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Children with facial paralysis due to Moebius syndrome exhibit reduced autonomic modulation during emotion processing
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Abstract
Background
Facial mimicry is crucial in the recognition of others’ emotional state. Thus, the observation of others’ facial expressions activates the same neural representation of that affective state in the observer, along with related autonomic and somatic responses. What happens, therefore, when someone cannot mimic others’ facial expressions?

Methods
We investigated whether psychophysiological emotional responses to others’ facial expressions were impaired in 13 children (9 years) with Moebius syndrome (MBS), an extremely rare neurological disorder (1/250,000 live births) characterized by congenital facial paralysis. We inspected autonomic responses and vagal regulation through facial cutaneous thermal variations and by the computation of respiratory sinus arrhythmia (RSA). These parameters provide measures of emotional arousal and show the autonomic adaptation to others’ social cues. Physiological responses in children with MBS were recorded during dynamic facial expression observation and were compared to those of a control group (16 non-affected children, 9 years).

Results
There were significant group effects on thermal patterns and RSA, with lower values in children with MBS. We also observed a mild deficit in emotion recognition in these patients.

Conclusion
Results support “embodied” theory, whereby the congenital inability to produce facial expressions induces alterations in the processing of facial expression of emotions. Such alterations may constitute a risk for emotion dysregulation.
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Background
When individuals are exposed to emotional faces, they spontaneously react with distinct electromyography responses in emotion-relevant facial muscles, a mechanism termed “facial mimicry” [1–4]. Notably, artificially interfering with participants’ spontaneous facial muscular activation during observation of facial expressions significantly reduces emotion recognition performance [5–7]. This evidence indicates a close relationship between the ability to express facial emotions and the ability to recognize facial expressions displayed by others [5, 8]. According to motor theories of perception, the observation of others’ facial expression activates the sensorimotor representations involved in the execution of that expression, facilitating recognition processes [9]. In particular, information concerning one’s own emotion is hypothesized to be retrieved through both somatovisceral and motor re-experiencing of an observed emotion [10].
The “mirror neuron system” (MNS) is considered part of the neurobiological substrate supporting this shared representation [11–13]. When we observe an individual performing an action, our motor cortices become active in the same way as if we were experiencing that action ourselves [14]. This simulation mechanism is useful for understanding others’ actions and goals within a motor framework [15–18] and can be applied to the domain of language and emotional development [19–23]. Although neuroimaging investigations have shown that a number of cortical and subcortical areas (involving the premotor cortex, the anterior cingulate cortex, and the anterior insula) that support first-person experience of a specific emotion also become active during the observation of that emotion in others [24–29], the debate concerning the role of simulation processes in emotional recognition remains an open one in the literature.
The study of facial expression processing in patients with peripheral facial palsy could be a potentially powerful empirical strategy for assessing simulation processes in emotion recognition. Among facial palsies, Moebius syndrome (MBS) is the most interesting condition, because it is present from birth and is characterized by weakening or paralysis of the facial muscles. The cranial nerves that are predominantly involved in this extremely rare syndrome (1/250,000 live births [30]) are the sixth and seventh; these directly control lateral eye movements and facial muscles, respectively [30]. These nerves are either absent or underdeveloped, resulting in bilateral or unilateral facial palsy. MBS is sometimes associated with musculoskeletal abnormalities and other cranial nerve palsies: these include, most commonly, the hypoglossal nerve [31], which often leads to atrophy of the tongue and, accordingly, speech problems [31]. Some patients with MBS may also present with additional deformities, such as orofacial, limb, and musculoskeletal malformations, whereas the patient’s intelligence is usually preserved [29, 31–35].
The diagnosis of MBS is based exclusively on clinical criteria. The classical diagnostic criteria are bilateral facial paralysis affecting both sides of the face (seventh cranial nerve) and paralysis of sideways (lateral) movement of the eyes (sixth cranial nerve) [29–32]. Recently, cases with unilateral facial palsy have also been included in the spectrum of this disease [30, 31, 33]. Because of their congenital lack of capacity for facial mimicry, the study of children with MBS is of great relevance for investigating the contribution to emotion recognition of facial simulation processes.
Here, we focus on an under-investigated topic: the contribution of the capacity for facial mimicry to autonomic regulation in response to others’ emotions. In fact, the autonomic nervous system (ANS) regulates the physiological reactions of the entire body to environmental stimuli [36], fostering either prosocial (e.g., a parasympathetic calm and relaxed state [37, 38]), or defensive (e.g., sympathetic fight or flight responses) behavioral strategies. The centrality of the ANS in emotion has been demonstrated in a large body of research aimed at assessing different aspects of the ANS–emotion relationship (for a review, see [39]), and the link between motor simulation and ANS reactivity is supported by several neuroimaging studies demonstrating how observation of others’ emotional facial expressions activates not only motor pathways [28], but also brain structures (e.g., amygdala, insula) [24, 25, 40] regarded as part of the extended MNS [41, 42], and thought to be responsible for emotional information processing. Despite the volume of studies, investigations of the effects of deficits in facial mimicry on autonomic regulation are still lacking. We hypothesized that MBS patients might present an alteration in autonomic responses to emotional stimuli as a consequence of the inability to express emotions from birth.
Among several techniques commonly adopted for ANS recording, functional infrared thermal imaging (fITI) and electrocardiography (ECG) were implemented in the present study. fITI is a technology that offers the advantage of a non-contact approach, which is suitable for human psychological and physiological studies [43]. fITI records the body’s naturally emitted thermal irradiation, which depends on cutaneous blood perfusion controlled by the ANS innervating the vessels that irrigate the skin [43]. Recently, it has been demonstrated that many emotional states are associated with variations in facial temperature [44–46]. Specifically, measuring thermal effects of emotional arousal may provide useful information about the sympathetic branch of the ANS, since skin temperature depends on cutaneous blood perfusion and local tissue metabolism, and sudomotor responses, all of which are controlled by the sympathetic system.
Using ECG, we estimated respiratory sinus arrhythmia (RSA) reactivity. RSA is a metric of heart rate variability associated with spontaneous breathing. RSA measures the parasympathetic branch of the ANS via cholinergic vagus nerve projections to the heart. During situations where active coping, or emotional regulation, is required, the vagal input increases RSA, supporting a flexible coping response. According to the polyvagal theory, this response is a physiological indicator of the individual’s ability to engage in appropriate regulatory behavior and provides a physiological substrate for affect regulation, which presumably underlies adaptive interpersonal functioning [47, 48]. Specifically, the vagal tone at rest is considered a stable neurophysiological mechanism reflecting potential autonomic reactivity in the absence of environmental challenge. In the literature, high resting RSA has been associated with appropriate emotional reactivity and indexes of the functional ability to engage and disengage with the environment [49].
We conducted two experiments testing for emotional processing in children with MBS. In the first experiment, we tested whether, compared to a non-affected control group of the same age, children with MBS were able to recognize stimuli representing facial expressions. In fact, in the literature, there are no studies on facial recognition of emotions in children with MBS, but only in adult patients, and results are inconclusive [50–52]. We used dynamic stimuli that, in the literature, have proved more effective than static images in inducing an emotional response [53–55]. The stimuli were facial expressions representing emotions of disgust, surprise, anger, and happiness. These emotions were selected based on the developmental stage of the participants. Thus, although even newborns are able to produce facial expressions [56], the ability to recognize specific emotions from facial expressions increases with age [57, 58]. Previous studies reported that, among the basic facial expressions, the emotions that are best recognized (from an actor’s full face display) are happiness, anger, and disgust, followed by fear, with sadness being more difficult to recognize [59–61]. More specifically, research has shown that, by 5 years of age, children are as sensitive as adults to displays of happiness, [62], and from 8 to 11 years, they recognize happy, angry, and disgust expressions more easily than those showing fear and sadness [62, 63]. For these reasons, among the basic facial expressions, we included two positive emotions (happiness and surprise) and two negative emotions (anger and disgust), whereas facial expressions of fear and sadness were discarded.
Once the ability of children with MBS to recognize facial expressions was ascertained, we determined whether the emotional processing and the responses of the ANS (physiological experiment) were less efficient in these children than in those in the control group.

