tasks predicted
greater accuracy in the copy condition. This is consistent
with previous studies showing positive associations
between copying performance and measures of

F I GURE 1 Significant interaction effects between group and visuospatial working memory (spatial-simultaneous matrices [SSM] and spatial-
sequential matrices [SSQM]) on Rey–Osterrieth complex figure test (ROCFT) copy. Error bands represent 95% confidence intervals

F I GURE 2 Significant interaction effects between group and
spatial-simultaneous matrices (SSM) on Rey–Osterrieth complex figure
test (ROCFT) recall. Error bands represent 95% confidence intervals
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visuomotor control and manual dexterity (Frisk
et al., 2005; Weber et al., 2013) or simple visuospatial
processing tasks (Trojano et al., 2004).

As in previous reports, we found a significant link
between ROCFT copy and visuospatial WM
(Fastame, 2020; Senese et al., 2015), but the two groups’
copying performance was intriguingly predicted by a dif-
ferent visuospatial WM pattern. Higher scores in the
spatial-simultaneous WM task predicted a better perfor-
mance in the TD group, whereas lower scores predicted a
better performance in the ASD group; and higher scores
in the spatial-sequential WM task predicted a better
copying performance, but only in the ASD group. As
Fastame (2020) neatly explained, spatial-simultaneous
processes are related to pattern encoding (i.e., a type of
processing that considers the spatial relationships of the
elements comprising a pattern as part of a whole, inte-
grated image). Spatial-sequential processes are related
instead to path encoding (i.e., a type of processing that
allows for information to be represented sequentially,
step by step) (see Lecerf & de Ribaupierre, 2005;
Mammarella et al., 2008). Spatial-simultaneous processes
therefore seem to refer to the global processing of visuo-
spatial stimuli, while spatial-sequential processes have to
do with their local processing. Bearing this in mind, our
results indicate that different WM processing strategies
sustained our groups’ ROCFT copy performance. A
global-stimulus-oriented approach (i.e., spatial-
simultaneous WM) proved useful for the TD group,
while a local-stimulus-oriented approach (i.e., spatial-
sequential WM) was used by the group with ASD. In
short, this latter clinical group took a less effective
approach to the task. Here again, our findings are consis-
tent with the hypothesis that individuals with ASD prefer
a local processing style in the visuospatial organization
domain (Cardillo et al., 2018; Nydén et al., 2010),
whereas TD individuals benefit from the presentation of
global rather than local stimuli, in line with the global
dominance hypothesis (Navon, 1977). It is worth noting
that our two groups did not differ in terms of visuospatial
WM, and this further strengthens the hypothesis that a
different processing style influenced their drawing perfor-
mance. However, mixed results emerged in previous stud-
ies on the visuospatial WM abilities in ASD samples
(Macizo et al., 2016; Ring et al., 2020). Our results sug-
gest that it might be useful to consider local/global
processing strategies to better explore the association
between processing approaches and underlying spatial
WM in ASD.

The results of our regression model for ROCFT recall
partially overlap with those obtained for the copy condi-
tion, as there was a significant main effect of chronologi-
cal age and manual dexterity, and a significant
interactive effect of Group with spatial-simultaneous
WM. Higher scores for spatial-simultaneous WM
predicted a better ROCFT recall performance in the TD
group, but not in the ASD group. This finding is

consistent with the report from Fastame (2020), who also
found that spatial-simultaneous WM accounted for
ROCFT recall accuracy. Here again, an advantage of
using a global processing approach emerged for the TD
group, consistently with the global dominance hypothesis
(Navon, 1977).

To sum up, our participants with ASD performed less
well than TD in the ROCFT, for both Copy and Recall.
Manual dexterity and visuospatial processing similarly
influenced both groups’ performance, but different
underlying visuospatial WM components might have a
part to play as well. A different processing style seemed
to underlie the two groups’ drawing performance, with a
global-stimulus-oriented approach proving more useful
for the TD group, and a local-stimulus-oriented
approach being used by the group with ASD.

It is worth noting that bivariate correlations and mul-
tivariate regression analyses showed different patterns of
results in our ASD and TD groups. However, multivari-
ate regression goes beyond correlation by inferring rela-
tionships between variables, predicting the value of the
dependent variable from a given value of a set of predic-
tors (Shi & Conrad, 2009). Thus, in this case, bivariate
correlations must be taken cautiously, because they do
not consider the multiple variability inside the model.
Differently, regression models consider the multiple
underlying processes in an aggregated way, which might
be much more explanatory in light of the present
study’s aims.

