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Parameters of interest: saccade gain*, latency, error rate

*gain= accuracy of performed saccades
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Research question
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Results

Descripive TRV
data prosaccades gain 0,97 + 0,06 Prosaccade gain depends on direction
latency 135 + 14,3 ms
1.05
error rate 23+24% [F3]
antisaccades latency 217 1+ 38,9 ms Pro_sacf(_:ades _
19,0 + 113 9% * significant main effect of
error rate o LI saccade direction for gain 1
(p = .02; all other mainor | 5
Antisaccades interaction effects: p > .08) | =
* no significant main effect or interaction (p = .082) was - increased gain for 'S
revealed for latency or error rate saccades directed to the ©
- No modulation by normative tDCS was observed left, compared to the right | *
Fron-wessiss anticaccadies = No modulation by
{+ Shtootear|satarsies (p 000 Brahdotutage euorarte /i normative tDCS was
oF pPOdA Qi RTesaceRsssrParaTaddecartisaccades observed s
= A exiavsly reraried # | leftwards rightwards

Conclusions

" No tDCS-specific effects were observed using normative tDCS montages.

" Limited tDCS efficacy may be explained by the high saccade performance of our healthy test subjects. Personalized tDCS montages
considering individual anatomy and functional localization of FEF might be able to increase tDCS efficacy.

" Prosaccade gain depended on saccade direction. This effect might be attributable to the dominance of reflexive shifts of attention
maintained by the right brain hemisphere resulting in more accurate prosaccades directed to the left.>
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