Experiment 1: emotion detection probe
The first study tested participants’ ability to recognize facial expressions with a high percentage of accuracy. (Note, establishing that children of this age group could recognize the expressions accurately was an important prerequisite for the valid assessment of ANS responses in experiment 2, in which we used the same set of stimuli. Thus, the use of facial expressions that were not easily recognizable by children of this age would render uninterpretable results obtained in the second experiment.)
Materials and methods
Participants
The study involved 26 subjects. Eight children with MBS (MBS group, MBS 3 females, Mage = 9 years; SD = 2.3) were recruited at the Operative Unit of Maxillofacial Surgery, Head and Neck Department.
In Table 1, demographic data and clinical information concerning all participants with MBS are reported. The children’s medical history was confirmed with the treating physician prior to testing. The inclusion criteria for children with MBS were (1) a certified diagnosis of unilateral or bilateral facial paralysis [30, 31, 33] (we included unilateral paralysis based on previous studies demonstrating that patients with hemiparesis also show impairment in emotion recognition [65]) and (2) a score > 70 percentile on the Colored Progressive Matrices Test, CPM [64]. Exclusion criteria were (1) the presence of congenital limb malformations and (2) the presence of any psychiatric or physical illness at the time of participation.Table 1Demographic and clinical characteristics of participants with Moebius syndrome in experiment 1


	Group
	Age
	Sex
	Paralysis
	Cranial nerves involved
	Dysfunction
	IQ

	MBS01
	11
	Female
	Bilateral
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	100

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS02
	11
	Female
	Unilateral left
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	110

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	MBS03
	11
	Male
	Bilateral
	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	105

	Accessory nerve (XI)
	Ipsilateral weakness in the trapezius muscle
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS04
	8
	Male
	Bilateral
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	100

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS05
	6
	Male
	Bilateral
	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	100

	MBS06
	8
	Male
	Bilateral
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	110

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS07
	11
	Male
	Unilateral left
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	120

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	MBS08
	6
	Female
	Unilateral right
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	100

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 



The control group consisted of 18 children (control group, CG 3 females, Mage = 9 years; SD = 1.4) who did not meet criteria for a clinical diagnosis of MBS, or present with any psychiatric or physical illness, or any other neurological disorder.
Participants’ legal guardians gave written informed consent for the experimental procedure, which was approved by the Ethics Committee of Parma (prot. 32074). Participation in the study was voluntary and the participants were not paid. The study was conducted in line with the Declaration of Helsinki 2013.

Stimuli
Stimuli were short video clips lasting 4 s created using computer-morphing software (Abrosoft FantaMorph software package). Pictures (800 × 560 pixels) of four actors’ faces expressing five different emotions were selected from a set of validated pictures from the Nim Stim Face Stimulus Set [66]. Pictures consisted of four Caucasian actors’ faces (two males and two females) expressing four emotional facial expressions (i.e., disgust, surprise, anger, happiness) or a neutral facial expression (Fig. 1a).[image: A11689_2019_9272_Fig1_HTML.png]
Fig. 1aAn example of the morph steps. Each video clip showed an actor’s face morphing from the neutral expression to one of the five prototypical expressions (disgust, surprise, anger, happiness, and neutral). b Procedure of the experiment 1. Participants were presented with dynamic facial expressions one at a time. Each stimulus lasted for 4 s. When participants recognized the facial expression they pressed the space bar (stop button) and the stimulus disappeared (response time, RTs). RTs were considered an indicator of the time necessary to recognize the facial expression. Then participants were instructed to categorize each stimulus in a forced-choice procedure identifying the facial expression from a list of five stylized emotional faces (accuracy rate, RACC). c Procedure of the experiment 2. Participants were presented with 5 different blocks of morphed emotional faces (i.e., disgust, surprise, anger, happiness, and neutral). Each block lasted 60 s and was composed of different video clips representing the same emotion (12 facial expressions in total). Each video clip was preceded by 30-s baseline (i.e., a dynamic screensaver). At the end of each block participants underwent a control task (a forced-choice procedure identifying among five alternative pictures the emotion corresponding to the block previously seen)




Each video clip showed the transition from a neutral facial expression to an emotional one within the same actor (emotional video clips) or from a neutral face to another (neutral face, non-emotional video clips). In total, we created 60 stimuli (12 disgust, 12 surprise, 12 anger, 12 happiness, and 12 neutral stimuli). E-Prime 2.0 software (Psychology Software Tools, Inc.) was used for stimuli presentation.

Procedure
Once informed consent was obtained, participants were seated in a comfortable chair after being introduced to the experiment. Stimuli were presented centrally and the viewing distance was set at 60 cm from a 17 in. computer monitor (1024 × 768 at 75 Hz). Written instructions were presented on the screen before the beginning of each task and were read aloud to the participant by the experimenter.
Video clips were randomly presented one at a time. Each trial started with a fixation cross, presented for 0.5 s in the center of the screen. Each video clip lasted for 4 s (3 s of dynamic morph and 1 s of full emotion expression, Fig. 1b). Each stimulus was presented on a white background, with a dynamic morph starting from neutral and going to full facial expression.
Participants were told that the facial expressions appearing on the screen would look neutral at the beginning of the video clip and would gradually change to reveal one of five expressions (disgust, surprise, anger, happiness, and neutral expressions). They were asked to watch the facial displays change and to press the space bar to stop the video as soon as they thought they knew which expression the face was displaying. Participants were also instructed to maximize speed and recognition accuracy. When participants pressed the stop button, the stimulus disappeared and the response time was recorded as an index of the time necessary to recognize the facial expression. (The disappearance of the stimulus ensured that the response time reflected the actual recognition of the facial expression.) If participants did not press the space bar, the stimulus disappeared after 4 s.
After the stimulus disappeared, participants were instructed to categorize each stimulus in a forced-choice procedure identifying the facial expression from five options (stylized emotional faces). One practice trial was run, prior to 10 test trials (two trials for each emotion).

Statistical data analyses
We analyzed two dependent variables: response time (RTs) and accuracy rate (RACC). RTs were calculated as the time elapsed between the onset of the stimulus and the participants’ button press (recognition of a single facial expression). RACC rate was computed as the proportion of correct responses out of the total answers given (discrimination of facial expressions).
We excluded RTs less than 920 ms (less than 30% of morphing) in order to avoid anticipatory responses. RACC data were arcsine transformed prior to the analysis; values ranged from a minimum of zero to a perfect score of 1.57 (which is the arcsine of 1 [67]).
RTs were included as dependent variables into two mixed-design analysis of variance (ANOVA) in which “emotion” (five levels—disgust, neutral, surprise, anger, and happiness) was used as the within-subjects factor and “group” (two levels—MBS, CG) as the between-subjects factor. When the sphericity assumption was violated, Greenhouse–Geisser degrees of freedom corrections were applied. The probability value was set at p < 0.05 for all analyses. Partial eta squared (ηp2) was calculated as the effect size measure. Bonferroni post hoc tests were conducted following the two-way ANOVA.
Since many participants were 100% correct in recognizing some emotions, we considered only the total number of correct answers given by each group. The Kruskal–Wallis test was used as a non-parametric statistical procedure for comparing the RACC values of the two samples. The Statistical Package for the Social Sciences version 25 (SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA) was used to perform the analyses.


Results
Table 2 contains means and standard deviations of participants’ RTs during emotional expression recognition for the MBS group (MBS) and control group (CG), respectively. Overall, disgust was the emotion that required the longest RTs (2349 ms), while happiness was the most rapidly recognized (1931 ms).Table 2Experiment 1: Mean and standard deviation (SD) of response times (in milliseconds) for neutral, disgust, surprise, anger, and happiness stimuli for the Moebius syndrome group (MBS) and control group (CG)


	 	Response time (ms)

	Neutral
	Disgust
	Surprise
	Anger
	Happiness

	Mean
	SD
	Mean
	SD
	Mean
	SD
	Mean
	SD
	Mean
	SD

	MBS
	2282
	437
	2382
	409
	2208
	492
	2027
	373
	1920
	232

	CG
	2089
	413
	2335
	416
	2170
	339
	2108
	416
	1936
	396




Mixed ANOVA on RTs revealed a main effect of emotion (F (4, 96) = 9.9; p = 0.001; ηp2 = 0.29). Bonferroni post hoc t tests revealed that participants recognized happy video clips significantly faster (1931 ms) than disgust (2349 ms, p = 0.001), neutral (2149 ms, p = 0.014), and surprise (2182 ms, p = 0.003) video clips. Conversely, disgust was the emotion that took the longest RTs (disgust vs. neutral, p = 0.032; disgust vs. anger, p = 0.001). No significant group or interaction (group × emotion) effects were observed (p > 0.05).
Table 3 contains means and standard deviations of participants’ RACC rates for the recognition of emotional expressions. In general, the judgments of facial stimuli were highly accurate (mean RACC = 96% ± 4.7).Table 3Means and standard deviations (SD) of response accuracy rate for the recognition of each emotional expression in experiment 1 and at the end of each block in experiment 2 showed by Moebius Syndrome group (MBS) and control group (CG)


