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Is cerebellar or other brain damage actually preventing the acquisition of procedural learning, or is
the learning merely slower and requires more training than normal? With additional training, would
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: i Individuals with autism demonstrated acquisition of a 4-length sequence, which was significant at an
Methods & Design ™ A individual level after six study-test runs.

4-length and 8-length sequences: A ? =
12 blocks of 48 trials of a repeated sequence N Additional training on an 8-length sequence also resulted in acquisition of the repeated sequence, but
2 blocks of random probe trials only at the group level, with no individual demonstrating robust learning.
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Procedural learning in individuals with autism is clearly slower and more variable than in normally devel-
oping individuals, but possible with more exposure to the sequence and shorter sequence lengths.

- Reaction time recorded by

Future research will investigate the role of attention and possible contribution of interference in the per-
touch screen
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