OHREIERE 2018, Vol. 26, No. 1, 26-41
Advances in Psychological Science DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1042.2018.00026

* % o4 (Meta-Analysis) ©

BAEIERESENELN IS
— R RB TN

MiEs EEAX WAF % B ETEE D
CHIALAR B 52 8 5.0 BB T S0, Srb I B B, I 430079)

W E AEHREEBREEN G A ERR SRR AREL—, 2R —ERHARLN: AWEEZE
BB R AL S, AR AW B SR T B AR T AME A B AR E Y ABFRE A ST, 4 A @ LAL s K
o BRI Ao B e AR I AE H 2 R R F, KT A MEE R ERE @I T EAE S, BE MRS E A E,
A 27 B R LKA N R LT, H P AR R AL W] A R 43 ANk 5 AON B (1343 A), TR IEALE A
AR 36 MRIHHEF(112 A). SRAI, A WS AR IRy 2001 23 FE@K4d
—0.75), 122 WL A H RN IR B E £ F(d=-029). AFRELIELI: F8(d s =089, dsn =
—-0.04). WILFE(d s =—0.79,dwz = 0.31)2F ARt ARIF 69 ZAN 18], SF8(d ve =040, d xn =—0.56).
TEET(dor =0.63,d ree =—0.62)FETERTHEERM( se =027, d rue =—0.51). O MEHEERLE
(d 59 =043, d wpnpe =—0.65)F1E 57 R(d hanw =—0.48, d wsws = 0.90) 12 vk A X 38 2R 44 JE AL 1],
T4 R AR IEA TGN A Ko B WE# & AT H 694847,

KA AMEE AR, B @ILWI; TN R

HHES R395

1 51§ FRAE, BUFHTRAN T AL 507 TR B2 1 2 WP (E AR
M, EER, BREEE, WAOE, 2016). ULAh, ORZNAE
— 5 TR B URAME GE TN g M R BB, &
WL AL ARIRS S ASD & AT AL N T 55,
15 ) AR BF 55 % 10 56 1 (Falok-Yter, Bolte, &
Gredeback, 2013; Falck-Ytter, Carlstrom, &
Johansson, 2015; Moriuchi, Klin, & Jones, 2017),
11 BHELRESREEANISE
AL IS AT 5 N 22 [0 A 38 A2 i 1Y) o
B, R s Rt aE R, WIrEH
FEAZ A o HA R S A MR PR
G R A b 24 22 R AS AL (R B i,
NTET LN T e, HOGHE b2 & 2 iy 4k 5 1
VR B 2017-04-28 W38, e TR I e o5 B R R XL, U
* NB RS 0 B A R AL 4 TR S (e P Y K A 2K 45 11 FL P a9 %k 2 {5 B (Tanaka, Lincoln, &
IR A PR PR IEARIL S Hegg 2003). fHE4F %) ASD #H Ukt 2 1E BI04
P78 (CONUI16A02025) 881, Bi % B, ASD # Ll AT Z W 2 (5 6, 1

WEMEH: TAR>2%, E-mail: fxwang@mail.ccnu.edu.cn; ‘ . - )
X411, E-mail: hsliupsycho@263.net HRE 2 0 A i b T N AL T{I%ﬁi(Chlta-

F PAE % R B 7% (Autism  Spectrum disorders,
ASD) 2 —F i UL B8k 7 0 R R A, E
10 B RBAF LT, BB ENNTZ %
(BRI AR, M4, 5k H 5., 2011; Szatmari, 2011,
Sun et al., 2015). G2 W7 BN £, HANIT
it 38 B BE A M BE ST o X5 St 4 B &%
F 8T SRS AT EWIEAN, W H LS
FN LU BB A, ARIBOCIEA AR M H B A
o MERHEIEL, IR ARBER WS HAER
AFCHL I 5T 22 40 L B R ik L2 W IR g A8 s A

26
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Tegmark, 2016), HARKL, ASD 2 5% i@ A AL H
FUmT A 200, mHEA i, FE
FEITE 1A MR I R AR DIl . AF A9 A ASD
4 [v) [0 T L 9 A 2 5 R 32 5 0% BRI R g
(Chawarska & Shic, 2009; Guiraud et al., 2012; Hanley,
McPhillips, Mulhern, & Riby, 2013); 54 W58 %
B ASD # [lBEARI, o2 WS ST A 2R B
#MZ(Klin, Jones, Schultz, Volkmar, & Cohen, 2002);
A —EB 5358 W K ASD 2 [RLRENR G, WEHK
HEA S8 A %A 25 (van der Geest, Kemner,
Verbaten, & van Engeland, 2002), VAT %54 S {E
BERSIEA S AR ASD 2 0y FLAZ O X sl 1
FE R

111 BAgEBHIER?

AWFFEEINA, ASD LN T 55 1) %
Jo R oA 28 A R (e 2 4, B[l Sk ARG . W
X R 2E R F W X ALE IS, 2013; Dalton,
Nacewicz, Alexander, & Davidson, 2007; Falck-Ytter
& von Hofsten, 2010; Wagner, Hirsch, Vogel-Farley,
Redcay, & Nelson, 2013), ASD i 4% L HFHE B
kb TIRERE AT, B RAIRZH ISR B AIAEE B
B D0 G T AL F, 2 R R I P RE A AT T L
TR, SRR G 0 s L A% O R A e}
% | &1 FIEHT X 35k (Pelphrey et al., 2002)., Nakano
FQ010) kM, SEEPRHMFIHELFTREA
FHEE, ASD HEHEZ MK R bk, FR5EE
o E R, BT M AL A E B A 1
B, A WS KV B -5 2 (preferential looking
paradigm) & 3, ASD %1 )L 413+ 1 18 i JLA]
FIZE, AR L2 — R S F - E it
& & 1 X I8 (Pierce, Conant, Hazin, Stoner, & Desmond,
2011). ASD HFESATEFLIN T4 &5 BB}, 5
THHREFAE 43 B 82 IR [0 (fusiform face area)ffisi [X 3
TG FERERAR, 0w & o 8 Ak 2 RRAE AR BB
X, T 4G 1) H Al AR #E & M1 B (Falck-Ytter &
von Hofsten, 2010), £ I frik, ASD & HEin T4t
258, PRl AT D LR L AR gk
FhofE BAEE IR
112 EMMEEIRAREKER?