	 	Neutral
	Disgust
	Surprise
	Anger
	Happiness

	Mean
	SD
	Mean
	SD
	Mean
	SD
	Mean
	SD
	Mean
	SD

	Experiment 1_Accuracy (%)

	 MBS
	96
	8.9
	79
	24.3
	96
	6.4
	96
	9
	95
	14.7

	 CG
	100
	2
	91
	8.5
	100
	0
	99
	2.7
	98
	3.8

	Experiment 2_Accuracy (%)

	 MBS
	69
	0.5
	85
	0.4
	100
	0
	100
	0
	92
	0.3

	 CG
	100
	0
	94
	0.3
	100
	0
	100
	0
	94
	0.3




The Kruskal–Wallis test comparing RACC values between the groups showed that RACC scores were significantly lower for MBS than CG (chi-square = 5.096; p = 0.024, MBS = 92.2%, CG = 97.4%, respectively; Fig. 2), indicating that, although they were very accurate, MBS participants’ performance in discriminating facial expressions was poorer than that of the control group.[image: A11689_2019_9272_Fig2_HTML.png]
Fig. 2Experiment 1: Kruskal–Wallis test was used for comparing the RACC values of the two samples. Mean accuracy scores (%) for control (CG) and Moebius syndrome group (MBS) groups on recognition of five facial expressions are reported. *p < 0.05. Error bars represent SE (standard errors of the means)





Discussion
Results of this first study revealed an absence of group difference in RTs, and this finding supports the hypothesis that children with MBS had a comparable level of emotion recognition to that of the control group. These results are in line with previous studies [50, 52] in which face stimuli were presented singly and exclude the possibility that children with MBS may have difficulty inspecting stimuli, because their response times were similar to those of the control group.
However, the RACC analysis showed that the control group was more accurate than children with MBS, suggesting some difficulties in the latter group in discriminating the facial expressions displayed. Although the high percentage of accuracy and the small number of participants preclude us from concluding that children with MBS have deficits in emotional recognition, the results nevertheless highlight some difficulty when required to identify facial expressions from an array of stimuli with emotional content (complex facial recognition task). We hypothesize that participants with MBS, not being able to benefit fully from motor simulation mechanisms, probably use alternative cognitive strategies, which may not be as effective as simulation (at least during early development) [29]. One of these cognitive mechanisms could involve strict, rule-based, strategies, in which memorized lists of characteristics defining emotional expressions are employed. Such strategies may lead children to look for the presence of these specific features when performing emotional perception tasks. For example, a “rule” for disgust could be “corners of the actor’s mouth turned down.” This characteristic, present both in disgust and anger, was efficient for recognizing the facial expression when present but was ineffective when choosing among multiple options when the stimulus was no longer present.
Our findings are also in line with the conclusion of Calder et al. [50] and Bate et al. [51] that, while difficulties in emotional face recognition are prevalent in individuals with MBS, they are not invariable. It is also possible that the higher number of errors we found in children with MBS might be related to the young age of participants. Thus, previous studies have focused on adults, while here we included children who have probably not yet fully developed other cognitive strategies for recognizing others’ emotions.
This study had a number of limitations. First, the small sample of patients and the limited number of facial expressions used limit the generalizability of our results. Second, the high level of accuracy in facial expression recognition observed in both groups may have masked group differences in recognizing specific emotions. In future, more refined measurements of emotion recognition and the use of more complex stimuli (e.g., morphed facial expressions of two or more emotions) could be useful in identifying subtler difficulties in children with Moebius syndrome. Further, these preliminary results will need to be further investigated using more complex experimental designs and a greater number of stimuli. Moreover, follow-up assessments should be carried out across development, from childhood to adolescence, in order to assess the improvement of facial expression recognition in these patients.


Experiment 2: physiological experiment
In this study, we tested whether the responses of the ANS during emotional processing were altered in children with MBS compared to a control group. Specifically, we monitored the variations of facial temperature and the amplitude of RSA in children with MBS and controls when they were presented with 1-min-long videos depicting dynamically changing facial expressions, from a neutral face to one showing disgust, surprise, anger, happiness, or else remaining neutral. Given that children recognized the facial expressions used in experiment 1 with a high degree of accuracy, we used the same sets of stimuli in experiment 2 in order to measure the autonomic response to different emotional stimuli.
Materials and methods
Participants
A new group of 13 children with MBS (MBS group, MBS 7 females, Mage = 8.7 years; SD = 2.8, see Table 4) participated in the study (see inclusion/exclusion criteria in experiment 1, the emotion detection probe study, participants section). The healthy control group (CG) consisted of 16 participants (6 females, Mage = 9.3 years; SD = 1.7). Participants’ legal guardians gave written informed consent for the experimental procedure, which was approved by the Ethics Committee of Parma (prot. 32074). Participation in the study was voluntary and the participants were not paid. The study was conducted in line with the Declaration of Helsinki 2013.Table 4Demographic and clinical characteristics of participants with Moebius syndrome in experiment 2


	Group
	Age
	Sex
	Paralysis
	Cranial nerves involved
	Dysfunction
	IQ

	MBS09
	11
	Female
	Bilateral
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	100

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS10
	5.5
	Female
	Unilateral right
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	80

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	MBS11
	5.5
	Female
	Unilateral right
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	100

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS12
	10
	Male
	Bilateral
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	80

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS13
	9.5
	Female
	Bilateral
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	110

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS14
	13
	Male
	Unilateral left
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	110

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	MBS15
	6
	Female
	Unilateral left
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	110

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS16
	7
	Male
	Bilateral
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	80

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Vestibulocochlear nerve (VIII)
	Hearing loss
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS17
	8
	Male
	Bilateral
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	100

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS18
	8
	Male
	Bilateral
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	110

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS19
	12
	Male
	Unilateral left
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	120

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	MBS20
	5
	Female
	Bilateral
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	100

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 
	Hypoglossal nerve (XII)
	Fasciculations or atrophy of the muscles of the tongue
	 
	MBS21
	12
	Female
	Unilateral left
	Abducens nerve (VI)
	No lateral eye movements
	100

	Facial nerve (VII)
	Facial palsy
	 




Stimuli
The sets of stimuli comprising different facial expressions used in this study were the same as those for experiment 1. Before measuring the impact of these stimuli on ANS reactivity, the recognition of each facial expression was carefully evaluated, as in the first study. We confirmed that the judgments of the facial stimuli were highly accurate (mean RACC = 96%) in both groups.

Procedure
Before the start of the experiment, each subject was left to acclimatize themselves for 10–20 min in a softly lit, sound-proofed, climate-controlled room (room temperature 23 ± 1 °C; relative humidity 50–55%; no direct sunlight or ventilation). Five different blocks of morphed emotional faces (i.e., disgust, surprise, anger, happiness, and neutral) were randomly presented to the subject (Fig. 1c). Subjects sat comfortably in a chair, without any restriction of their body movements.
In total, the participants observed 60 video clips divided into 5 experimental blocks. Each block was composed of different video clips representing the same emotion. Four video clips (two males, two females) each lasting 4 s (Fig. 1c) were repeated three times and shown in the same block (12 facial expressions in total). Each video clip was preceded by a fixation cross displayed in the center of the screen for 1 s. Thus, each block lasted for a period of 60 s and was randomly presented. A baseline (i.e., a dynamic screensaver) lasting 30 s preceded each block. In order to control participants’ attention, at the end of each block, an image with five-forced choice picture options appeared on the screen. It remained visible until the participant responded (Fig. 1c). The experimenter asked the subject to identify which of the five alternative pictures matched the emotion previously displayed in the block. Participants were instructed either to answer verbally or to point to the chosen image. The child’s answer was then noted on the experimental pre-prepared sheet.
During video clip presentations, the participant was asked to simply observe the stimuli. Participants’ fITI and ECG were recorded for the entire duration of the experiment. Thermal IR imaging was recorded by means of a digital thermal camera FLIR T450sc (IR resolution 320 × 240 pixels; spectral range 7.5–13.0 μm; thermal sensitivity/NETD < 30 mK at 30 °C). The acquisition frame rate was set to 5 Hz (5 frames/s). A remote-controlled webcam (Logitech webcam C170) was used to film children’s behavior to assure that they paid attention to the stimuli. The thermal camera was placed just above the screen used for the stimuli presentation, 1 m away from the participant’s face, and it was automatically calibrated and manually fixated to allow a frontal recording of the child’s face.
ECG was recorded using three Ag/AgCl pre-gelled electrodes (ADInstruments, UK) with a contact area of 10-mm diameter placed in an Einthoven’s triangle configuration (Powerlab and OctalBioAmp8/30, ADInstruments, UK). The answers given by the children at the end of each block were considered an index of accuracy and treated as in the emotion detection probe study (the “Statistical data analyses” section).

