
Typical auditory-motor and enhanced visual-motor temporal synchronization in adults with Autism Spectrum Disorder: Supplementary Materials
Experiment 1
Participants: An opportunity sample was used – all those registered on our participant database were contacted and we tested all who volunteered. 
 Four participants’ total ADOS score was below the required cut off (score < 7) for an autism spectrum disorder. These participants were indistinguishable from the other participants on all measures therefore data from all participants in the autism group is reported. The same pattern of results was found, however, when excluding those who did not reach the autism spectrum disorder criterion.
	
	FSIQ
Mean (SEM)
	Age 
Mean (SEM)
	Sex
(N=male)
	AQ
Mean (SEM)
	ADOS
Mean (SEM)

	Autism Group (n=25) 
	112.68
(3.03)
	38.20
(2.82)
	20
	33.08
(1.81)**
	9.16
(.68)

	
Typical Group (n=24)

	
108.00 
(3.15)
	
33.88 
(2.05)
	
23
	
17.00
(1.51)
	
-


Supplementary Table 1: Demographic information for the autism and typical group in Experiment 1. **p<.001

Experiment 2
Participants: Two participants’ total ADOS score was below the required cut off (score < 7) for an autism spectrum disorder. As in Experiment 1 these participants were indistinguishable from the other participants on all measures, therefore data from all participants in the autism group is reported. The same pattern of results was found, however, when excluding those who did not reach the autism spectrum disorder criterion. 
Two typical participants and three participants with autism were excluded because they gave insufficient responses (> 20% missed trials). Two participants with autism and one typical participant were excluded because their responses were 2.5 standard deviations above the group mean.
	
	FSIQ
Mean (SEM)
	Age 
Mean (SEM)
	Sex
(N=male)
	AQ
Mean (SEM)
	ADOS
Mean (SEM)

	Autism Group (n=21) 
	114.57
(2.95)
	35.43
(3.02)
	18
	33.96
(1.97)**
	9.48
(.74)

	
Typical Group (n=22)

	
108.64 
(2.66)
	
32.77 
(1.95)
	
21
	
19.09 
(1.64)
	
-


Supplementary Table 2: Demographic information for the autism and typical group in Experiment 2. **p<.001
Results: Given that we used opportunity samples, some participants took part in both Experiments 1 and 2 (17 autistic and 11 typical participants). To ensure that practice effects were not contributing to the observed effects, we conducted additional ANOVAs with experiment order as a between-participants variable (participant only took part in one experiment; participant took part in Experiment 1 then Experiment 2; participant took part in Experiment 2 then Experiment 1). We found no interactions with effects of group in either experiment (all Fs<1.39, all ps>.259).   
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