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Choice-making in children with autism spectrum disorder: Assessment and
expansion of preferences.
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The four main findings of this study were as follows. First, it was
difficult to predict the most appropriate assessment of preferences from the individual
developmental profile of children with autistic spectrum disorder (ASD). Second, the findings
suggested that ASD children require designing special assessment methods to identify their
preferences for activities but not stimuli. Third, a survey of school teachers revealed that a large

number of teachers did not make use of preferences in their teaching because they did not know how
to identify preferences. Fourth, training programs for school teachers to learn preference
assessment procedures, both face-to-face and online, were found to be effective.
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