Thermal data analysis
Firstly, we performed a visual inspection of the changes in subjects’ thermal responses to provide a qualitative investigation of their autonomic responses throughout the experiment. Then, thermal variation, i.e., changes in cutaneous temperature was calculated for specific facial regions of interest (ROIs) [43, 68].
We performed a quantitative estimation of temperature variation in the following ROIs: nasal tip [44, 69, 70], cheeks [45], and forehead (Fig. 3 [43]). The shapes of ROIs did not vary in size across frames, and the temperature was extracted only when the face was at a direct angle to the camera [43, 71]. The same circular shapes were used for both groups. We initially created a mask in which the ROIs were drawn (Fig. 3a). We then took the tip of the nose as the reference point, this being an anatomical “landmark” that is easily identifiable in all subjects [68]. Subsequently, tracing an imaginary straight line centered on the tip of the nose, we located the area of the forehead positioned above the two eyebrows. Further horizontal lines that passed through the center of the eyes and the tip of the nose allowed us to identify the area of the cheeks.[image: A11689_2019_9272_Fig3_HTML.png]
Fig. 3To extract information of affective nature, three regions of interest (ROIs) were used (tip of the nose, forehead, and cheeks). A mask was initially created (a) in which the ROIs were drawn to ensure that there was no variability across the size and shape of the ROIs among participants. Taking as a reference point the nose, we traced an imaginary straight line centered on the tip of the nose to locate the area of the forehead placed above the two eyebrows. Further horizontal lines passing through the center of the eyes and the tip of the nose allowed us to identify the area of the cheeks. The same mask was uploaded on each participant’s first frame and then a trained experimenter analyzed frame by frame the movements of the participant’s face during the experiment. Whenever the participant moved, the experimenter adjusted the position of each ROI on the participant’s face. If the participant’s movements did not allow the reposition of the ROIs, the frame was discarded. In b, we reported two example of thermal extraction (in the top panel a child with Moebius syndrome and in the lower panel a child belonging to the control group). In the images of participants, blurred masks (glasses) are included on the children’s face in order to occlude their identity




Once the mask with the ROIs was created, it was uploaded for each participant’s first frame. Since the participants were free to move during the observation of the stimuli, one of the experimenters analyzed the movements of the participant’s face frame by frame during the experiment. If the participant moved, the experimenter adjusted the position of each ROI on the participant’s face, maintaining their relative positions constant. If the participant’s movements did not allow accurate repositioning of the ROIs, the frame was discarded. Thus, thermal signals were extracted and processed (Fig. 3b) by a trained coder through the use of tracking software, developed with homemade Matlab algorithms (The Mathworks Inc., Natick, MA) and validated in [72].
To avoid any possible noise or artifacts, thermal data were subsequently examined with PostTracking software. On average, we extracted 150 frames (30s) for each baseline pre-block, and 300 frames (60 s) for each experimental block (neutral, happiness, surprise, anger, disgust). Non-parametric Pearson correlations (Bonferroni adjusted) for the three ROIs yielded significant results (α = 0.05/3 = 0.02, Table 5) indicating that the three dependent variables were highly correlated.Table 5Experiment 2: Results of Pearson’s correlations based on the three ROIs


	 	Forehead
	Cheeks
	Nose

	Forehead
	1.0000
	0.8762
	0.6882

	
                                –
                              
	p = 0.000*
	p = 0.000*

	Cheeks
	0.8762
	1,0000
	0.5812

	p = 0.000*
	
                                –
                              
	p = 0.001*

	Nose
	0.6882
	0.5812
	1,0000

	p = 0.000*
	p = 0.001*
	
                                –
                              


*Pearson correlation was significant at the 0.05 level (two-tailed). Bonferroni corrected



To eliminate temperature changes that were unrelated to the experimental conditions and to reduce inter-subject variability, thermal values were obtained by subtracting the mean thermal values of each ROI during the pre-block baseline from the mean thermal values of the ROIs during each experimental block.

Statistical analyses
First, we checked that the one-way ANOVA performed on the neutral block thermal values (neutral facial expression) in the three ROIs did not show significant differences between groups (p > 0.05). Then, the temperature values for each emotional block (disgust, surprise, anger, and happiness) were subtracted from those for the neutral block [43]. Given that the temperature values of the three ROIs (forehead, cheeks, and nose) were significantly correlated (Table 5), we performed a multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA) in which the dependent variables were the three face ROIs [73]. Thus, the effects of emotional stimuli observation on facial temperature were analyzed via a 4 × 2 MANOVA (emotion × group). The probability value was set at p < 0.05 for all analyses. Significant MANOVA findings are expressed using Wilks’ lambda (Λ) and effect size data (ηp2) were also provided for additional information. The Statistical Package for the Social Sciences version 25 (SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA) was used for all analyses.

RSA analysis
ECG data were converted and amplified with an eight-channel amplifier (PowerLab8/30; ADInstruments UK) and displayed, stored, and reduced with the LabChart 7.3.1 software package (ADInstruments, 2011). ECG was sampled at 1 kHz and online filtered with the Mains filter. Heart period was calculated as the interval in milliseconds between successive R-waves. The amplitude of RSA [expressed in ln (ms)2] was quantified with CMetX (available from http://​apsychoserver.​psych.​arizona.​edu), a software for calculating cardiac variability that produces data with a correlation near unity with those obtained using the method of Boher and Porges [74]. The amplitude of RSA was calculated as the variance of heart rate activity across the band of frequencies associated with spontaneous respiration (0.24–1.04 Hz for children below the age of 11 years and 0.12–0.40 Hz for children older than 11 years) [74]. ECG data for two subjects were discarded because of technical problems. The resting RSA value was the mean of each 30-s screensaver baseline that preceded each block (2.5 min in total). RSA reactivity refers to RSA values extracted from two epochs (each of 30 s) during 1 m of each experimental block and expressed as the difference from resting RSA.

Statistical analyses
To investigate the functional modulation between vagal regulation and external, social stimuli, we first performed a one-way ANOVA to test differences in the resting RSA between groups. A 5 × 2 repeated mixed ANOVA was performed on RSA reactivity with emotion (neutral, disgust, happiness, anger, and surprise) as a repeated measures factor and group (MBS vs. CG) as a between-participants factor. When the sphericity assumption was violated, Greenhouse–Geisser degrees of freedom corrections were applied. The probability value was set at p < 0.05 for all analyses. Partial eta squared (ηp2) was calculated as the measure of effect size. Bonferroni post hoc tests were conducted following the two-way ANOVA.
Pearson’s correlations were also calculated to assess RSA reactivity in relation to individual resting RSA in response to facial expressions and neutral stimuli [75]. Bonferroni corrections were applied (α = 0.05/5 = 0.01). The Statistical Package for the Social Sciences version 25 (SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA) was used to perform all the analyses.


Results
The Kruskal–Wallis test on RACC (the answers given by the children at the end of each block and considered an index of accuracy) between groups showed that scores were nevertheless significantly lower for MBS than CG (chi-square = 4.107; p = 0.043, MBS = 92.2%, CG = 97.4%).
Consistent with the study hypothesis, thermal analysis showed a significant multivariate main effect of group (Λ = 0.915, F (3, 106) =3.27; p = 0.024, ηp2 = 0.085). Specifically, children with MBS (MBS − 0.077 ΔT) showed significantly lower thermal variation than the control group (CG 0.051 ΔT) while watching emotional stimuli (Fig. 4). No overall significant multivariate main effects of emotion (p = 0.635) or interaction with group (p = 0.907) were observed.[image: A11689_2019_9272_Fig4_HTML.png]
Fig. 4Experiment 2: Mean temperature as a function of group (children with MBS and control group, CG) in all ROIs. *p < 0.05. Error bars represent SE (standard errors of the means)




Similar results were found when comparing the groups in terms of resting RSA. Thus, resting RSA was significantly higher in CG in comparison to MBS (F (1, 25) = 5.805; p = 0.024; ηp2 = 0.188, Fig. 5). The repeated mixed ANOVA performed on RSA reactivity did not show significant emotion or group main effects (p = 0.526 and p = 0.614, respectively), and there was no significant (group × emotion) interaction (p = 0.454).[image: A11689_2019_9272_Fig5_HTML.png]
Fig. 5Experiment 2: Mean values of resting RSA as a function of group (children with MBS and control group, CG). *p < 0.05. Error bars represent SE (standard errors of the means)