H 2 — T AR 3 SR 9 A 0 . FIE 3 A
AHLG, ASD 7 [l AR A, B 2o 0 M 3 IX 4k,
B MEIR AT A2 — At (5 B AMERIE K
(Klin et al., 2002), Klin % A (2002)1% Bt 22 5

F R BUE SRR, LL# ASD # 1
RN LA LA AR S . SRR, B
A ASD LU 38 ALA TR A HR ARG Bsf i) B /L S
S VR R DX 3850 A T B 225 MR R B ]
L2 BE T BEA AHOCOC AR, W A T L I (1) 5 A
4338 N RE 1 B R AR OG, 5 A A8 I A AR B AR 6 AR
Ko IXIEIRE ASD Al LD HIR po22 fid A A 23 7
B, E TR A A A T AL AR A R A
Rog A, A LB IR I 5 A A2 {5 B (Klin et al,,
2002), [ )& Joseph F1 Tanaka (2003)% JH i fL A
55 AR R B . SR s B0 A9 i FLAY IR B AN W], ASD
JUE A TEAR AR T80 LB, W R — AR,
ASD F R EALIE R RS T8 @ JL#E, XRY
WEH(E B AE ASD FHMWEALFE M Th EAEE
. Spezio, Adolphs, Hurley 1 Piven (2007)3% FH
SO ARG T AL AT AT B S5, AR A
I BE ASD 5 {8 1] T30 W 5 DX R IR 1 2,
i L E MR IR A AR HEN 1 25 . ASD # ok ARG
DRI 215 2, T RE Py HA 23 o 0 2% v A
)35 | 78 J5 3 (posterior superior temporal sulcus)
REFEH, X — X5 B R A #0425 B
Y RE 7 BB A G . TEBEMLIR I I ASD 37 Lb 3 id L
BEROGREEAL, EE ASD ol R E AL &1
BB EE 51 Fr Kt (Nummenmaa & Calder, 2009),
HilE, Moriuchi 28 A (2017)%F ASD # X 43 T 141
Z W (gaze indifference)FliEA [9]3F (gaze aversion)
WiRh ), 455 % Bl ASD & 01 R AL 2 1k it i)
TR LSS I TR)AS 23 B A e e o 8 N 0 R 0 2 A
A, R ASD X F RGN, 2
— PPN . ZE TR, ASD MR IE X IR
Bt S fER @ EE)MEE WA R,
2 DR A TE R S AR S D02 B ) T AL
B 48 St 25 B EEORIE . I ASD &
AT ALIR I, [ER BT 2 1 I A IX 4l
113 REEMERE?

AR B I MBI IA Sk, ASD 3 20 IR s 1L
Fhos VRS, BEULIRAG 235 [ ASD 2 1Y A 3
M 2 AR IR L Okt [ s R 2 — b3S N AT R
B T R 3 %5 A AH ] (Dalton et al., 2005),
W A AE TE L b R R 2 IX B, ASD F A
SRR R T o K e S AR A (affective arousal
model) I\ H 738 A & RIS R, i aschr
TR S B S A . B BUEAROC, [H



28 LR R

%26 %

I3 23 ok N R (LI - 758 1 & v,
AR ot 422 o 3k DA A A 28 8l v i R i AR AR 2 B RN
25 U HR i X W R 1 155 RS it S 1k, T AR AR A
{H), ASD HIME LA At 23 5 By v i) AR B4 i B Ry
BA AN A94T M (Hutt & Ounsted, 1966)., [F##
3 9 B AR B (hyperarousal model)iAly, ASD #
e IR B O S 5 2 ) DR 8, I MR A 2 — b
WA B2 15 (Senju & Johnson, 2009), (Bt ASD 2 14
T0AL N TR, —J7 i T B A LA 2% ) IR A
AR R S A5t — 7 T I 19 4 9 R [l g
T 28 1 R U, SOl S A 8% 97 T 15 4 D
FUBPERE N, T AR I 45 5 (Aoki, Cortese,
& Tansella, 2015; Dalton et al., 2005), ASD & 54
T AE LG, 26 ARG b MU Rl e, (2 T A e
7 AN —, B R AIE S
S S0 e DL A, BT DB O o 1 AR 4
(Dalton et al., 2005) . IR i& @0 19 R % A4 ASD #
145 MR G5 400 Ay B T 8, 2 T sl R MR A DXl D
T 52 A A/ 2o b R S, SRR T Sl R
2 A 4% 25 B (Dalton et al., 2005; Guillon,
Hadjikhani, Baduel, & Rogé, 2014), ASD #% ¥4 R [
P18 BRE TR A M, I e L 8 A 2880 % AR Al DX % 41
SR A B TR ASD bl A A
PRHR ARG, L2 A 8 X B 8 A 2 1)

Zx LTk, ol 2 5 B RN R,
ASD 1 FLIN T 58 19 3 2R R R X 438 45 8 ik
Z 4R, ANl R A, T L [ A [ g g S i
PR T DO TR AR R M L R A
o, FEE AR LG, ASD 2 1 5L [lREAR I, 2
TEARMEFR, X Fh AT S J2 ] ok AR ok 14k 2315 B
I 5 MR A JB 5 1 10 535 DU DA Ay [ s HIR i
I L PEAT S, A T R S N A A
[ s, WA LA R ol S

BEXF ASD 5 v A0 MR B NG T ) A — B R,
Papagiannopoulou, Chitty, Hermens, Hickie #I

Lagopoulos (2014 16 % LA T 19 ASDAE A 525641,

Wem ANAE gL, AT T oo AR A
ASD # He il AT /DR G (d = —0.83), M
WETRIAT 22 57(d = 0.12) HZZTTAHT 1) SCHR A
AJGEEN, AUUTHE 16 2 DL T ASD, FEAR
NN =14), A PAE S R B2 — Rl R SR i, o
BT ASD A& B AR, WS T RS [ A R b
R = 70.94%), B WRE T/ T I MR

MEERAERE, F R R R M A E 2
S M) Y L B T () 2800 dk, RS2 I 43 A oA X ol 4 AR
AT, WA VR AN R ON R 1 AR SOk U
B J5 Papagiannopoulou %5 (2014)FK 1T k& Flh 2
Mg, 45 ] SEMEA T PR, [RIAE
Chita-Tegmark (201674877, T HIE ASD
HHrE SR, P T s AN i LR
B, fila FHFIE A2 ASD iy A 25 B hn T,
AT FLN T4 ke, JG TR 1 FL v FIR A A
WEIRIEAT A 4y, E— BT X 4> ASD TR I LA
O DRSS 22 5 RS UE LA 1 Bt
12 EMINEEZMETE