Despite the novelty and significance of our findings,
some limitations of the present study need be taken into
consideration. One concerns the small number of female
participants in our sample, which prevented any gender-
specific data analyses. To gather information on any
gender-related differences in ROCFT performance,
future studies should try to collect data on larger num-
bers of females with ASD. Given the significant effect of
age that emerged here, future studies could also benefit
from a longitudinal design, to monitor any developmen-
tal changes in participants with typical and atypical
development.

Our findings have also clinical and educational impli-
cations. They may encourage clinicians to consider the
different roles of the processes needed to complete the
ROCFT, and to investigate the different domains of
visuospatial abilities that may underpin drawing perfor-
mance. Elucidating the underlying predictors, and ana-
lyzing strengths and weaknesses in the ROCFT
performance of children with ASD could help practi-
tioners to set goals tailored to their specific needs, choos-
ing the training activities best suited to reinforcing their
visuo-constructive skills (Mammarella et al., 2021). At
educational level, a better understanding of the predictors
of visuospatial organization and drawings abilities in
children and adolescent with ASD can help educators
devising activities tailored to the specific weaknesses of
this clinical profile. The strong contribution of fine-motor
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abilities, visuospatial processing and working memory,
which emerged from our results, points to the potential
value of educational activities not focused exclusively on
visuospatial organization and drawing skills, but also
involving these predictors, in order to reach better out-
comes. Overall, children with ASD should be taught to
go beyond details. Training underlying visuospatial abili-
ties (e.g., visuospatial WM) could contribute to help chil-
dren using local/global processing strategies more flexibly
and more adaptively based on the tasks’ requests.

In conclusion, our findings suggest that both simi-
lar (i.e., visuomotor and visuospatial processing skills)
and different abilities (spatial-simultaneous versus
spatial-sequential WM) might be involved in
explaining ROCFT performance in children and ado-
lescents with ASD and their TD peers. We also found
evidence of these two groups adopting a different
visuospatial processing style, with participants with
ASD showing a preference for a locally-oriented
processing in their drawings. Children and adolescents
with ASD may reveal strengths and weaknesses in per-
forming the ROCFT which may differ from those of
the typical population.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT
Open Access Funding provided by Universita degli Studi
di Padova within the CRUI-CARE Agreement.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
The data that support the findings of this study are avail-
able from the corresponding author upon reasonable
request.

ORCID
Ramona Cardillo https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6891-
0690

REFERENCES
American Psychiatric Association. (2000). Diagnostic and statistical

manual of mental disorders (4th ed.). American Psychiatric
Association.

American Psychiatric Association (Ed.). (2013). DSM-5. Diagnostic and
statistical manual of mental disorders (5th ed.). American Psychiat-
ric Association.

Batjes, D. M. (2019). Unravelling the role of cognitive mechanisms in
visuoconstruction: Rey Osterrieth complex figure reconsidered
(Master’s thesis).

Beery, K. E. (2004). Beery VMI: The Beery-Buktenica developmental
test of visual-motor integration. Pearson.

Booth, R. (2006). Local-global processing and cognitive style in autism
spectrum disorders and typical development (doctoral dissertation).
King’s College London.

Cardillo, R., Erbì, C., & Mammarella, I. C. (2020). Spatial perspective-
taking in children with autism spectrum disorders: The predictive
role of visuospatial and motor abilities. Frontiers in Human Neuro-
science, 14, 208.

Cardillo, R., Lanfranchi, S., & Mammarella, I. C. (2020). A cross-task
comparison on visuospatial processing in autism spectrum disor-
ders. Autism, 24(3), 765–779.

Cardillo, R., Menazza, C., & Mammarella, I. C. (2018). Vis-
uoconstructive abilities and visuospatial memory in autism spec-
trum disorder without intellectual disability: Is the role of local
bias specific to the cognitive domain tested? Neuropsychology,
32(7), 822–834.

Cardillo, R., Vio, C., & Mammarella, I. C. (2020). A comparison of
local-global visuospatial processing in autism spectrum disorder,
nonverbal learning disability, ADHD and typical development.
Research in Developmental Disabilities, 103, 103682.

Caron, M. J., Mottron, L., Berthiaume, C., & Dawson, M. (2006). Cog-
nitive mechanisms, specificity and neural underpinnings of visuo-
spatial peaks in autism. Brain: A Journal of Neurology, 129, 1789–
1802.