In order to determine whether there was a significant association between resting RSA and RSA reactivity, we performed two correlational analyses (one for each group) between the resting RSA and the RSA reactivity values for each condition. Pearson’s correlations demonstrated a significant negative correlation between baseline RSA and RSA reactivity in CG only, in response to the neutral condition (r =  − 0.665, Bonferroni corrected p = 0.005, Fig. 6). No other significant correlations for either MBS or CG were found.[image: A11689_2019_9272_Fig6_HTML.png]
Fig. 6Experiment 2: Plots of correlations between baseline and RSA reactivity values recorded during the observation of neutral stimuli for children with Moebius syndrome (MBS) and control group (CG) (Bonferroni corrected p < 0.01)





Discussion
In this second study, we focused on the contribution of the capacity for facial mimicry to autonomic regulation in response to others’ emotions. We addressed this issue by studying a population of children with MBS, a rare neurological disorder that primarily affects the muscles controlling facial expressions. Individuals with MBS are born with facial muscle paralysis and an inability to produce facial expressions. This makes them the ideal population to study whether autonomic responses to emotional stimuli are affected by the inability to simulate the emotions of others from birth.
We recorded facial thermal changes and ECG during the observation of dynamic facial expressions. We found a significant difference in facial thermal responses between groups. More specifically, consistent with previous studies, the control group showed greater thermal responses to emotional than to neutral stimuli relative to the Moebius group. By contrast, with respect to the neutral condition, Moebius children showed a skin temperature decrease, a response that is commonly associated with sympathetic activation in response to stressful, painful, or frustrating situations [46, 72]. This lower autonomic response of the MBS group did not vary between the different ROIs.
Contrary to what we expected, thermal responses did not turn out to differ between the various facial expressions displayed. Our findings are, therefore, at variance with previous demonstrations of the capability of thermal IR imaging to capture physiological thermal variations in relation to different emotional states. Thus, in the study by Merla and Romani [46], participants were exposed to a stressful task, and the largest temperature variations were reported for subjects who were more influenced by the judgment of others. Similarly, interpersonal social contact and sexual arousal have been shown to result in an increase in facial temperature [46, 76]. Temperature variations have also been found during stressful, fearful, painful, and guilty experimental situations [44, 46, 69]. Together, these studies show that exposure to a wide range of stimuli and situations results in large variations in autonomic system reactivity.
In contrast to previous studies, the stimuli used in our study were presented for a relatively short time period, and while they did, overall, elicit some arousal responses, these were minimal in magnitude and showed no specificity relative to the type of emotion. It is possible that a habituation effect due to repeated visual presentation within the same context could have leveled out potential thermal differences between emotional stimuli in our study. Future studies should explore in more depth the thermal responses of children with MBS in response to different types of emotional stimuli in order to understand whether this methodological approach is sensitive enough to detect autonomic differences between different emotions.
With regard to other indices of physiological regulation-resting RSA and RSA reactivity, our results demonstrated a significant group difference in the former that might reflect less predisposition in children with MBS to react to social stimuli and, in general, to environmental changes. Indeed, higher resting RSA indicates greater parasympathetic activation that promotes social interaction [37]. Interestingly, children who exhibited high resting RSA have been shown to exhibit greater empathic concern or helping [77]. By contrast, low resting RSA is considered a risk factor for anxiety, depression [78], trait hostility, and autism [79] and, more generally, can be considered a physiological response to environments that are perceived to be threatening. We also found a significant relation between resting RSA and RSA reactivity during the observation of neutral stimuli in the control group, whereas MBS group children seemed not to modulate their autonomic responses during this condition with respect to baseline level. In other words, in control participants only, the higher the RSA value at baseline, the stronger the RSA reactivity (i.e., RSA suppression) during the visualization of neutral facial expressions, a result that suggests these children recognized the neutral facial expressions as non-emotional stimuli and consequently modulated their ANS responses accordingly.
Findings from this second experiment also indicate that, compared to the control group, MBS is associated with both lower resting RSA and more dysfunctional RSA reactivity across conditions. It is interesting to consider that deficits in emotion regulation are common to other psychiatric conditions [62, 63], especially autism. Specifically, children with autism spectrum disorders have been shown to be slower in emotion recognition [80] and to have lower amplitude RSA [81]. These findings emphasize the role of ANS indexes in emotion regulation capabilities and suggest that abnormal ANS responses could be the basis of reduced social skills in these children [56, 66]. While further data are clearly necessary in order to investigate such a possible link, it is nevertheless interesting to note that some studies indicate that these children show deficits in social interaction and self-regulation in social contexts [44, 67].
The results of this study are consistent with simulation and embodiment theories of emotions [8, 9]. Thus, the simulation of other people’s facial configuration is held to trigger matched motor programs and their associated affective states, allowing emotion recognition [83, 84]. Accordingly, when the facial feedback is not available (as in the case of MBS), the response of the ASN is reduced [29, 85]. We suggest that, without the benefit of the capacity for facial mimicry, the identification of changes in an emotional face could instead arise from a stored representation of the visual perception of the dynamic movements of the face and the memorized characteristics of the corresponding emotion, which have been learned through associative processes (i.e., in the case of a happy face, the general configuration of smiles can be identified around the corner of the lips with exposure of the teeth). This could lead children with MBS to search, at cognitive level, for those specific characteristics that somehow affect the autonomic responses associated with the processing of others’ emotion. Thus, in addition to supporting the activation of shared facial motor programs, facial mimicry may contribute to the processing of visceromotor responses typically associated with the recognition of emotion [29].
Finally, in experiment 2, we observed a significant group difference in the responses at the end of each emotional block. Although such assessment was part of a control task, children with MBS nevertheless showed some difficulty in labeling the emotion just as observed. These results suggest some interesting possibilities, especially in relation to the results that emerged from the first study. Thus, in experiment 1, we showed that children with MBS were able to recognize facial expressions presented one at a time as fast as the control group. They were also accurate in labeling each facial expression (92%), despite the fact that the level of their performance was lower than that of the control group (97%). Consequently, in experiment 2, we expected that children with MBS would not show any difficulty in reporting what emotion they had seen, especially in view of the fact that stimuli representing the same emotion were presented several times in the course of the task (1 min of the same facial expression was presented in video sequences, each lasting 4 s). Instead, children with MBS showed lower levels of accuracy than controls. This highlights possible difficulties on the part of these patients in retaining information relating to the emotional aspects of facial configurations observed in the video. Interestingly, a recent study [86] showed that in healthy subjects, in whom facial mimicry was experimentally blocked, there was an impairment of the visual working memory mechanism for facial expressions. Although our results support the hypothesis of a link between facial mimicry, ANS activity and the facial recognition process, we cannot yet specify whether the link is mediated by sensorimotor mechanisms involved in the simulation process, which are somehow impaired in MBS children; by a purely visual memory system; or by an interaction between the two.


Conclusion
Our results suggest that children with MBS have a less responsive parasympathetic system during observation of social stimuli compared to the control group. We suggest that the lack of motor simulation caused by peripheral facial paralysis had an impact on the ANS reactivity of these children, implying an altered capacity for processing emotional stimuli.
The link between motor simulation and ANS reactivity is supported by previous neuroimaging studies. These have demonstrated how both the production and the observation of an emotional facial expression activate not only specific motor and premotor cortical regions, but also brain areas directly involved in both visceromotor responses and the processing of the emotional valence of stimuli, such as the anterior insula, the anterior cingulate cortex, and the amygdala [24, 25, 28]. The recruitment of both cortical motor and subcortical structures while observing others’ social behavior [12, 25, 87] is thought to implement a mapping of the visual representation of an action or gesture to its corresponding motor representation [15, 88, 89]. Such sensorimotor mapping likely plays a fundamental role in the recognition of others’ behaviors and emotions, at a somatomotor level, as well as at the level of bodily changes (e.g., piloerection, heart rate changes, vasoconstriction) which are typically associated with emotional responses during first-person experiences. The capacity to share the inner aspects of emotions is the key to activating empathic responses and, in general, it is a necessary mechanism in the everyday regulation of social interactions [8, 9, 16, 21, 90, 91]. Consequently, the absence of the capacity for facial mimicry (as in the case of individuals with MBS) may impair not only facial expression recognition, but also related autonomic and somatic responses [8, 29, 85].
Our findings have important implications for our understanding of the emergence and development of emotional communication in infants and children. Considering that MBS is a congenital neurological condition present from birth, it is likely that the mild deficits both in emotion recognition and in ANS responses to emotion observation could also affect early social interactions between the infant and their caregivers. Thus, many studies have demonstrated the importance of the quality of the parent-child relationship in children’s emotion regulation capabilities [92, 93] and how, after birth, infant social expressiveness is accompanied by a highly organized, specific set of parental behaviors. Parents respond highly selectively to infant social cues by mirroring them and positively marking their occurrence with salient signals (e.g., smiles, eyebrow flashes) [94]. It has been also shown that such early interactions are critical for emotional attunement and self-regulation, as well as for the increase in social expressions in later development [94–97]. Other studies show that when infant social signals are perturbed by anatomical anomalies, such as cleft-lip, mothers tend to diminish their mirroring responses to infant social expressions, thereby impacting the development of infant social expressiveness [98]. Thus, the biological condition of impaired facial motor activity and its impact on early social interactions might both contribute to the social deficits of Moebius patients described in several studies [82, 99].
Because of the rarity of the syndrome, we could only include a small number of participants, and this precludes generalization of our results. For future studies, the research question should be addressed in a larger sample. Nevertheless, these data highlight the importance of studying the autonomic responses of children with MBS in different social contexts, where their decreased autonomic activation in response to the observation of others’ facial expressions could, at least in part, account for some of the difficulties of these children during social interactions.

