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Adults with ASD use prior in a visual categorization task
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Introduction Results

A Bayesian model of perception
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1. Individuals with ASD show lower sensitivity compared to NT in an orientation discrimination task
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2. Both groups are sub-optimal
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Secondary task : Confidence report
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Each key correspond to a category and a confidence level : Category A Category B 3. The criterion adjustment correlates with explicit prior knowledge
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the criteria shift, and if we can observe a difference between NT and ASD
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a) 3 blocks of probability of appearance for each category
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