Chan, A. S., Cheung, M. C., Han, Y. M., Sze, S. L., Leung, W. W.,
Man, H. S., & To, C. Y. (2009). Executive function deficits and
neural discordance in children with autism spectrum disorders.
Clinical Neurophysiology, 120(6), 1107–1115.

Conway, A. R., Kane, M. J., Bunting, M. F., Hambrick, D. Z.,
Wilhelm, O., & Engle, R. W. (2005). Working memory span tasks:
A methodological review and user’s guide. Psychonomic Bulletin &
Review, 12(5), 769–786.

Desaunay, P., Briant, A. R., Bowler, D. M., Ring, M., Gérardin, P.,
Baleyte, J. M., & Guillery-Girard, B. (2020). Memory in autism
spectrum disorder: A meta-analysis of experimental studies. Psy-
chological Bulletin, 146(5), 377.

D’Souza, D., Booth, R., Connolly, M., Happé, F., & Karmiloff-Smith, A.
(2016). Rethinking the concepts of ‘local or global processors’: Evi-
dence from Williams syndrome, down syndrome, and autism Spec-
trum disorders. Developmental Science, 19(3), 452–468.

Edgin, J. O., & Pennington, B. F. (2005). Spatial cognition in autism
spectrum disorders: Superior, impaired, or just intact? Journal of
Autism and Developmental Disorders, 35(6), 729–745.

Fastame, M. C. (2020). Visual and spatial working memory skills impli-
cated in copying and drawing from memory of the Rey-Osterrieth
complex figure: What relationship in school-aged children? Cogni-
tive Development, 53, 100826.

Fox, J. (2003). Effect displays in R for generalised linear models. Jour-
nal of Statistical Software, 8, 1–27.

Freeman, R. Q., Giovannetti, T., Lamar, M., Cloud, B. S.,
Stern, R. A., Kaplan, E., & Libon, D. J. (2000).
Visuoconstructional problems in dementia: Contribution of execu-
tive systems functions. Neuropsychology, 14(3), 415–426.

Frisk, V., Jakobson, L. S., Knight, R. M., & Robertson, B. (2005).
Copy and recall performance of 6-8-year-old children after stan-
dard vs. step-by-step administration of the Rey-Osterrieth complex
figure. Child Neuropsychology, 11(2), 135–152.

Fujii, D. E., Lloyd, H. A., & Miyamoto, K. (2000). The salience of
visuospatial and organizational skills in reproducing the Rey-
Osterreith complex figure in subjects with high and low IQs. The
Clinical Neuropsychologist, 14(4), 551–554.

Gallagher, C., & Burke, T. (2007). Age, gender and IQ effects on the
Rey-Osterrieth complex figure test. British Journal of Clinical Psy-
chology, 46(1), 35–45.

Giofrè, D., & Mammarella, I. C. (2014). The relationship between
working memory and intelligence in children: Is the scoring proce-
dure important? Intelligence, 46, 300–310.

Green, R. R., Bigler, E. D., Froehlich, A., Prigge, M. B.,
Travers, B. G., Cariello, A. N., & Lainhart, J. E. (2016). Beery
VMI performance in autism spectrum disorder. Child Neuropsy-
chology, 22(7), 795–817.

Hamilton, C. J., Mammarella, I. C., & Giofrè, D. (2018). Autistic-like
traits in children are associated with enhanced performance in a
qualitative visual working memory task. Autism Research, 11(11),
1494–1499.

CARDILLO ET AL. 1321

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6891-0690
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6891-0690
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6891-0690


Happé, F., & Frith, U. (2006). The weak coherence account: Detail-
focused cognitive style in autism spectrum disorders. Journal of
Autism and Developmental Disorders, 36, 5–25.

Henderson, S. E., Sugden, D. A., and Barnett, A. L. (2007). Movement
assessment battery for children: (movement ABC-2), 2nd
Ed. London: The Psychological Corporation. (Italian version:
Biancotto, M., Borean, M., Bravar, L., Pelamatti, G. M., Stefania
Zoia, S., 2013).

Jolliffe, T., & Baron-Cohen, S. (1997). Are people with autism and
Asperger syndrome faster than normal on the embedded figures
test? Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 38(5), 527–534.

Kaltner, S., & Jansen, P. (2014). Mental rotation and motor perfor-
mance in children with developmental dyslexia. Research in Devel-
opmental Disabilities, 35, 741–754.