Acknowledgements
This research was supported by the Centro Diagnostico Europeo Dalla Rosa Prati.
We thank Roberta Talarico for data analysis. We are really grateful to all the children and their families for their patience and their incredible efforts to help our research through the numerous visits and long trips from all over Italy to reach the lab. We would also like to thank the Associazione Italiana Sindrome di Moebius for the continuous work and support to our research. We also thank Dr. Andrea Ferri for his valuable support in coordinating with us the recruitment of the patients and in the descriptions of patients’ clinical conditions whenever requested.

Authors’ contributions
EDS and PFF were the principal investigators. EDS performed data analysis and manuscript writing. MA, YN, MB, AB, CB, and GC contributed to data analysis and manuscript revisions. BB contributed to data analysis. PFF, GC, and LM critically revised the manuscript for important intellectual content. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
Not applicable

Availability of data and materials
The dataset used and/or analyzed during the current study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Participants’ legal guardian gave written informed consent for the experimental procedure, which was approved by the Ethics Committee of Parma (prot. 32074). Participation in the study was voluntary and the participants were not paid. The study was conducted in line with the Declaration of Helsinki 2013.

Consent for publication
Not applicable

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.


[image: Creative Commons]Open AccessThis article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (http://​creativecommons.​org/​licenses/​by/​4.​0/​), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http://​creativecommons.​org/​publicdomain/​zero/​1.​0/​) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated.

References
1.
Dimberg U, Thunberg M. Empathy, emotional contagion, and rapid facial reactions to angry and happy facial expressions. Psych J. 2012;1:118–27.PubMed

2.
Ardizzi M, Martini F, Umiltà MA, Sestito M, Ravera R, Gallese V. When early experiences build a wall to others’ emotions: an electrophysiological and autonomic study. PLoS One. 2013;8:e61004.PubMedPubMedCentral

3.
Ardizzi M, Umiltà MA, Evangelista V, Di Liscia A, Ravera R, Gallese V. Less empathic and more reactive: the different impact of childhood maltreatment on facial mimicry and vagal regulation. PLoS One. 2016;11:e0163853.PubMedPubMedCentral

4.
Ardizzi M, Sestito M, Martini F, Umiltà MA, Ravera R, Gallese V. When age matters: differences in facial mimicry and autonomic responses to peers’ emotions in teenagers and adults. PLoS One. 2014;9:e110763.PubMedPubMedCentral

5.
Oberman LM, Winkielman P, Ramachandran VS. Face to face: blocking facial mimicry can selectively impair recognition of emotional expressions. Soc Neurosci. 2007;2:167–78.PubMed

6.
Ipser A, Cook R. Inducing a concurrent motor load reduces categorization precision for facial expressions. J Exp Psychol Hum Percept Perform. 2016;42:706–18.PubMed

7.
Ponari M, Conson M, D’Amico NP, Grossi D, Trojano L. Mapping correspondence between facial mimicry and emotion recognition in healthy subjects. Emotion Wash DC. 2012;12:1398–403.

8.
Wood A, Rychlowska M, Korb S, Niedenthal P. Fashioning the face: sensorimotor simulation contributes to facial expression recognition. Trends Cogn Sci. 2016;20:227–40.PubMed

9.
Niedenthal PM, Mermillod M, Maringer M, Hess U. The Simulation of Smiles (SIMS) model: embodied simulation and the meaning of facial expression. Behav Brain Sci. 2010;33:417–33 discussion 433-480.PubMed

10.
Gallese V. Bodily selves in relation: embodied simulation as second-person perspective on intersubjectivity. Philos Trans R Soc Lond Ser B Biol Sci. 2014;369:20130177.

11.
Rizzolatti G, Sinigaglia C. Further reflections on how we interpret the actions of others. Nature. 2008;455:589.PubMed

12.
Ferrari PF, Gallese V, Rizzolatti G, Fogassi L. Mirror neurons responding to the observation of ingestive and communicative mouth actions in the monkey ventral premotor cortex. Eur J Neurosci. 2003;17:1703–14.PubMed

13.
Ferrari PF, Vanderwert RE, Paukner A, Bower S, Suomi SJ, Fox NA. Distinct EEG amplitude suppression to facial gestures as evidence for a mirror mechanism in newborn monkeys. J Cogn Neurosci. 2012;24:1165–72.PubMed

14.
Buccino G, Binkofski F, Riggio L. The mirror neuron system and action recognition. Brain Lang. 2004;89:370–6.PubMed

15.
Rizzolatti G, Cattaneo L, Fabbri-Destro M, Rozzi S. Cortical mechanisms underlying the organization of goal-directed actions and mirror neuron-based action understanding. Physiol Rev. 2014;94:655–706.PubMed

16.
De Stefani E, De Marco D, Gentilucci M. The effects of meaning and emotional content of a sentence on the kinematics of a successive motor sequence mimiking the feeding of a conspecific. Front Psychol. 2016;7:672.PubMedPubMedCentral

17.
De Stefani E, Innocenti A, De Marco D, Gentilucci M. Concatenation of observed grasp phases with observer’s distal movements: a behavioural and TMS study. PLoS One. 2013;8:e81197.PubMedPubMedCentral

18.
Rizzolatti G, Craighero L. The mirror-neuron system. Annu Rev Neurosci. 2004;27:169–92.PubMed

19.
Corballis MC. The gestural origins of language. Wiley Interdiscip Rev Cogn Sci. 2010;1:2–7.PubMed

20.
Fabbri-Destro M, Avanzini P, De Stefani E, Innocenti A, Campi C, Gentilucci M. Interaction between words and symbolic gestures as revealed by N400. Brain Topogr. 2015;28:591–605.PubMed

21.
De Stefani E, Innocenti A, Secchi C, Papa V, Gentilucci M. Type of gesture, valence, and gaze modulate the influence of gestures on observer’s behaviors. Front Hum Neurosci. 2013;7:542.PubMedPubMedCentral

22.
De Marco D, De Stefani E, Bernini D, Gentilucci M. The effect of motor context on semantic processing: a TMS study. Neuropsychologia. 2018;114:243–50.PubMed

23.
De Marco D, De Stefani E, Gentilucci M. Gesture and word analysis: the same or different processes? NeuroImage. 2015;117:375–85.PubMed

24.
Wicker B, Keysers C, Plailly J, Royet JP, Gallese V, Rizzolatti G. Both of us disgusted in My insula: the common neural basis of seeing and feeling disgust. Neuron. 2003;40:655–64.PubMed

25.
van der Gaag C, Minderaa RB, Keysers C. Facial expressions: what the mirror neuron system can and cannot tell us. Soc Neurosci. 2007;2:179–222.PubMed

26.
Jezzini A, Caruana F, Stoianov I, Gallese V, Rizzolatti G. Functional organization of the insula and inner perisylvian regions. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2012;109:10077–82.PubMedPubMedCentral

27.
Caruana F, Jezzini A, Sbriscia-Fioretti B, Rizzolatti G, Gallese V. Emotional and social behaviors elicited by electrical stimulation of the insula in the macaque monkey. Curr Biol CB. 2011;21:195–9.PubMed

