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Abstract

This research assessed event-related potentials (ERPs) elicited during the processing of dif-

ferent kinds of visual stimuli among children with Autism Spectrum Disorder (ASD) (n = 15)

and typically developing (TD) children (n = 19). Within a simple visual oddball paradigm, par-

ticipating children passively viewed fruit and vegetable images that were used as standard

stimuli in addition to images of these foods with their usual colors modified to create novel

stimuli and cartoon depictions of these images (i.e., “deviant” stimuli). Analyses revealed

significant main effect differences between the groups for P100, N100 and P300 compo-

nents; ASD group children showing longer P100 latencies, weaker N100 amplitudes and

larger P300 amplitudes than did the TD group. A Group x Hemisphere interaction also

emerged for N400 amplitudes but differences were not significant in simple-effects analy-

ses. Together these results suggested children with ASD may be characterized by lower

attention resource allocation and engagement during early stages of processing visual sti-

muli. However, ERPs in later processing stages suggested children with ASD and TD chil-

dren have similar neural responses in attending to visual images as stimulus presentations

continue.

Introduction

According to the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders–Fifth Edition [1],

Autism Spectrum Disorder (ASD) is a severe developmental disorder characterized by deficits

in social interaction and communication in addition to stereotyped, repetitive behaviors and

restricted interests. People with ASD experience difficulty changing the focus of initial atten-

tion, establishing rules, and/or generating solutions because of stereotyped and repetitive

behavior that impair flexibility and executive functioning [2,3]. In addition, children with ASD

can show indifference or lack of curiosity and motivation regarding their surroundings and

changes in context.

Some researchers have identified deficits in sensory information processing modalities

among people with ASD [4–9] in addition to modality impairments related to intolerance of

change [10]. Deficits in auditory [4–6] and visual [7–9] modalities interfere with novel
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stimulus processing. As such, these deficits may contribute to associated disturbances in

behavior and intolerance of changes [10–12]. Specifically, impaired connectivity within poste-

rior sensory modalities can affect specific attention systems [7,13,14] during exposure to exter-

nal stimuli, though it is not entirely clear when and how associated perceptual disturbances

emerge.

People with ASD can also “over-process” information to successfully differentiate target

and novel stimuli while experiencing difficulties processing novel events due to perceptual

abnormalities [7]. For them, effective processing requires more effort and resources, though

lesions within some brain areas may impede processing goals. Furthermore, persons with ASD

can be over-sensitive to changes in visual stimuli [8] and show potential deficits in the auto-

matic processing of changing stimuli [12]. Consequently, even when these individuals exert

more effort in processing stimuli accurately, performance may be impaired compared with

that of typically developing (TD) people.

In the present study, we attempted to identify neural abnormalities in the course of process-

ing different types of visual stimuli among children with ASD in addition to neural markers of

possible compensatory strategies used to reduce possible impairments in visual information

processing affected persons can display. Indifference to environments that children with

autism show does not necessarily mean that they lack neural responsiveness to identify

changes in stimuli or the emergence of novelty compared to TD children. Although people

with ASD have difficulties tolerating changes, behaviorally, they can focus on tasks that they

like or are required to do [4,7].

During the past decade, researchers have increasingly used various imaging methods to

identify neural markers of information-processing deficits and capacities in ASD groups.

Event-related potentials (ERPs) have been used to examine neural responses during the time

course of stimulus events with higher temporal resolution than alternative strategies such as

functional magnetic resonance imaging. In this research, we assessed ERPs elicited during

early and later stages of visual stimulus presentations to identify neural correlates of informa-

tion-processing among children with ASD versus TD children.

Early ERPs, including P100 and N100 components, are indices of initial attention that can

be affected by exogenous attributes of stimuli [15] and can affect later stages of stimulus pro-

cessing [9]. P100 is closely related to selective attention and the consumption of attention

resources [16] while N100 is said to reflect attention orientation and/or early engagement [17];

people with ASD may require more attention resources in processing novelty and can display

low selectivity for distinct stimulus categories [18]. More specifically, lesions to the lateral

extra-striate cortex within this group are associated with abnormal early ERPs vis a vis occipi-

tal-parietal areas [19,20]. Such deficits may illustrate comparatively lower consumption of

attention resources, low selectivity between stimulus classes, and impairments in early orient-

ing of attention to newly appearing visual stimuli.