Kercood, S., Grskovic, J. A., Banda, D., & Begeske, J. (2014). Working
memory and autism: A review of literature. Research in Autism
Spectrum Disorders, 8(10), 1316–1332.

Korkman, M., Kirk, U., & Kemp, S. (2007). NEPSY-II: Clinical and
interpretive manual. The Psychological Corporation.

Kuschner, E. S., Bennetto, L., & Yost, K. (2007). Patterns of nonverbal
cognitive functioning in young children with autism spectrum dis-
orders. Journal of Autism and Developmental Disorders, 37(5),
795–807.

Kuschner, E. S., Bodner, K. E., & Minshew, N. J. (2009). Local
vs. global approaches to reproducing the Rey Osterrieth complex
figure by children, adolescents, and adults with high-functioning
autism. Autism Research, 2, 348–358.

Lecerf, T., & De Ribaupierre, A. (2005). Recognition in a visuospatial
memory task: The effect of presentation. European Journal of Cog-
nitive Psychology, 17(1), 47–75.

Lidstone, D. E., Miah, F. Z., Poston, B., Beasley, J. F., & Dufek, J. S.
(2020). Manual dexterity in children with autism spectrum disor-
der: A cross-syndrome approach. Research in Autism Spectrum
Disorders, 73, 101546.

Liu, T., & Breslin, C. M. (2013). Fine and gross motor performance of
the MABC-2 by children with autism spectrum disorder and typi-
cally developing children. Research in Autism Spectrum Disorders,
7(10), 1244–1249.

Lopez, C., Tchanturia, K., Stahl, D., Booth, R., Holliday, J., &
Treasure, J. (2008). An examination of the concept of central
coherence in women with anorexia nervosa. International Journal
of Eating Disorders, 41, 143–152.

Macizo, P., Soriano, M. F., & Paredes, N. (2016). Phonological and
visuospatial working memory in autism spectrum disorders. Jour-
nal of Autism and Developmental Disorders, 46(9), 2956–2967.

Mammarella, I. C., Cardillo, R., & Broitman, J. (2021). Understanding
nonverbal learning disability: A guide to symptoms, management,
and treatment. Routledge.

Mammarella, I. C., Cardillo, R., & Zoccante, L. (2019). Differences in
visuospatial processing in individuals with nonverbal learning dis-
ability or autism spectrum disorder without intellectual disability.
Neuropsychology, 33(1), 123–134.

Mammarella, I. C., Caviola, S., Giofrè, D., & Szûcs, D. (2018). The
underlying structure of visuospatial working memory in children
with mathematical learning disability. British Journal of Develop-
mental Psychology, 36, 220–235.

Mammarella, I. C., Pazzaglia, F., & Cornoldi, C. (2008). Evidence for
different components in children’s visuospatial working memory.
British Journal of Developmental Psychology, 26(3), 337–355.

McKenzie, K., Murray, A. L., Wilkinson, A., Murray, G. C.,
Metcalfe, D., O’Donnell, M., & McCarty, K. (2018). The relations
between processing style, autistic-like traits, and emotion recogni-
tion in individuals with and without autism Spectrum disorder.
Personality and Individual Differences, 120, 1–6.

McManus, I. C., Chamberlain, R., Loo, P. W., Rankin, Q.,
Riley, H., & Brunswick, N. (2010). Art students who cannot draw:
Exploring the relations between drawing ability, visual memory,

accuracy of copying, and dyslexia. Psychology of Aesthetics, Crea-
tivity, and the Arts, 4(1), 18–30.

Mitrushina, M., Boone, K. B., Razani, J., & D’Elia, L. F. (2005).Hand-
book of normative data for neuropsychological assessment. Oxford
University Press.

Morra, S., & Panesi, S. (2017). From scribbling to drawing: The role of
working memory. Cognitive Development, 43, 142–158.

Mottron, L., Dawson, M., Soulieres, I., Hubert, B., & Burack, J.
(2006). Enhanced perceptual functioning in autism: An update,
and eight principles of autistic perception. Journal of Autism and
Developmental Disorders, 36(1), 27–43.

Narzisi, A., Muratori, F., Calderoni, S., Fabbro, F., & Urgesi, C.
(2013). Neuropsychological profile in high functioning autism
spectrum disorders. Journal of Autism and Developmental Disor-
ders, 43(8), 1895–1909.

Navon, D. (1977). Forest before trees: The precedence of global features
in visual perception. Cognitive Psychology, 9, 353–383.