Greimel %5 (2014)I\ky, B HEGE R BESH
TG AL T R 32 oAl P 2R s e, B A B I
WA, GRERR AN, k. SIEERS
T EE VS B AR R R RS
3o AL 1) RS 3 5T RS T AL N TR E
V815 28 & (Chita-Tegmark, 2016).
121 fFik

RIS ZA A R ILEFRLAE N . HHEETE N &
JEBERHIRAE, AHTAE T LT fi# ASD i T fL
P4y HEL A R 8 T LR i 5 LR SR AR E I G R,
TREEE Atk [ PERY FLUPAE, Papagiannopoulou 55
Q01T T 16 HLAF ASD %, BAH T ASD
FH ORI & R iR . Jones 1 Klin (2013)3% 4[]
WF7e, & BUIERE)G W62 ASD 2L, RAE 4
2~6 AR 23 BlE AR 3G I, %o R 9 R R S
b o e A s, X LERH S B2 ASD
(47 S L RS S 3 A0S ) 60 1 S LR Ak T TR B A
EH K, ARG B 25 0 B0 IR 1 55 i 3R
%, W] BB AL 238 VAR 1 2 Y &5 R (Jones &
Klin, 2013), Nakano 5% A (2010)t % 2, ASD 1) JL
B, AT A AR A RS DX AN TR o
BT LAAE WS 2 SRR T ASD # Y TEMAT N A &
B AE A
122 ESEEREESEEHTER Y

FERS 2 R, S50 2 04 o) 4 A R 1 D
[ N R A NI IR QS & Sl e R
HABJ1IY ASD HLESIE F RE T AR 2 A I
28R, LA {E Bk IR 1 5 (Papagiannopoulou
etal., 2014) . AWM E A WIFFT, — B TFFTAL AT
AR AR I DC AL, WA R T A R, X
T ASD &2 —F R E R, E8 ) FEE S
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K FEIRGE, AR RN i 80X ] A UG T (AR 2R
FIF4E, s, FIREA, sRREE, 20115 BRITZE,
HZE%E, sy, sk REH, 2012; Tenenbaum, Amso,
Abar, & Sheinkopf, 2014); 345 FBoF 55 45 455
TIVCHC S5, ZEARES . PERNA R B2 X = T
f7——VCHt(Spezio et al., 2007; Sterling et al., 2008),
F o 3 8 R 5 G /M e P8 v, Hrh &
TE R, A FE T o AR O ] Y
fie s, ETRIFENCAAERIEA R B f EF IR
FHRAY, J&— AR A 3 F 305 B AT
HEERRYRE S, BT PRI AR HERE (Hanley
et al., 2015), XLLRE AR SRR AL
EEWAMEM, JUH R A E IR BT E . van
der Geest, Kemner, Verbaten #1 van Engeland (2002)
TIOR3 10 7 15 HE ST DG HC Y ASD 4, KIM
20 AE LA T 16 28 T L P A0 K30 22 1
Norbury %% (2009)3% B 5 42 il 41 (1) 75 15 68 1 VL e
1) ASD 4, 25 F[EREZ B M mE FL At &5 Bk
B EZ5HF ., {HIE Shic, Chawarska, Bradshaw #l
Scassellati (2008)IEH Y21 ASD # 4FE ¥ VG L i)
Tl A A, R F IR RUCES; 4
AL AR RSB L, ASD 2 Hedas il 41 o /by
00 IR RN 8 58 7T AN DT 1T B 2 1S R 4 ) 22 5,
AR AN 2ZFAIEH ASD H R 1+
32 B A R Y, TR B A AT R P AL AR B 1Y
TAJ Ty B BRI 3 Y o
123 ERTERE

H AR RERE R E A . P REAE
B WA O 1S i s e 55 DUF 19Kk
SR TIRE H AR, A R O E L E R
“wer AR A FIET, PRk R, RUIGER B,
PR 4T IF B (DeMyer et al., 1974) . = 21 EE A ]
i BRI R R 4 . IR . AL
AR PR A AT G, IR T2 R
XA ALAE R ASD 4. PR AR, LI 1%
U 1 1E 8 (W = DI RE A BAERY, =T EE A FAEA
oA il 20 B 22 b i AL R (Neumann, Spezio, Piven,
& Adolphs, 2006; Sterling et al., 2008), Ti#% f
FE2Zm . KTIRE B PR AR SER LR, AT
Lo il 21 B A A R (250, 20145 Je 4%, 20125
e, BRINER, H22%, 2015), [AHE} Chawarska
Ml Shic (2012)HL &I, ASD JfiFLAZ > DX 8 v T s
(i) 55 HERE PR ™ AR B R T G, B ASD R ALY

RS, A FERE R . Chita-Tegmark A¥
XA EERFE S E RN E RN AT
124 FEEAR

LA 55 J7 XA A 0 SR 28 U P S
(Hanley et al., 2015; Klin & Jones, 2015), Z:4iLiff
R BAENE 4R 5 H th WE PR SE AT 55 F,
ASD # #B & BT AL A O XA [ i AR 5K
(Pelphrey et al., 2002). {HAELL [ H 350 55 19
— BB, ASD K B XS MR ES 04 e 4
(Hanley et al., 2013; Tenenbaum et al., 2014), HH
WA 5 B RAF AL, BB H % E
W E AR R, 23 R B AL T L
INFIAEFR (AN . RS . FRAEIN LA 06 505
RS, FIBEFE & e T e 1 A E X
(Guiraud et al., 2012; Hanley et al., 2013, 2015; Saalasti
et al., 2012); T 7EW K THFL 2405 B0 A9 1% 45 15
fE55 I, 1 2R 0 F5 2 X AL B T SR R A,
Ktk ASD 7543 b F H i Y A 175 2 5 22 Ml v At
SR I IR FOmE IR, FRBOR % 2 0 fLE
KL, ARESE U 4 BN S SUINE 55 .
125 MEAME