In later processing stages, children with ASD may also show significant differences in P300,

MMN and N400 components compared to TD children. P300 amplitudes have positive corre-

lations with allocation of attention resources, stimulus recognition, and updating of working

memory [21–23]. Longer P300 latencies can reflect higher levels of task difficulty. P300 in-

cludes subcomponents that reflect initial detection, reactions to, and evaluations of visual sti-

muli [24] and has been used as a neural marker for damage of cognitive processing capacities

among disabled patients. For instance, low P300 amplitudes and long P300 latencies in pa-

tients with Alzheimer’s disease indicate the presence of impairments in cognitive functioning

[25]; conversely, shorter latencies of the P3a subcomponent as well as larger P3b subcomponent

amplitudes and longer P3b latencies elicited by target stimuli among patients with Parkinson’s

disease reflect deficits of automatic processing [26]. Together these studies underscore the utility
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of P300 as a neural marker for impairments in cognitive processing due to disease-related brain

damage.

While N100 and P100 are related to initial orienting and attentional capture, P300 can be

used as an index of sustained attention [7,27,28]. Given that groups with ASD and TD groups

do not generally show significant differences in the P3b component [29,30], impairments

within the former group may not reflect sustained attention. Instead, group differences in

P100 and N100 [18–20] suggest that problems related to ASD are more prominent in relation

to initial orienting of attention that may be compensated for later stages involving sustained

attention, at least when attention performance is comparable between children with ASD and

TD children.

Aside from the pattern delineated above, in the present study fixed attributes of visual sti-

muli were altered to create deviant stimuli and novel stimuli. Within such contexts, mismatch

negativity (MMN) might be evoked and is of interest. When incoming stimuli and representa-

tions of preceding stimuli in memory differ, MMN can be evoked by the deviant stimuli.

MMN reflects an automatic response during such comparisons. When differences between

these stimuli are larger, MMN amplitudes may also be larger. For example, in research on

schizophrenia, MMN abnormalities suggest impaired automatic processing capacities [31].

MMN effects are often elicited within Oddball paradigms that feature novel stimuli with small

probabilities; as such, MMN may be regarded as the specific marker for responsiveness to

novel stimuli that has key implications for survival. Other functions reflected in MMN include

attention resource allocation and pre-attention changes in the detection process that do not

require active participation [32].

Earlier work on visual mismatch responses of children with autism compared to TD chil-

dren suggested that the former group is hypersensitive to deviance in visual stimulus patterns

[32]. Cléry et al proposed that children with autism have general deficits in change detection

processing that result in intolerance of changes [8]. However, within the oddball paradigm

used in this study, children passively attended to visual stimuli and were not required to gener-

ate particular responses upon exposure to novel visual images. Within this context of compara-

tively low task demands, children with ASD were not expected to differ from TD children on

MMN.

Finally, assuming that attention deficits of people with ASD are more prominent in early

information processing stages, possible compensatory mechanisms may emerge during later

stages of processing. Some research suggests people with autism prefer visual strategies over

verbal strategies to facilitate processing. For example, when inner speech is limited, visual-spa-

tial strategies that involve articulator suppression are used more effectively among individuals

with ASD [33]. Presumably, then, children with ASD may rely less on semantic strategies than

visual-spatial strategies during late stages of processing visual stimuli. Because the N400 com-

ponent has been the focus of numerous studies on principles of language processing, it may

reflect, in part, the degree to which semantic processing, semantic ambiguity, and mental

imagery are involved in late stages of visual image processing. Hence, if difference strategies

are used to process visual stimuli in late stages, children with ASD and TD children might be

expected to differ on the N400 component.

In summary, this study focused on cortical activation during the presentation of standard,

deviant, and novel visual images to identify possible neural markers differentiating children

from ASD from TD children. As outlined above, we expected these groups to show ERP differ-

ences in early stages of visual stimulus processing, with the former group showing longer laten-

cies and/or weaker amplitudes on P100 and N100 components, reflecting possible deficits in

orienting, allocation, and capture of initial attention. Conversely, children with ASD and TD

children were not expected to differ on ERPs elicited during later stages of stimulus processing
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reflecting sustained attention or responses to change and novelty (i.e., parietal-occipital P300,

central-parietal MMN). Finally, as a reflection of possible differences in preferences for using

imagery versus semantic strategies in late processing stages, children with ASD and controls

were expected to differ on the N400 component in a manner suggesting the former group

relied more heavily on visuospatial than semantic strategies in processing task-related images.