Nydén, A., Niklasson, L., Stahlberg, O., Anckarsater, H., Wentz, E.,
Rastam, M., & Gillberg, C. (2010). Adults with autism spectrum
disorders and ADHD neuropsychological aspects. Research in
Developmental Disabilities, 31, 1659–1668.

Oliver, K. (2013). Visual, motor, and visual-motor integration difficul-
ties in students with autism spectrum disorders. Georgia State
University.

Ozonoff, S., & Strayer, D. L. (2001). Further evidence of intact working
memory in autism. Journal of Autism and Developmental Disor-
ders, 31(3), 257–263.

Panesi, S., & Morra, S. (2016). Drawing a dog: The role of working
memory and executive function. Journal of Experimental Child
Psychology, 152, 1–11.

Prior, M., & Hoffmann, W. (1990). Brief report: Neuropsychological test-
ing of autistic children through an exploration with frontal lobe tests.
Journal of Autism and Developmental Disorders, 20(4), 581–590.

R Core Team. (2019). R: A language and environment for statistical
computing. http://www.r-project.org/.

Rey, A. (1941). L’examen psychologique dans les cas d’encephalopathie
traumatique (Les problemes) [Psychological examination in cases
of traumatic encepholopathy. Problems]. Archives de Psychologie,
28, 215–285.

Rey, A. (1968). Epreuves mnesiques et d’apprentissage [Tests of memory
and learning]. Delachaux et Niestle.

Ring, M., Guillery-Girard, B., Quinette, P., Gaigg, S. B., &
Bowler, D. M. (2020). Short-term memory span and cross-
modality integration in younger and older adults with and without
autism Spectrum disorder. Autism Research, 13(11), 1970–1984.

Rohde, M. S., Georgescu, A. L., Vogeley, K., Fimmers, R., & Falter-
Wagner, C. M. (2018). Absence of sex differences in mental rota-
tion performance in autism spectrum disorder. Autism, 22(7),
855–865.

Ropar, D., & Mitchell, P. (2001). Susceptibility to illusions and perfor-
mance on visuospatial tasks in individuals with autism. The Jour-
nal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry and Allied Disciplines,
42(4), 539–549.

Rutter, M., Le Couteur, A., & Lord, C. (2005). ADI-R: Autism diagnos-
tic interview – Revised. Giunti OS Special Organization.

Salvadori, E., Dieci, F., Caffarra, P., & Pantoni, L. (2019). Qualitative
evaluation of the immediate copy of the Rey–Osterrieth complex
figure: Comparison between vascular and degenerative MCI
patients. Archives of Clinical Neuropsychology, 34(1), 14–23.

Schreiber, H. E., Javorsky, D. J., Robinson, J. E., & Stern, R. A.
(1999). Rey-Osterrieth complex figure performance in adults with
attention deficit hyperactivity disorder: A validation study of the
Boston qualitative scoring system. The Clinical Neuropsychologist,
13(4), 509–520.

Semino, S., Zanobini, M., & Usai, M. C. (2021). Visual memory profile
in children with high functioning autism. Applied Neuropsychol-
ogy: Child, 10(1), 26–36.

1322 CARDILLO ET AL.

http://www.r-project.org/


Senese, V. P., De Lucia, N., & Conson, M. (2015). Cognitive predictors
of copying and drawing from memory of the Rey-Osterrieth com-
plex figure in 7- to 10-year-old children. The Clinical Neuropsy-
chologist, 29(1), 118–132.

Shah, A., & Frith, U. (1993). Why do autistic individuals show superior
performance on the block design task? Journal of Child Psychology
and Psychiatry, 34, 1351–1364.

Shi, R., & Conrad, S. A. (2009). Correlation and regression analysis.
Annals of Allergy Asthma Immunology, 103(4), 34–41.

Shin, M. S., Park, S. Y., Park, S. R., Seol, S. H., & Kwon, J. S. (2006).
Clinical and empirical applications of the Rey–Osterrieth complex
figure test. Nature Protocols, 1(2), 892–899.

Smith, S. R., & Zahka, N. E. (2006). Relationship between accuracy
and organizational approach on the Rey-Osterrieth complex figure
and the differential ability scales: A pilot investigation. Child Neu-
ropsychology, 12(6), 383–390.

Somerville, J., Tremont, G., & Stern, R. A. (2000). The Boston qualita-
tive scoring system as a measure of executive functioning in Rey-
Osterrieth complex figure performance. Journal of Clinical and
Experimental Neuropsychology, 22(5), 613–621.