T8 AL 5 1) % 73858 AR B0 ALE BR
02 T L )5 208 24 A A LA S 45 4 22 ) O
%, 7E Papagiannopoulou %5 (2014) 7 K #47 H k43
Bro FEESLIESZ BB AT, B3l ACK LA A
AR 56 3R A T 8, R TR A4 I Ty O KA
T LN T T LB A e, LA TR T R R
PEZ BIREIR, ST 18 AL AN R SR HUE A o T 5 ek
(W, A, 2011), DR A0 IE 7 fi 1L
PO 80 7 T AL P DA B & A, B T L ] A
(face inversion effect) (Farah, Tanaka, & Drain, 1995),
ASD b [a] 2R s A 1 A AR 58 m T 5 =X, HL
K R PR SR IR A B S D RE A T B
M HLA D AE 3 A I T AR 35 B JCH 2 mifL
T, BRI L AE B A (Hobson,
Ouston, & Lee, 1988),
126 #HXFHR

FEAZ Y 5 T W R AR RO R i A £
5, S FEERDMBE A St SER S
M2 KA. A WFFEA N R 50w A2
W ASD FHEM T, BRI HANFZ A5
PR, ASD ZH 0% 5 w1 % A7 4110] 22 5% (Riby &
Hancock, 2008). {HJ& Hanley %% A (2013) & 31 £ B
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MSr LRy, ASD FHFERIH RN A, (HETE
HAERFEEMWRMAT, ASD 4D} L ARG X
BB b . {BJE7E Papagiannopoulou %
(2014) *h K #4743 Hr . Chita-Tegmark (2016) 7
ASD H{EMAL & F B HICHrH, KB ASD & Fil
Wil ANTETE AL 215 B, 23y R it
FER R fe R, RIVAE A2 3 5% B — 1) 0 22 B )
[EE RS AT N e SRR b E=E U NN OIA
Ho X ATRESE RN ASD H AR B R LI AT 2T
RERR DS, XAk 2 fF BB IR G, 5B
TR E R, —IrmE a2 N
I, —Jr T ASD 23 5 [l LA, 1
() 280 43 0
13 HRFH

WFFEAELR IR LA 50 U e 05 50 4 B 1 A
L SRAE MW TC AT 52, X EA A HE
00 TR AL IR S R S A A IR Sl T 5 iR AT
BEERE . RO R, DU I TR AR — 3K
SRR AL M A WA (5 B o ALE C A STk 2k A
ASD # RO AE AR A 2 DI RERR A, 0 43 A Tl
B IRASAIBE RS ), ASD AR EST
AR 1), FER X TRESZ 3] ASD
5 1 1 4 22 1) Y R R S 6 A A A
WA, BT LA T4 I LU R JLE
R A0 i Y 3 R T AR AL (R 2), IR R AL
T A 2507 i R TR FC A, 5 TR AN DR C 8K
Nt R T UCRC A (R 3 3), HRTIAE A PAE 4 2L
Pt Y 2R T D AR A MR (ki 4), N
Ju AR B 2 R T HRAAE 55 (IRGX 5), T fLIE
ST ROV B R T T AL E (R 6), 2T AL
L BN B /N TR — T L (R 7).
2 &k
21 XHEER

SR S SO Hp SCSCHRAS: 28 109 07 S EA T STk A
Fo XTI CCHR K E, 7E PubMed, PsyINFO
PsyARTICLES. Web of Science F1 ProQuest {#fii
8 SO SO P A e SCOBUE I R, K “autism” |
“autism spectrum disorders”F“eye tracking”. “eye
gaze” . “eye movement” ., “face process”. “face
perception”{E A L HEIR EATER SRR . FTEHE
P 3 7 e 12 A e R ) 5 A Bl S
5 R SO T PR < A PE L I PATRE B R PR

BRIl <m LN T S e R R AT I A A
o W TR &R B0 SCHREE In e e AT, R
JHSCHiR 0135 19 77 55 F1 Google Scholar HEAT MY,
2.2 THERANSHERR

AWFFE S 2% LIAE SCHR, BEBLLL T AR e k4T 0
e (1) AUE IR shE AR M SCERFSE; QPR
T EE A, LR ASD &, Wi
A5 E A RS A PE & (5% =0 A
PAAE); (3)SCHIKTA 5 50 58 1) T LI () 5040 ok 3 2 %
TN 3R, O S A A R A REAR A, T
PR [H) - Y (A il 22, s 2l « (8 F (A 55
(4) SCHR Z5 2012 5 0 X T HIR 1S 503 58 350 %) 3 A0 B[]
HE T —A . AT EARER G 27 R, b
P SCSCHR 18 F, P9 R
23 XEmBENNEITE

HRAE 4 A 5T 43, Xl HIR At AR08 308 19%) 3 L B
(B 43 TN HEAT TR AR gm s, M AR (D
I JLERBAEA; Q)F B R i VCECEE . VCECHIAR
VEfic; G)IEF BRI ICECE : ICECFRIEHES; (4)
SR EARE . SRR AR TIRE I B FAE; (5)
TALJ7 I s ESLAVEE; (6)SEdeyE: A i
MPEIE S (DAY —HALMZ NESL.

SRS 50 20 N 2 R R AR St
250, W IR 0 TR AR TR
i DT L, AR P A F R SO A gt
S, R H S A VD, SRR 5 iR
A7 7E 58 iF % 22 5, W 4 5% O R DL T (Chita-
Tegmark, 2016). JEFIHR HIWMLINR, W TH
XSy PRGN ST 10 22 5, AT 4R b3, 4%
ASD VB4R IS 16 4 LI (4% A LEE, 16 4 L)
A i\ (Papagiannopoulou et al., 2014),

ANFESCHER B 5T H B R R A R S — 1,
ULt 5 RS S 1 A LR )2 A FR i . FR T AN
) S5 T IR T AR BN — A, BT DB SCHR A 3K
N £ AT BEAN AR ME— 1, T LATR)— R SCik N 24 4%
f, R AR A AN FE T 2, S A SCRR AR
gk, 5345 B 2 (Borenstein, Hedges, Higgins,
& Rothstein, 2009), BT LAAHF 5T 44 5 245 15—
B SE 525 B H CMA V2.0 (Comprehensive meta-
analysis)& I, WG I3 5 (pooled effect size)fE
AN TCH BT I B AR i . SCR A B [ ALAE §
RIEMRFE, M4m0, K Cohen’s d 1E N
BN B o BT 27 FEAT A PR UE R SCER B AN AT 43
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Br, 25 F A AR I T LA (], 20 s rhE wE EB
TS [] o A6 R R 3 MBS () e e 43 A7 A%
Jof g, T AEME A B AR R T 36 ANl ST AN
W ATTA T 27 f SR B SmRS FNZE R R 1,
24 HBELETE

