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Introduction Results

Saccadic eye movements to Gaussian luminance blobs C
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We used two Gaussian blobs as saccade targets. The blobs were presented for 200 ] | g
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One of the blobs (standard target) had always a contrast of 20% and a standard . i i ¢
deviation of 0.5 degrees of visual angle. The other blob (comparison target) varied | Teumt Pustion TEmmmsss Size = 0.25° Contrast = 10%
either in contrast (Experiment 1), size (Experiment 2) or both (Experiment3). -~ Comparison Target Standard Target ~ —— Saccade End-Point Distribution —— Size=05° Contrast = 20%
We tested three different contrast levels (10, 20 & 40%) and three different size 2 Targets Resultant ~ ——— Mean of End Point - Centre of Gravity Size =1 Contrast = 40%

conditions (0.25, 0.5 & 1 deg).

Comparison Stimuli _
Diata & Predction Data & Predcion

2 - We presented two overlapping gaussian blobs that differed in contrast or size. We observed that saccade
end points were consistently biased in the direction of the target with the higher contrast or the larger size.
Moreover we tried to predict the saccade end points based on the end point variability to single targets.

- However there were no consistent results for the model predicition.
Our results show that the global effect emerges also if two stimuli are presented overlapping.
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