Stern, R. A., Singer, E. A., Duke, L. M., Singer, N. G., Morey, C. E.,
Daughtrey, E. W., & Kaplan, E. (1994). The Boston qualitative scor-
ing system for the Rey-Osterrieth complex figure: Description and
interrater reliability. The Clinical Neuropsychologist, 8(3), 309–322.

Swenson, R., Bettcher, B. M., Barr, W. B., Campbell-Marsh., &
Libon, D. J. (2013). Visuoconstructional test performance and pro-
cess approach application: Block design, object assembly and the
Rey-Osterrieth Complex Figure. In L. Ashendorf, R. Swenson, &
D. J. Libon (Eds.), The Boston process approach to neuropsycho-
logical assessment: A practitioner’s guide (pp. 249–270). New
York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Trojano, L., Fragassi, N. A., Chiacchio, L., Izzo, O., Izzo, G.,
Cesare, G. D., & Grossi, D. (2004). Relationships between con-
structional and visuospatial abilities in normal subjects and in
focal brain-damaged patients. Journal of Clinical and Experimental
Neuropsychology, 26(8), 1103–1112.

Troyer, A. K., & Wishart, H. A. (1997). A comparison of qualitative
scoring systems for the Rey-Osterrieth complex figure test. The
Clinical Neuropsychologist, 11(4), 381–390.

Van der Hallen, R., Evers, K., Brewaeys, K., Van den
Noortgate, W., & Wagemans, J. (2015). Global processing takes

time: A meta-analysis on local–global visual processing in ASD.
Psychological Bulletin, 141(3), 549–573.

Van Gilder, J. L., Lohse, K. R., Duff, K., Wang, P., & Schaefer, S. Y.
(2021). Evidence for associations between Rey-Osterrieth complex
figure test and motor skill learning in older adults. Acta
Psychologica, 214, 103261.

Wang, Y., Zhang, Y. B., Liu, L. L., Cui, J. F., Wang, J.,
Shum, D. H., & Chan, R. C. (2017). A meta-analysis of working
memory impairments in autism spectrum disorders. Neuropsychol-
ogy Review, 27(1), 46–61.

Weber, R. C., Riccio, C. A., & Cohen, M. J. (2013). Does Rey complex
figure copy performance measure executive function in children?
Applied Neuropsychology: Child, 2(1), 6–12.

Wechsler, D. (2003). Wechsler intelligence scale for children—Fourth
edition (WISC-IV). The Psychological Corporation.

Wechsler, D. (2008). Wechsler adult intelligence scale—Fourth edition
(WAIS–IV). NCS Pearson.

World Health Organization. (1992). The ICD-10 classification of mental
and behavioural disorders: Clinical descriptions and diagnostic
guidelines. Author.

Zandt, F., Prior, M., & Kyrios, M. (2009). Similarities and differences
between children and adolescents with autism spectrum disorder
and those with obsessive compulsive disorder: Executive function-
ing and repetitive behaviour. Autism, 13(1), 43–57.

Zappullo, I., Conson, M., Zoccolotti, P., Trojano, L., & Senese, V. P.
(2020). Building blocks and drawing figures is not the same: Neu-
ropsychological bases of block design and Rey figure drawing in
typically developing children. Child Neuropsychology, 1-19,
371–389.

How to cite this article: Cardillo, R., Lievore, R., &
Mammarella, I. C. (2022). Do children with and
without autism spectrum disorder use different
visuospatial processing skills to perform the Rey–
Osterrieth complex figure test? Autism Research,
15(7), 1311–1323. https://doi.org/10.1002/aur.2717

CARDILLO ET AL. 1323

https://doi.org/10.1002/aur.2717

	Do children with and without autism spectrum disorder use different visuospatial processing skills to perform the Rey-Oster...
	INTRODUCTION
	Assessing visuospatial organization abilities using ROCFT in ASD
	Visuospatial processes underlying the reproduction of the ROCFT
	The present study

	METHODS
	Participants
	Materials
	Visuospatial organization abilities
	Manual dexterity
	Visual perception
	Mental rotation
	Visuospatial working memory
	Visuospatial processing

	Procedure
	Statistical approach

	RESULTS
	Preliminary analyses
	Correlation analyses
	Regression analyses
	ROCFT copy
	ROCFT recall


	DISCUSSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENT
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