TCA AT K BR8] 2 4550 I A 78 k5 B ATL A%
R (Borenstein et al., 2009), £ [ & R 4 A
o, R A TR A — A LSRN, B R E R
N, T AT 5T 45 SR A AN [R) 2 B8 R iR 12 25 1) 5
M, AR AE REHLRC N B R, ARV [R5 (8] 1Y)
LS AR AN [ AN [ % 5 09 R0 0 {8 7T LA AR 2 I
TEFRANEH MR FE I, T84T AT A LSRR
s AL B 43010 o SEBr BT DUBRR 2 A
X LAY R E R ALIRORE, BIREMLAN . 3EF LI
B8, 255 A 28 0 AL 3550 o7 A 28 1) ST 41 55 i
T RO A B AR XA SRR S AR —FE,
JIT LA SE AN [R)F 52 0 3 0 E B & A TR TR
Wt T M it B 4% I/ Borenstein %5(2009)45 H 1Y
WL, SR FH BB AT
25 ARRWE

BRI BN RMHAREAGI S E
=, MO KRCETEGHNATTIHT, B RE
8 52 B 4 A1) Sk 5 B 90 Y SCHR 2 [R) A7 AE
G2, M EFRME, #HW BT Pra R
(Borenstein et al., 2009)., ATt LAARAF 5T R H - & |
R4 25U (Rosenthal's Ng)Fl Egger £ [ 946
I8 (Egger linear regression test)fa il & & fhi 22 & 75
fETE

3 #R

31 EXRMI

BEMLE IR T A3 T ASD 3 F13 i w ik Al IR
175 AR 8 L P 1 (L% 2) o MR I R 0 3 L s 1]
I i d 43 3 8—0.75 F1—-0.29, 4 Cohen
(1992) X %07 B 1t /MW FEE (0.2, 0.5, 0.8 4331
NG L KRB ), BT LA HR B A AL ] A A
BN H, W TS A A TR DU /N o i EL R A
) R B[] 3L A6 55 p /T 0.001, X168 ASD
F T fLE AR B (R B AN TR, T
ASD HGI EA EZENME,
32 REMHE

A S RS G Y I 5 9 AR s ) 33k 79 43 2R A2
SRR IR (W2 3). ARG AR AE RS R A Q

KU H0 R 522 e (p < 0.001), TFRATEHBEHLAOR
BEREIERE . 2T P ER/INRE, 25% . 50%F
75%453 A R SR/ L L KL FR (Borenstein
et al., 2009), £ Cochrane R4 iEMr, RE P AR
T 50%, H 5L AT i 32 1 (Higgins & Green,
2011) o AT F A9 HR A 60155 308 1 00 B i) F) 72 3 1)
60.7% (p < 0.001)1 86.1% (p < 0.001), FHIFEMR
115 JFITIE8 50 %) 2 AL ) L, Pl 30 £ ) S 25 S
FRCAR S 5 AR R 09 43 5 02 60.7%F 86.1%. HH
T S P A 3R W AT R s R Y AR SRR S
A B P AE R 5 (Cooper, 1991), AT LIS
HE— 25 56 T AR B AR H

3.3 AT

AW EE AR . FIEEE IS 7 AR
2 7 T LI R S 19 Y A [ 2 0 9 A
JE— R (IL3 4 FI 5).

T MR 5 A AT ) e A 0 T A e (] R 2
PATVER, LM B (d e = —0.89) KTk
NI (d o = —0.04), JLFE2H 595500 2
F(p < 0.01)o [FLI7 I {3 LA i) A 2 1 4
HI, O (1) = 13.15, p < 0.001; IF 7 I LAY RN H
d xx = 07K FHEIEHFL( sm = 0.31), IFSL
LA T RN & 2 (p < 0.001), & imfL
SN RN RN B A S R R 2 Y
VAT N

W R AT AR () e A X A e e 2
WAEH, JLEHMBN = vx = 0.40)/NT AL
NN (d . = —0.56), JLFE2H 595500 2
FE(p < 0.05)0 T IR T U JC P o R B [ A
WHER, SR BEIIRENN E(d sarmme =
0.63) K TFH BB ATCE(d wuwmrue = —0.62),
O (1) =8.73, p < 0.01, FIEFRAILE LT
RN (p < 0.001), PERECAAE T AR 1A
B3, AR S R R VT Mt 0 B TR 1 2
WAEH, IEFIEE REICE AN (d e =
027y NFAEFTERBAICEL( romwwrme = —0.51),
Og (1) =3.00, p = 0.08, k5 155 FAS VT AT 1 & A
TR E(p < 0.05), VOHECSHE T fakon A
W, A MRE AY P E R B X v AL B ] (R B
PHEH, SY6E B PER SO R (d soe = 0.43)
/NFHARTIRE A PIE RN 5 (d e = —0.65), Op
(1) = 5.18, p < 0.05, TLINRE A FARE S4B AL
Ntk 5 35 (p < 0.001) o = BURE S5 T BR800 A b
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&2 GEUAE A EMRIRE F(p <0.05), FEHUES M TR0 A R .
GERAHE k N d 95% CI 34 RFREWRR
LS EERRATI] 43 1343 —0.75" [-0.93,-0.56] B SEHAR TT o T R A 2 1 T = F L (DL BT 1N
WEIREERATE 36 1112 029 [-0.63, 0.05] Pl 2)nl L& BR,  HIR B AR 3 R s [R] ) Sk AR 38

ek ORI, N RREARCRR), T p <
0.001 UK %),

Z, ARSI R B ER, XY AR
d wwwe = —0.48)/NFHUES(d wons = 0.90),
Op(1)=3.41,p=0.07, HHWERFLE TR R

STH AR AE RS AR P, X SR IAARAEAE R R
2% el B —Fh IR 560 & 220 25 10 7 1%,
BIF DL I8 75 B S 2k %2 4 &R 0 (Rosenthal's N Fll
Egger’s K 3ot — A M il i (W35 6)