28.
Carr L, Iacoboni M, Dubeau M-C, Mazziotta JC, Lenzi GL. Neural mechanisms of empathy in humans: a relay from neural systems for imitation to limbic areas. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2003;100:5497–502.PubMedPubMedCentral

29.
De Stefani E, Nicolini Y, Belluardo M, Ferrari PF. Congenital facial palsy and emotion processing: the case of Moebius syndrome. Genes Brain Behav. 2019;18:e12548.PubMed

30.
Picciolini O, Porro M, Cattaneo E, Castelletti S, Masera G, Mosca F, et al. Moebius syndrome: clinical features, diagnosis, management and early intervention. Ital J Pediatr. 2016;42:56.PubMedPubMedCentral

31.
Bianchi B, Copelli C, Ferrari S, Ferri A, Sesenna E. Facial animation in patients with Moebius and Moebius-like syndromes. Int J Oral Maxillofac Surg. 2010;39:1066–73.PubMed

32.
Terzis JK, Noah EM. Dynamic restoration in Möbius and Möbius-like patients. Plast Reconstr Surg. 2003;111:40–55.PubMed

33.
Bianchi B, Copelli C, Ferrari S, Ferri A, Sesenna E. Facial animation in children with Moebius and Moebius-like syndromes. J Pediatr Surg. 2009;44:2236–42.PubMed

34.
Briegel W, Hofmann C, Schwab KO. Behaviour problems of patients with Moebius sequence and parental stress. J Paediatr Child Health. 2010;46:144–8.PubMed

35.
Briegel W, Schimek M, Kamp-Becker I, Hofmann C, Schwab KO. Autism spectrum disorders in children and adolescents with Moebius sequence. Eur Child Adolesc Psychiatry. 2009;18:515–9.PubMed

36.
Thayer JF, Lane RD. A model of neurovisceral integration in emotion regulation and dysregulation. J Affect Disord. 2000;61:201–16.PubMed

37.
Porges SW, Furman SA. The early development of the autonomic nervous system provides a neural platform for social behavior: a polyvagal perspective. Infant Child Dev. 2011;20:106–18.PubMedPubMedCentral

38.
Porges SW. The polyvagal theory: new insights into adaptive reactions of the autonomic nervous system. Cleve Clin J Med. 2009;76(Suppl 2):S86–90.PubMedPubMedCentral

39.
Kreibig SD. Autonomic nervous system activity in emotion: a review. Biol Psychol. 2010;84:394–421.PubMed

40.
Likowski KU, Mühlberger A, Gerdes ABM, Wieser MJ, Pauli P, Weyers P. Facial mimicry and the mirror neuron system: simultaneous acquisition of facial electromyography and functional magnetic resonance imaging. Front Hum Neurosci. 2012;6:214.PubMedPubMedCentral

41.
Bonini L. The extended mirror neuron network: anatomy, origin, and functions. Neurosci Rev J Bringing Neurobiol Neurol Psychiatry. 2017;23:56–67.

42.
Ferrari PF, Gerbella M, Coudé G, Rozzi S. Two different mirror neuron networks: the sensorimotor (hand) and limbic (face) pathways. Neuroscience. 2017;358:300–15.PubMedPubMedCentral

43.
Ioannou S, Gallese V, Merla A. Thermal infrared imaging in psychophysiology: potentialities and limits. Psychophysiology. 2014;51:951–63.PubMedPubMedCentral

44.
Ioannou S, Ebisch S, Aureli T, Bafunno D, Ioannides HA, Cardone D, et al. The autonomic signature of guilt in children: a thermal infrared imaging study. PLoS One. 2013;8:e79440.PubMedPubMedCentral

45.
Nakanishi R, Imai-Matsumura K. Facial skin temperature decreases in infants with joyful expression. Infant Behav Dev. 2008;31:137–44.PubMed

46.
Merla A, Romani GL. Thermal signatures of emotional arousal: a functional infrared imaging study. In: Conf Proc Annu Int Conf IEEE Eng Med Biol Soc IEEE Eng Med Biol Soc Annu Conf; 2007. p. 247–9.

47.
Porges SW. The polyvagal theory: phylogenetic substrates of a social nervous system. Int J Psychophysiol Off J Int Organ Psychophysiol. 2001;42:123–46.

48.
Porges SW. Social engagement and attachment: a phylogenetic perspective. Ann N Y Acad Sci. 2003;1008:31–47.PubMed

49.
Thayer JF, Ahs F, Fredrikson M, Sollers JJ, Wager TD. A meta-analysis of heart rate variability and neuroimaging studies: implications for heart rate variability as a marker of stress and health. Neurosci Biobehav Rev. 2012;36:747–56.PubMed

50.
Calder AJ, Keane J, Cole J, Campbell R, Young AW. Facial expression recognition by people with mobius syndrome. Cogn Neuropsychol. 2000;17:73–87.PubMed

51.
Bate S, Cook SJ, Mole J, Cole J. First report of generalized face processing difficulties in möbius sequence. PLoS One. 2013;8:e62656.PubMedPubMedCentral

52.
Rives Bogart K, Matsumoto D. Facial mimicry is not necessary to recognize emotion: facial expression recognition by people with Moebius syndrome. Soc Neurosci. 2010;5:241–51.PubMed

53.
Arsalidou M, Morris D, Taylor MJ. Converging evidence for the advantage of dynamic facial expressions. Brain Topogr. 2011;24:149–63.PubMed

54.
Kessler H, Doyen-Waldecker C, Hofer C, Hoffmann H, Traue HC, Abler B. Neural correlates of the perception of dynamic versus static facial expressions of emotion. Psychosoc Med. 2011;8:Doc03.PubMedPubMedCentral

55.
Sato W, Kubota Y, Okada T, Murai T, Yoshikawa S, Sengoku A. Seeing happy emotion in fearful and angry faces: qualitative analysis of facial expression recognition in a bilateral amygdala-damaged patient. Cortex J Devoted Study Nerv Syst Behav. 2002;38:727–42.

56.
Meltzoff AN, Moore MK. Imitation in newborn infants: exploring the range of gestures imitated and the underlying mechanisms. Dev Psychol. 1989;25:954–62.PubMedPubMedCentral

57.
Lawrence K, Campbell R, Skuse D. Age, gender, and puberty influence the development of facial emotion recognition. Front Psychol. 2015;6:761.PubMedPubMedCentral

58.
Rodger H, Lao J, Caldara R. Quantifying facial expression signal and intensity use during development. J Exp Child Psychol. 2018;174:41–59.PubMed

59.
Herba CM, Landau S, Russell T, Ecker C, Phillips ML. The development of emotion-processing in children: effects of age, emotion, and intensity. J Child Psychol Psychiatry. 2006;47:1098–106.PubMed

60.
Guarnera M, Hichy Z, Cascio MI, Carrubba S. Facial expressions and ability to recognize emotions from eyes or mouth in children. Eur J Psychol. 2015;11:183–96.PubMedPubMedCentral

61.
Guarnera M, Hichy Z, Cascio M, Carrubba S, Buccheri SL. Facial expressions and the ability to recognize emotions from the eyes or mouth: a comparison between children and adults. J Genet Psychol. 2017;178:309–18.PubMed

62.
Gao X, Maurer D. Influence of intensity on children’s sensitivity to happy, sad, and fearful facial expressions. J Exp Child Psychol. 2009;102:503–21.PubMed

63.
Mancini G, Agnoli S, Baldaro B, Bitti PER, Surcinelli P. Facial expressions of emotions: recognition accuracy and affective reactions during late childhood. J Psychol. 2013;147:599–617.PubMed

64.
Raven JC. Coloured progressive matrices. Oxford: Oxford Psy; 1995.

65.
Korb S, Wood A, Banks CA, Agoulnik D, Hadlock TA, Niedenthal PM. Asymmetry of facial mimicry and emotion perception in patients with unilateral facial paralysis. JAMA Facial Plast Surg. 2016;18:222–7.PubMed

66.
Tottenham N, Tanaka JW, Leon AC, McCarry T, Nurse M, Hare TA, et al. The NimStim set of facial expressions: judgments from untrained research participants. Psychiatry Res. 2009;168:242–9.PubMedPubMedCentral

67.
Wagner HL. On measuring performance in category judgment studies of nonverbal behavior. J Nonverbal Behav. 1993;17:3–28.