Methods

Ethics statement

The study was approved by Southwest University Human Research Institutional Review

Board. All parents of participating children and participating children themselves provided

written informed consent to engage in the research.

Participants

Fifteen children with ASD (13 boys, 2 girls) from 3.92 to 8 years of age (M = 5.40 years,

SD = 1.22) were assessed. This group included children with autistic disorder or Asperger syn-

drome who had no co-morbid diagnoses. In addition, 19 gender-matched typically developing

(TD) children from 4.0 to 6.5 years of age (M = 5.5 years, SD = 0.78) were included as controls.

There was no statistically significant age difference between these groups (p> .05). Further-

more, patterns of significant results did not differ from those summarized below after drop-

ping the youngest or oldest member of the ASD group. Two TD participants were excluded

due to too few usable segments of EEG data as the result of recording artifacts (< 38 segments),

leaving 17 TD participants.

ASD participants were recruited from a rehabilitation center for children with autism at a

local hospital and were diagnosed by a licensed clinician using the Autism Diagnostic Inter-

view (ADI-R; mean Social, 27.3 ± 9; Communication, 19.3 ± 3; RRB, 7.9 ± 3) and Children’s

Autism Rating Scale (CARS; mean standard deviation: 37.3 ± 2; threshold for ASD = 30). They

also underwent a medical evaluation by a developmental pediatrician to rule out comorbid

medical conditions. TD children with evidence of a current or past neurological disorder, seri-

ous head injury, or seizures were excluded from the research. All participants in both groups

had normal or corrected-to-normal vision.

Experimental procedure and stimulus materials

In the formal study, all participants were first taught the included fruits and vegetables for 30

minutes followed by a initial recognition task to assess group differences in memory of newly

learned stimulus materials. Accuracy rates in initial recognition were virtually identical be-

tween groups [ASD group: M = 0.76, SD = 0.06; TD group: M = 0.76, SD = 0.08, t = 0.09,

p = 0.93]. This finding suggested there were no obvious group differences in task-related atten-

tion, recognition or articulation capacities. Subsequently, a second 30 minute learning phase

was undertaken to ensure all children had mastered recognizing each fruit and vegetable to be

presented in the formal study. Fruit and vegetable images were then selected at random pre-

sented from a book and children were required to recognize them with 100% accuracy before

proceeding on to the formal task. All children were able to achieve this criterion, a finding that

bolsters support for the absence of group or age-related differences in gross, task-related infor-

mation processing capacities.

During the formal study task, three categories of fruit and vegetable images were presented

as participants passively viewed them. First, 400 pictures of real fruit and vegetables were

defined as “Standard stimuli” (50% probability of occurrence). Second, 200 cartoon images of
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fruit and vegetables were regarded as “Deviant stimuli” (25% probability of occurrence).

Third, 200 images of fruit and vegetables with abnormal colors, (e.g., blue watermelon) were

“Novel stimuli” (25% probability of occurrence) (Fig 1). All images were 350 x 280 pixels,

matched for brightness and contrast, and presented on a white background.

For the main research task, children sat at a viewing distance 70–100 cm from a 14 inch

computer screen. Images were presented in 16 blocks of 50 trials each. Each trial comprised

one stimulus presented for 500 ms in the center of the screen followed by a 900–1100ms inter-

stimulus interval. Blocks were matched for number of standard, deviant, and novel images

which were presented in random order. There was a 1–2 minute break after each block during

which participants were asked to recall as many different fruits/vegetables as they could via

free recall. The purpose of the post-block recall task was to reinforce the importance of partici-

pants’ attending to the screen during subsequent stimulus presentations and recall results were

not recorded. On average, the task took about 34–51 minutes to complete.

EEG recordings

Electroencephalography (EEG) data were recorded from 64 scalp sites using tin electrodes

mounted in an elastic cap (Brain Products, Munich, Germany) at a 500 Hz sampling rate with

a 0.05–100 Hz bandpass filter. Electrodes in the cap were placed according to the International

10–20 system. One additional lead was affixed to the infraorbital of the right eye (as the vertical

electrooculogram (VEOG)), and also recorded ERPs of the outer canthi of the right and left

eyes [as the horizontal electrooculogram (HEOC)] and the left and right mastoid sites. EEG

signals were referenced to left and right mastoid recordings. Electrode impedances were kept

below 5 kO. In addition, in order to control for ERP effects due to unequal numbers of trials

between image types, ERPs of 200 standard stimuli were recorded.