B, K4 FZ B (Rosenthal's Nig ) 1Y 2
PRI M7 45 B R A 306 T 10 T B 1) SR %K,

R3 HEEWFRUEWLE

Sy S Tau—squared
o af Q) p P Tau—squared SE Iy % Tau
R B 106.91 42 <0.001 60.72 0.22 0.08 0.01 0.47
g 8 250.84 35 <0.001 86.05 0.93 0.27 0.07 0.96
F 4 RESHYEVRA EAATHHLEE
R AR k N d 95% CI SR
Os df P
AE IR
JL# 31 982 -0.89""" [~1.09, —0.69] 6.82 1 0.009
YN 12 361 -0.04 [-0.70, 0.02]
Gl
i) 17 526 -0.65"" [-0.90, —0.39] 0.82 1 >0.05
ANPUFL 26 817 -0.82""" [-1.07, =0.56]
FEF B
juni) 16 523 -0.69"" [-0.93, —0.44] 0.30 1 >0.05
NI 27 820 -0.79""" [~1.05, =0.53]
I A 7™ o
= UIRE 12 390 -0.60"" [-1.01, —0.18] 1.35 1 >0.05
LT g 5 132 -0.96"" [~1.43, —0.50]
115 7=
Rz R b 34 1093 -0.79"" [-0.99, —0.58] 0.69 1 >0.05
BT 55 9 250 -0.60"" [-0.99, —0.20]
T L5 1)
iEST 41 1294 -0.79""" [-0.97, —0.61] 13.15 1 <0.001
15 2 49 0.31 [-0.26, 0.87]
[RS8
YN 39 1216 -0.70"" [-0.88, —0.51] 1.48 1 >0.05
Z A 4 127 -1.23" [-2.08, —0.39]

e OpfRFRAM RN 0 K%, "p < 0.05, "p<0.01, ""p <0.001 (BRUBKK).



1 TBHEAE: [ PE 1% AR 02 08 T LN T4 S ——HR B A 5T i T 43 B 35
F 5 MEEREYE LA E AV IA TR
PR AR k N d 95% CI SR
Os df P
AR
JL#E 25 790 0.40" [-0.93, —0.19] 4.93 1 0.026
UN 11 322 -0.56 [-0.36, 1.16]
IR
VL fig 10 297 0.63 [-0.11, 1.37] 8.73 1 0.003
NN 26 815 -0.62""" [-0.98, —0.25]
EFEEH
i 12 375 0.27 [-0.55, 1.10] 3.00 1 0.08
RPETE 24 737 -0.51"" [-0.83, =0.18]
F PHAE ™ AR
= IRE 9 281 0.43 [-0.42, 1.28] 5.18 1 0.02
LT e 4 109 -0.65"" [-1.04, —0.26]
= FN
Rz RV 30 953 -0.48"" [-0.80, —0.16] 3.41 1 0.07
HENAE 55 6 159 0.90 [-0.53, 2.32]
T L5 i)
1ES7 34 1063 -0.37" [-0.71, —0.03] 0.98 1 >0.05
Bl 2 49 1.55 [-2.23,5.32]
[RS8
YN 33 999 -0.27 [-0.65, 0.11] 0.63 1 >0.05
EIN 3 113 -0.52" [-1.03, —0.02]

. OuARRULIEI ST HE O #%5, p < 0.05, "p < 0.01, "'p < 0.001 (AR

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Std diff in means

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Std diff in means

gk

= 0.5 o e °

o 0

2R

= 1.0

3

8 \
2'98—7—6—5—4—3—2—1 01234 5¢6 78

Std diff in means
B2 BEFSEALA R AT TR < I G . Y Sl AR kiR

/
0.1 / \\
£ o2 / \
il /1.
gos o
o © ohg.d o N
§04 o Lo °°°°°\
7 . o f7 008 °
0.5 A \\
0.6 / 1 oo .
-3 =) -1 0 1 2 3
Std diff in means
B 1 HRAS AU ] RIS BT R (Y SRR
#*6 ARRENWER
- Rosenthal’s E >
4z BEIR L gger's
SR Ne  intercept SE 95% CI P
HRIEFEMESTE] 1731 —2.71 131 [-5.35,-0.08] >0.01
WERSTERLT) 147 —042 218 [-4.85,401] >001

R /NT GG 5k + 10 (k 4870531 v ik 57 %%
N ANE), T3 BT BE AT AE & 0 22 (Rothstein,

Sutton, & Borenstein, 2005), AHFZEH, R IE 301
A [ 1) 2 22 4 R B0 R T 1l FH{EL, 100 BH X BB R 5T
W) TC AT 45 SR AP AE R AR Z W RETE R /N, W
AR [ Y 2 224 R U T I S8, 7T REAEA7E—
EWEFIME, MiJFIE T Egger’s K4, Egger £k
4 B0 U5 4G 56 1 [ U9 5 FE #R B (Egger’s intercept) il
R 0, IFRWIFEAE K 34 22 1] REPE 8/ )N (Egger,
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Smith, Schneider, & Minder, 1997). Egger’s ¥ % 45
B UIIRE FETR Y p HIIA B, LA ER
P 22 YT BEHEEUIN

4 itig

KICHNTEEATE ASD AU H ) 3 4 IR sh T
G, % ASD 5 HIALAIN T ook HRARG . 6 9 Dk Ay 7
PRI T FEAT T B0 98, 25 R RE, 53 A
b, ASD F#E /DAL IRAG X4k, (HJ2 e A ik
H 25, Hrb, EALDS R L AR i R Y
Wik HInEEMIEF R A IS . A ME
IR 1 ™ R DA R AT 55 T D0 52 i B 8 13
P ] ) EE R T AR
41 ASD EH{X[EIEEREE, BB ENEEES

