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Background

The initiation of smooth pursuit eye movement (SP) have been associated with altered activity in the visual area V5 [1,2]. Transcranial direct
current stimulation (tDCS) might serve as a model to transiently modulate V5 activity in the healthy brain to understand SP mechanisms.
Since normative tDCS, i.e., using the same tDCS montage across participants, in general shows limited replicability, personalized tDCS has
been introduced to algorithmically optimize tDCS montages based on individual anatomical and functional information. A recent study showed
that normative tDCS did not modulate SP but proposed personalized tDCS to yield more effective tDCS electric fields [3].

- Here we applied personalized tDCS targeting V5 in healthy participants to modulate SP initiation.
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Results Targeting of visual motion area V5
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