Fig 1. Three stimulus category simple visual Oddball task. There were 16 blocks with 50 trials per block.

Participants were instructed to pay attention to all stimuli and to report the names of stimuli they had just

viewed during breaks between blocks.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0178542.g001
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Offline, data were digital bandpass filtered from 0.01 to 16 Hz (24 dB/oct), with an addi-

tional notch filter at 50Hz to suppress line activity; data were re-referenced to the average of

the left and right mastoids. All data processing steps were performed with the Vision Analyzer

2.1 (Brain Products, Gilching, Germany). Data were segmented into 800 ms duration epochs,

including a 200 ms pre-stimulus baseline recording. Trials with EEG voltages that exceeded

±100 μV were excluded from analysis. Additionally, an independent component analysis

(ICA) was used to remove ocular artifacts (blinks and saccades), and artifact rejection was per-

formed to exclude effects of muscle or recording artifacts and excessive noise.

Data analysis

Initially, mean amplitudes and latencies of N100 (40–80 ms) and P100 (80–180 ms) were ana-

lyzed. Both components were localized in occipito-parietal sites and included the following

EGI channels: P3, P5, PO3, O1 (left) and P4, P6, PO4, O2 (right). As well, P300 (320–560 ms)

and MMN (200–350 ms) components were analyzed from central-parietal and occipito-parie-

tal electrodes, respectively. Electrodes for P300 included CP1, CP3, P1, P3 and corresponding

electrodes on the right hemisphere. Electrodes for MMN included P3, P5, PO3, O1 and corre-

sponding electrodes on the right hemisphere. N400 (320–560 ms) data from the central-frontal

site ERPs included: F3, F1, FC1, FC3 and corresponding electrodes on the right hemisphere.

Group (ASD, TD) × Hemisphere (left, right) × Image Type (deviant, novel, standard) x

Electrode repeated measures analyses of variance (ANOVAs) assessed mean latency and am-

plitude effects for each component of interest. Group and Image Type were between-groups

factors while Electrode and Hemisphere were within- participants factors. In main analyses,

the p-value for significance (p< 0.01) was set to be more stringent than the conventional

p< 0.05 significance level to reduce the risk of Type I errors resulting from multiple analyses

of the five ERP components of interest. The significance level was adjusted according to sphe-

ricity violations and the Greenhouse-Geisser correction was reported. When significant inter-

actions emerged, data were analyzed with a Bonferroni-correction; student t-tests and one-

way ANOVAs were used for within simple effects analyses. Because ASD group differences

were study focus, only main effects of Group (ASD vs. TD) and their interactions with other

independent measures are presented below. A summary of all other results peripheral to the

Table 1. Effects of ASD Group and its interactions with image type, hemisphere, and electrode on ERPs during a visual oddball task.

ERP Component ASD Group1 TD Group1 Univariate Effect

M ± SE M ± SE ASD Group ASD Group x Image Type ASD Group x Hemisphere ASD Group x Electrode

P100 latencies 1.31±3.70 1.04±2.97 30.01** 0.15 0.84 0.85

P100 amplitudes 2.37±0.32 3.93±0.49 6.37 0.01 7.57* 2.69

N100 latencies 62.97±1.48 59.49±1.48 2.63 0.10 5.33 0.95

N100 amplitudes -0.02±0.12 -0.73±0.09 22.12** 0.07 1.47 3.41

P300 latencies 3.90±8.34 4.05±8.13 1.63 0.18 2.13 0.05

P300 amplitudes -1.89± 0.38 0.55±0.57 11.34** 0.03 1.68 3.59

MMN latencies 2.41±4.42 2.32±3.33 2.70 0.003 0.97 0.94

MMN amplitudes 2.99±0.46 5.25±0.70 6.44 0.002 4.25 3.34

N400 latencies -3.08±0.38 -2.70±0.73 0.19 1.04 0.02 2.68

N400 amplitudes 4.30±4.90 4.18±5.11 2.62 0.01 7.15* 2.80

1: ASD Group = Autistic Spectrum Disorder Group; TD Group = Typically Developing Group.

* p < 0.01

** p < 0.001.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0178542.t001
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main research focus can be obtained by contacting the corresponding author. All analyses

were performed using SPSS 17.0.