FRN A 25 RSy A R B, R 1% T AL [R]
Nt A #]-0.75, EIFETE LN T, ASD # il
TR /D3 A0 TR DX 3 A0 S e ) o0 3 5 9
A 25 (d =-0.29), KRBT IREYEES, XHE
A JC 4 A 45 B — E (Papagiannopoulou et al.,
2014). JCOTHTEE R UL, ASD # WA H BN T L
H R P B D B TR, AN SRR Il S A A
XA X ST FRTE ASD 25 11 FL A 1473 3
WY ASD 2 W B A0 2R 58 2 A [
1, R 2B D ER RS . Ry
TSR TAE AR, ROWEERIX BE SR TE ASD FH Y IH
AL T 2 S R AR A P —— [l sl B A
X AT HE A T T S 56 T SO R Ok
VRIE W, WA LT — B 25| ASD T
B SCEL(Kin et al., 2002); 55— 7 & L HF T
R HG BB e, ASD 2% 5 BLARAE 1Y [R15RE R B, Ky
ARG A Sy DR ST 85 S a2 o IR S R g A 25 15 5
A= A R B UK, R o T Y e R T
AR AR MO, Ml T AR X S RS
(Corden, Chilvers, & Skuse, 2008; Dalton et al., 2005,
Joseph, Ehrman, McNally, & Keehn, 2008), [l it [7]
e T A HIR S — o R P B 5, MR A kA 5
ASD #77 A i A B . A TTM AT RIS R, W T
fiRk A BT ASD & THIFLAIN T A HIR A
BRI AR g, B MM E AR L,
42 WLEEZES N ASD HRIEFLMI?

AR T A ARG 00 25 SR R B, A 0 o) IR I A
BRI R A AR, fF a1 2. ASD JL
L i L D TR A X8 (d = —0.80), HE

Z I AWEHR (d = 0.40); {HZW4FE ASD FIE 38 i A
LA BT 2 5 . MR AEE, A ASD JL
PSR AME DO IS, R T A S ok AR
o E B R R R BB B, IO AR
PRWT R AP A5 L, H 3 Pl R AIE 23 78 B AR U1
4% (Nakano et al., 2010). 5 —J7 i 4FE ASD Fili
AR NI A 255, T REE AN AT AT Y
WEFE AR 21 Y AR 08 85 B R, A 9 4
1 TH /AR (Dalton et al., 2005, Riby & Hancock,
2008), FHAFEERE N 7T BB W L

VR T AR TR R AN D C I 7 A M
fiRg I ] b B8R i 23 IS B 10,62 F1-0.51, 56
UETRBE 3. 45REW], 78 ASD HAEHRIHAMNF
TR T AR TR R A 0 DR I, 7 A A
W ES; A2 ASD AMFEHI AN FIEERE . 3k
FIERBEORNILELR, ASD 2 BT L0 BB A 25
Z /DT A, 7E Chita-Tegmark (2016)F)J05#7
hRRFIEE WMIETIER T ASD FHAH 2
TR R BATEM . HR2ATTMrg g Rk
W, PR S S — I SRS A 190 ¢ TR 2 5 B
EF845 . Flack-Ytter, Fernell, Gillberg #1 Von Hofsten
(20103 52 43 B 4k 32 s 5 0 5 35 4 B PR b 28
AU ASD JLEE, & IAATTXF R e s L 0% AR 43
BCA A AR s AT 2 AL SR F 1 ASD L2, Xf
ARHE R 22, 15 vl A Py L, )%t
I8 P18 3 A B} 8] #84K (Falek-Ytter et al., 2010), W
TS 2 FEMAUE T HER A S ASD #fK
HHTRA, AR ASD H Ak
Mo WFoT K IR A i VG L AR 5 R R VS Eo
MIZE R BRI — B, SR TR S MRS B
7 B AU AN S AE R ph ] — 28 AR e A ol B X
{15 (Bernardis, Bello, Pettenati, Stefanini, & Gentilucci,
2008; Fischer & Zwaan, 2008),

FEAR = EARE 2 ASD E LM A B
Wi R o R AR 1 = D BE ASD 35 5383l A\ 11
W TR X IR 26 5 o AR RE AR A A 7™ o A AR
fiE ASD % LWL ii A T/ TE AR (d = —0.65), B
WE TR 4. FIhAE ASD HRYEEIREE, RRIIE
WEHEIT IR, AUE T BRI RO 2 B
e 155 A2 P RIIfE ASD & HFt & g2 ™
&, B A TR, ART IR K BT L R BE
ASD & T [l i A AL Ak 2 E B R R A
DI, A5 R 5 08 05 [ T A1 650 e L i 5 0 X
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ARHEAE: A PATAE I R BRI LI T4 45

HR hWF 5% 19 7T 53 AT 37

B %1% 1) 5 155 B (Chawarska et al., 2012; Bird, Press,
& Richardson, 2011),

fE55 a0 ASD FHIHFLIN T AT, 7€ A H
WS A5 T ASD 3 Lot AT /D 3 L &R (d =
~0.48), {HAEFEANE S5 BF A FEE F18 @ A 22
5, FFE BRI S, XU A i e B A
ARRE, ASD HSLMBATH AR B ¥k fT
TAFL N T, T i e ke L A% O R A 1t
25{Z B 5 1 X 8 (Pelphrey et al., 2002), T 7EHE
BT, ASD Hh TS MPHITEH LSS, KAk
AL AL A0 X3k, BRI BREE] R % At 215
BRSO BT 55 Pk . Bk ASD #H AE BT
55 YT A AR AR e T _L a8 A e X

TUOMAT A IR A L IESL AT, IR
Hif (9 TE AL [ 2 N i R (@ = —0.79), BFERT
T FLENE S0, 6 IR 6. 7E HFLIESL B LR,
X g, mAL B AR BN S 2 [
HRFR T armEE, b Ly oy BAE BN W] 4
FI R AR FET AN T, mALEIEZ)S,
LRSS H15 B AR AL RAF 32 BIBEIR, 158 18 FL
B IRl A8 K, PR IE A Rt S REAG . T AE T
FLIESZIY, ASD it i) T A4 i AL A5 B A9 7 iz
ST HEAT R AR N T ) B 1 AL A g R
B 1 LA A M A 5 R PR IR, ASD #4730 1)
TRA A BN T2, ANl omfLEE
UV (Joseph & Tanaka, 2003), %% L ik, 7EmFL
IES T, ASD HBEA W EI IR AE1E At &5
BRAETE, 23 A i 008, AT L X
BUMEE N A BB AR ALEIER, BT
T FL A 45 0 2 AR AR 19 25 M RE B 0 B IR,
AR R RN T =X, LR IR A b i
A58, ASD N3 & L A% IR i A0k =3 i
U AR, WA A AR B X R At 2 i L3
WY, R A B g R A R BT LA TET AL R
B, ASD &t o U 2 e IR I, X
A B ARAN SO IR B 00 A — e A S B A