68.
Ebisch SJ, Aureli T, Bafunno D, Cardone D, Romani GL, Merla A. Mother and child in synchrony: thermal facial imprints of autonomic contagion. Biol Psychol. 2012;89:123–9.PubMed

69.
Nakayama K, Goto S, Kuraoka K, Nakamura K. Decrease in nasal temperature of rhesus monkeys (Macaca mulatta) in negative emotional state. Physiol Behav. 2005;84:783–90.PubMed

70.
Kuraoka K, Nakamura K. The use of nasal skin temperature measurements in studying emotion in macaque monkeys. Physiol Behav. 2011;102:347–55.PubMed

71.
Ioannou S, Morris P, Mercer H, Baker M, Gallese V, Reddy V. Proximity and gaze influences facial temperature: a thermal infrared imaging study. Front Psychol. 2014;5:845.PubMedPubMedCentral

72.
Manini B, Cardone D, Ebisch SJH, Bafunno D, Aureli T, Merla A. Mom feels what her child feels: thermal signatures of vicarious autonomic response while watching children in a stressful situation. Front Hum Neurosci. 2013;7:299.PubMedPubMedCentral

73.
Ioannou S, Morris PH, Baker M, Reddy V, Gallese V. Seeing a blush on the visible and invisible spectrum: a functional thermal infrared imaging study. Front Hum Neurosci. 2017;11:525.PubMedPubMedCentral

74.
Allen JJB, Chambers AS, Towers DN. The many metrics of cardiac chronotropy: a pragmatic primer and a brief comparison of metrics. Biol Psychol. 2007;74:243–62.PubMed

75.
Patriquin MA, Scarpa A, Friedman BH, Porges SW. Respiratory sinus arrhythmia: a marker for positive social functioning and receptive language skills in children with autism spectrum disorders. Dev Psychobiol. 2013;55:101–12.PubMed

76.
Hahn AC, Whitehead RD, Albrecht M, Lefevre CE, Perrett DI. Hot or not? Thermal reactions to social contact. Biol Lett. 2012;8:864–7.PubMedPubMedCentral

77.
Eisenberg N, Fabes RA, Murphy B, Maszk P, Smith M, Karbon M. The role of emotionality and regulation in children’s social functioning: a longitudinal study. Child Dev. 1995;66:1360–84.PubMed

78.
Rottenberg J, Clift A, Bolden S, Salomon K. RSA fluctuation in major depressive disorder. Psychophysiology. 2007;44:450–8.PubMed

79.
Neuhaus E, Bernier R, Beauchaine TP. Brief report: social skills, internalizing and externalizing symptoms, and respiratory sinus arrhythmia in autism. J Autism Dev Disord. 2014;44:730–7.PubMed

80.
Bal E, Harden E, Lamb D, Van Hecke AV, Denver JW, Porges SW. Emotion recognition in children with autism spectrum disorders: relations to eye gaze and autonomic state. J Autism Dev Disord. 2010;40:358–70.PubMed

81.
Guy L, Souders M, Bradstreet L, DeLussey C, Herrington JD. Brief report: emotion regulation and respiratory sinus arrhythmia in autism spectrum disorder. J Autism Dev Disord. 2014;44:2614–20.PubMed

82.
Bogart KR, Tickle-Degnen L, Joffe MS. Social interaction experiences of adults with Moebius syndrome: a focus group. J Health Psychol. 2012;17:1212–22.PubMed

83.
Gallese V. The roots of empathy: the shared manifold hypothesis and the neural basis of intersubjectivity. Psychopathology. 2003;36:171–80.PubMed

84.
Keysers C, Gazzola V. Towards a unifying neural theory of social cognition. Prog Brain Res. 2006;156:379–401.PubMed

85.
Nicolini Y, Manini B, De Stefani E, Coudé G, Cardone D, Barbot A, et al. Autonomic responses to emotional stimuli in children affected by facial palsy. The case of Moebius syndrome. Neural Plast. 2019; In press.

86.
Sessa P, Schiano Lomoriello A, Luria R. Neural measures of the causal role of observers’ facial mimicry on visual working memory for facial expressions. Soc Cogn Affect Neurosci. 2018;13:1281–91.PubMedPubMedCentral

87.
Moore A, Gorodnitsky I, Pineda J. EEG mu component responses to viewing emotional faces. Behav Brain Res. 2012;226:309–16.PubMed

88.
Ferrari PF, Paukner A, Ionica C, Suomi SJ. Reciprocal face-to-face communication between rhesus macaque mothers and their newborn infants. Curr Biol CB. 2009;19:1768–72.PubMed

89.
Ferrari PF, Barbot A, Bianchi B, Ferri A, Garofalo G, Bruno N, et al. A proposal for new neurorehabilitative intervention on Moebius syndrome patients after “smile surgery”. Proof of concept based on mirror neuron system properties and hand-mouth synergistic activity. Neurosci Biobehav Rev. 2017;76:111–22.PubMed

90.
de Waal FBM, Preston SD. Mammalian empathy: behavioural manifestations and neural basis. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2017;18:498–509.PubMed

91.
Mermillod M, Grynberg D, Pio-Lopez L, Rychlowska M, Beffara B, Harquel S, et al. Evidence of rapid modulation by social information of subjective, physiological, and neural responses to emotional expressions. Front Behav Neurosci. 2017;11:231.PubMed

92.
Bariola E, Gullone E, Hughes EK. Child and adolescent emotion regulation: the role of parental emotion regulation and expression. Clin Child Fam Psychol Rev. 2011;14:198–212.PubMed

93.
Halligan SL, Cooper PJ, Fearon P, Wheeler SL, Crosby M, Murray L. The longitudinal development of emotion regulation capacities in children at risk for externalizing disorders. Dev Psychopathol. 2013;25:391–406.PubMed

94.
Murray L, De Pascalis L, Bozicevic L, Hawkins L, Sclafani V, Ferrari PF. The functional architecture of mother-infant communication, and the development of infant social expressiveness in the first two months. Sci Rep. 2016;6:39019.PubMedPubMedCentral

95.
Ferrari PF, Tramacere A, Simpson EA, Iriki A. Mirror neurons through the lens of epigenetics. Trends Cogn Sci. 2013;17:450–7.PubMed

96.
Tramacere A, Pievani T, Ferrari PF. Mirror neurons in the tree of life: mosaic evolution, plasticity and exaptation of sensorimotor matching responses. Biol Rev Camb Philos Soc. 2017;92:1819–41.PubMed

97.
Rayson H, Bonaiuto JJ, Ferrari PF, Murray L. Early maternal mirroring predicts infant motor system activation during facial expression observation. Sci Rep. 2017;7:11738.PubMedPubMedCentral

98.
Murray L, Hentges F, Hill J, Karpf J, Mistry B, Kreutz M, et al. The effect of cleft lip and palate, and the timing of lip repair on mother-infant interactions and infant development. J Child Psychol Psychiatry. 2008;49:115–23.PubMed

99.
Strobel L, Renner G. Quality of life and adjustment in children and adolescents with Moebius syndrome: evidence for specific impairments in social functioning. Res Dev Disabil. 2016;53–54:178–88.PubMed



Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/A11689_2019_9272_Fig2_HTML.png
%

100

98

96

94

92t

90

Accuracy: Group Effect

*

CG

MBS






OEBPS/A11689_2019_9272_Fig5_HTML.png
Resting RSA

©
L(dasunu]

W

MBS

CG





OEBPS/cc-by.png
() _®





OEBPS/A11689_2019_9272_Fig4_HTML.png
AT

0.30

Facial skin temperature: Group Effect

CG

MBS
Group






OEBPS/contact.gif





OEBPS/A11689_2019_9272_Fig3_HTML.png
B Control participant






OEBPS/A11689_2019_9272_Fig6_HTML.png
Neutral stimuli in CG

1
2z 06
Z g 0o
02
-~ '0.‘\
£ 0,2 2 4 6 "t S 10
% AR
& -0.6 :
]
-1
Resting RSA
Neutral stimuli in MBS
l L ] .
2 06
& dreean,, *°
'S 0,2 teeen,, . "
< . Teveas
o T ere.
;:' 0,2 2 °4 6 g 10
) * .
oz -0.6
-1

Resting RSA






OEBPS/A11689_2019_9272_Fig1_HTML.png
B Experiment 1: feasibility study

A Example of a morphed facial expression

0% 30% 50% 70% 100%
3sec

Neautral Morphed images Full expression

C Experiment 2: main experiment

Baseline
30sec

Fixation Dynamic stimulus Forced choices
(0,5sec) (4sec) (3sec)
+ 0 > 0

peR9

(128008

Not/Emational Block
60 sec

‘ﬁ_'

Response Time within 4sec

Participant Stimuli camera

®006

time

Schematic
facial
expressions
until response