Results

P100 component

Table 1 summarizes ASD and TD means and standard deviations for each ERP component of

interest in addition to all main effects and interactions for Group. For P100 latencies, the sig-

nificant main effect for Group [eta = .38] indicated ASD children had slower P100 latencies on

average than TD children did. There were no significant interactions between Group and

other independent variables regarding P100 latencies (see Table 1). For P100 amplitudes, the

main effect for Group was not significant but there was a significant Group x Hemisphere

interaction [p = 0.007, eta = 0.95]; simple effects analyses of this interaction indicated the ASD

group displayed marginally smaller P100 amplitudes than TD children did in the right hemi-

sphere [ASD: M = 2.44 (SD = 3.15) vs. TD: M = 4.53 (SD = 5.12), t = -2.375, p = 0.020) but

there was no ASD group difference for the left hemisphere (ASD: M = 2.29 (SD = 3.01) vs. TD:

M = 3.33 (SD = 4.83), t = -1.240, p = 0.218) [see Fig 2].

Fig 2. Average P100, N100, MMN and P300 ERPs in response to three image types in the ASD and TD

groups.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0178542.g002
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N100 component

Regarding N100 latencies, the main effect for Group and its interactions with all other inde-

pendent variables were not significant (all p’s> .01) [see Table 1]. However, for N100 ampli-

tudes, the significant effect for Group [p< .001, eta = .33] indicated children with ASD

displayed weaker N1 amplitudes than did TD children during exposure to images. There were

no significant interactions between Group and other independent variables regarding N100

amplitudes, though the effect for ASD Group x Hemisphere approached significance

[p = 0.023,eta = 0.60].

P300 and MMN components

No significant main effects or interactions for ASD group emerged for P300 latencies How-

ever, for P300 amplitudes, the main effect for Group [p = 0.001, eta = .24] indicated children

with ASD displayed larger P300 amplitudes than did TD children during exposure to images.

No significant interactions were found between ASD group and other independent variables.

As predicted, no Group main effects or interactions were observed for the MMN component

(see Table 1).

N400 components

Regarding N400 latencies, neither the main effect for Group nor its interactions with other

independent measures were significant (Table 1). For N400 amplitudes, Table 1 also indicates

the main effect for ASD group was not significant but there was one significant interaction for

Group x Hemisphere [p< .01, eta = 0.59]. However, simple effects analyses of this interaction

did not identify significant ASD group differences in N400 amplitudes within either hemi-

sphere (p’s > .01).

Discussion

This study evaluated differences in ERP responses between children with ASD and TD chil-

dren during the course of information processing within a visual oddball paradigm. Hypothe-

ses were partially supported. Specifically, as expected, children with ASD displayed ERPs

reflecting possible deficits in initial orienting and allocation of attention resources including

slower P100 latencies, marginally weaker P100 amplitudes in the right hemisphere, and signifi-

cantly weaker N100 amplitudes. Although the hypothesized absence of group differences

regarding the MMN was also supported, children with ASD displayed comparatively stronger

P300 amplitudes during the task, contrary to predictions. Finally, although a significant overall

effect emerged for the N400 x Hemisphere interaction, simple effects analyses failed to isolate

statistically significant group differences in either hemisphere. Possible implications of each

main finding are discussed briefly below.

Past ERPs research has linked P100 and N100 components, respectively to initial attention

resource expenditures and orienting of attention [34–36]. The pattern of associated results

suggested that children with ASD were initially slower in allocating attentional resources to

the task and orienting initial attention towards visual stimuli. Reassuringly, these findings

align with initial predictions, conclusions of previous reviews [37] and past evidence linking

ASD to early ERPs abnormalities in occipital-parietal areas [19,20] in addition to research

indicating people with ASD experience impairments in the fusiform gyrus, a region involved

in the generating posterior-visual P100 and N100 responses from the lateral extrastriate cortex

[34,38–40]. Although structural causes of these deficits cannot be determined from the present

data, they do bolster evidence for neural markers of early attention deficits within the visual

Early and late stage processing abnormalities in ASD: An ERP study

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0178542 May 24, 2017 8 / 12

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0178542


modality among children with ASD. Notably, these ERP patterns did not vary as a function of

stimulus deviance or novelty in the oddball task. As such, deficits in early visual attention of

children with ASD may be general and linked to initial stimulus onsets rather than specific

and associated with novel or deviant stimulus onsets.