JBRA ) A AR RN AN B, RAE S
R 7, X FB ASD & 0y LN T REf A 32
F AR E . RS Z It
Mr &3 ASD FH ¥R A EMA &S NAZ 2G5t
£ B MR iz K (Chita-Tegmark, 2016), {HE7
HEEMEWR T A SHERESEAmIL,
WA BRI 53 IR G RO e &R X 4, 3 5t e 18

BEE T, T ALAE R g T AR ), R
TERLA (8]t 2 AR LD o [m) -t A W9 % B ASD
R AL B 2 A — i L AT 55 R L
7 5 (Kemner, van der Geest, Verbaten, & van Engeland,
2007)o T3 HM S5 A RO RHE H R BESE &
AR TR S R, AT A TR BB A T Y
M, PO RO T B A RO R R A S
BRSBTSk TR T ) L SR K O vk
5% ASD FH AL SR, iR R T I BB
AN 7 A i 41 % A 2% 5% (Falck-Ytter et al.,
2015),

5 RESRE

MR Zh I FEAE F P IE BT U B & 1Y
Mg, RRAEWEFWLERME, BTT
SIHTAE AL, kLIRS AT LIRS X5 ASD ¥ F
T AR, AR LR AN RE AL X 4
HEo TTAHT I B WSS SR TT L2y FRATHR AT 10 B,
Y AR 3T AR R AR ORTEFEAT SEER I, FEwR
PYIEE I, AR FRESIEEER . F
ER R SR F B R UCECTE SO 3 FLAE Y R
BERRH B R [R] IR S 56 R ORE: 55 98 UG
P& b, R ) T B T LR T e AU 552K
25w B W 0 T Lo Ty =, 3 TR ) 5 6
4

FANEE G EA SCHR, AR B IFSE AT R L
TOrETITE: (D) R TR AMA R, L HUE 4 45
A, YmbtsE JLE ASD B4R K —id B i AT AL
WU DXIR Ak, L5 W6 5 5 TR 1% T AL RRALE
ARV W R ASD  [ul kIR I ¥ 47 o 2 4 28 1
4 JE PR R 2 L, AR B T I Bk 77 (Jones
& Klin, 2013), (2)C A BF5EE 2216l H] L R
s FTESE BRI 5, 3K ASD JLEEAE X T 1Y
H AR+ 22 37 55 v 1 7 LR 5K (Falek-Ytter, 2015;
Falck-Ytter et al., 2015), {H2H FAHXMRILLL
Bl AL G XY D68 R R 2 8K, fif
D SCHRTEAR A, PRI A A D T 240 A A ST 43 #T,
JE ST AT i — R E S RUE AT E- . (3)
T3NS R I B AR T 0001, BE5E K3 ASD
% T L AR Sl 2% 52 3 2 6] 45 1Y 52 T (Kaitsyri,
Saalasti, Tiippana, von Wendt, & Sams, 2008; Vlamings,

Jonkman, van Daalen, van der Gaag, & Kemner, 2010),

P AU, F A o 2 T AR £ B RE S A 1B e 22 1) 2
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T, s 1] A0 3 1 L)) TR R AR AR AR
Bo MHILEE A, ASD & AR T 25 [R5
BHERE R o (I T IH 43 SCRR 8 A 7E SE 56 41
BEER 73 PR A 5 B s TR, R B A =
(i) 50 23 45 2 AR DAy 3 R I ) 174 52 il [ 38 9 A AR B
G0 ARBIBEFE T LLKS 25 [ A X — A8 i 04T B
AR S50 43 B R AT B A, AT R B A B4
LB 7~ ASD & T AL 107 2 (4) i A & 73 bt
FEWER ASD AN [F] 530 N 4 fh 2 AL g A
F: hill (Ansel, Rosenzweig, Zisman, Melamed, &
Gesundheit, 2016; Khan, Harney, Zavacki, & Sajdel-
Sulkowska, 2014), 1B T H AEE SRR K, A
A7 A Al AR YT 5 T 2 MR 2 SR P SRR ) T
5 PRI S 25 R AT T B — 2D 1SS S AR
o [R5 2 R B 1Y 2 ASD & A ML AU i1t 13 1
T FLASE 22 PR 8t A% 3 0 2 J5 KT I 10 445
P55 Bt — 20 B SR Y KRR BRI

25 BT, MBI 4518 (1) ASD E IR
WA U 0, L N A R,
TRV 25 5, B R T IR MU R . (2)
X§ ASD & T FLIN TR DX 2R i) 7 A A B, AR |
1L 75 Wl J& ASD 35 i P IR B ) F 22 08 0 A8 6
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How do autism spectrum disor ders process human face?
A meta-analysis of eye-tracking studies

HAO Yanbin; WANG Fuxing; XIE Heping; AN Jing; WANG Yuxin; LIU Huashan

(Hubei Human Development and Mental Health Key Laboratory;
School of Psychology, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Aberrant eye gaze is one of important indicators for autism spectrum disorders (ASD) according
to previous studies. Recent eye tracking studies yield inconsistent findings on whether ASD may pay less
attention towards the mouth region compared with typical development (TD) participants. In this study, a
meta-analysis is conducted with fixation durations on both eyes and mouth regions as dependent variables.
Twenty-seven eligible ASD eye-tracking studies were included in the current study. As a result, 43
independent effect sizes containing 1,343 participants are computed in the eye-related meta-analysis, and 36
independent effect sizes containing 1,112 participants in the mouth-related meta-analysis are analyzed. The
results revealed that individuals with ASD fixated significantly shorter on the eye region than the TD (d =
—0.75). However, no significant difference was found on fixation duration of the mouth region between two
groups (d = —0.29). The moderator analysis indicated that age (d chijgren = —0.89, d 1quc = —0.04) and face
inversion (d ypright = =0.79, d inyeriea = 0.31) moderated eye-related fixation duration. In addition, age (d chiidren
=0.40, d 4qu = —0.56), verbal 1Q (d maen = 0.63, d 1o maten = —0.62), nonverbal IQ (d maeh = 0.27, d 1o match=
—0.51), the severity of autism (d nigh function = 0.43, d 10w function = —0.65), and task types (d frec view = —0.48,
d giscrimination task = 0.90) moderated the effect of experimental manipulation on the mouth-related fixation
duration. These findings suggest that fixation duration on the eye region is a potential indicator of ASD but
the mouth region may not be.
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