Finally, with respect to early ERP components, ASD children displayed comparatively

weaker P100 amplitudes localized in the right hemisphere. The associated effect sized was

large (eta = .95) but only approached statistical significance (p = 0.02). As such, the implica-

tions of this finding warrant consideration in extensions with larger samples testing the

hypothesis that initial deficits in visual attention allocation of ASD children may be more

prominent in right hemisphere which can have comparatively more involvement in visual-spa-

tial perception and processing of emotion.

In later stages of visual processing, children with ASD displayed significantly larger P300

amplitude during exposure to visual stimuli relative to TD children. The P300 has been used as

a neural marker reflecting sustained attention to target stimuli, alertness, and increased alloca-

tion of attention resources to the task at hand [7,21–23,27,28]. Past research had suggested

groups with ASD and TD groups do not generally differ on the P300 [29,30] so larger ampli-

tudes among children with ASD in this study were not expected. Conservatively, this finding

indicates children with ASD are able to sustain attention on briefly presented standard, devi-

ant, and novel visual stimuli at least as well as TD children can. Although we had predicted

ASD children might display ERPs reflecting differential processing strategies at a later stage

(i.e., N400), it is possible that comparatively larger P300 amplitudes in this group reflected an

alternate compensatory strategy reflecting sustained attention to visual stimuli following defi-

cient neural responses experienced shortly after stimulus onsets. Future work is warranted to

evaluate this conjecture.

MMN results were in line with initial predictions, as ASD and TD groups did not differ on

this component. As such, relatively automatic change detection processes may have been intact

among children with ASD compared to controls, at least in relation to a passive viewing task

that required no formal response execution from the children. This finding is at odds with past

research identifying MMN effects among children with ASD in contexts having higher task

demands [32]. Nonetheless, our results unambiguously challenge contentions from related

work that children with ASD have “general” deficits in change detection processing [8,32].

Finally, the hypothesis that groups would show differences in N400 responses to visual

images that reflect preferences for imagery versus semantic strategies in processing was not

resolved from the pattern of results. Although a significant Group x Hemisphere interaction

was observed for central-frontal N400 amplitudes, simple effects analyses of group differences

within each hemisphere were not significant. Past work indicates the N400 is sensitive to con-

ceptual features and semantic context of stimuli [41,42] that could reflect automatic semantic

priming of stimuli [43]. We assumed that groups might show differences in strategies related

to processing images based on differential use of imagery versus sematic processing strategies.

The absence of N400 differences in simple effects analyses suggested children with ASD and

TD children do not differ, at least dramatically, in their manner of processing of images at this

stage.

In summary, this research bolstered evidence for possible deficits in initial allocation and

orienting of attention to visual stimuli based on early ERPs elicited among children with ASD

compared to controls. Building upon previously reported P100 and N100 effects [37], this

research indicated such affects extend to pre-adolescent children, broader than previously

used visual stimulus arrays, and groups in an understudied cultural context (i.e., China). Con-

versely, however, children with ASD displayed larger P3 amplitudes than controls did across

stimulus categories, suggesting relative strengths related to alertness and sustained attention as
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stimulus presentations persisted. Finally, the absence of differences between children with

ASD and controls on MMN and N400 components, respectively, suggest that neural markers

related to the detection of novel stimulus events and use of semantic versus imagery-based

strategies for handling visual stimuli may be more similar than different between these groups.

Its main implications aside, this study has several limitations that should be discussed as

foundations for future extensions. First, the overall sample size was comparable to that of

other ERP studies on autism but was also relatively small. Coupled with the use of a more strin-

gent than conventional significance cutoff to reduce the risk for Type I errors, the small N

ensured that any detected effects had medium or large effect sizes. Extensions with larger sam-

ples may provide more statistical power to detect subtle ERP differences between these groups

or interactions with other factors.

Second, although groups did not differ in age, the ASD group had a wider age range than

the TD group did. Fortunately, comprehension and recognition of the stimulus materials was

not affected by age or ASD status and results were similar after dropping the youngest or older

member of the ASD group from analyses. Nonetheless, extensions might focus upon and com-

pare narrower age bands to clarify possible developmental differences. Third, because results

may not generalize beyond the current paradigm (i.e., passive viewing in a visual oddball task),

extensions are warranted to tasks requiring active responses to visual stimuli (e.g., tasks requir-

ing speed or decision-making). On a related note, inconclusive N400 results point to the need

for follow-up studies that evaluate use of semantic versus imagery-based strategies in process-

ing standard versus novel information.
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