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Saccadic eye movements are central to primate behavior and serve to move the eyes to visual objects of interest. Express saccades, unlike

regular saccades, occur with very short reaction times, a behavior necessary for speeded reactions in goal-directed behavior. Previous

studies have shown that introduction of a blank interval (gap) between the fixation point offset and the saccadic target onset leads to an

increase in the number of express saccades and that the superior colliculus plays a crucial role in the generation of express saccades. A

longstanding hypothesis asserted that express saccades are mediated largely by a subcortical circuit, circumventing extrastriate visual

cortex. An alternative “posterior pathway” hypothesis proposed the involvement of posterior parietal cortex. In the present study, using

a gap saccade task, we investigated the role of nonhuman primate’s lateral intraparietal cortex (LIP) in generation of express saccades. We

show that roughly half of recorded LIP neurons were modulated during the gap interval. Moreover, a group of neurons with persistent

activity in a memory-guided saccade task enhanced their activity during express saccades relative to that during regular saccades. After

reducing the target’s certainty by increasing the potential target locations, neuronal activity remained in the similar level during express

saccades but markedly reduced during regular saccades that correlated with the increase of saccadic reaction time in the regular saccade.

Our results suggest that area LIP is directly involved in generating saccades in express mode.

Introduction
Saccadic eye movements, which shift the eyes to objects of inter-
est, are of great importance to primate behavior. Some saccades
occur with very short reaction time and, moreover, occur fre-
quently when the eyes move to a previously predicted location.
Such express saccades are advantageous for speeded reactions in
goal-directed behavior (Sokolov, 1963). To study express sac-
cades, a saccade task called the gap task was designed to increase
the incidence of express saccades. In gap tasks, rather than target
onset occurring simultaneously with fixation spot offset, a delay
(gap) precedes target onset (Fischer and Boch, 1983; Fischer and
Ramsperger, 1984). This gap interval is believed to permit prepa-
ratory activity that then leads to a speeded saccade.

Single neuron recordings from monkey superior colliculus
(SC) performing the gap saccade task exhibited greater activity
during express saccades than during regular saccades (Edelman
and Keller, 1996; Dorris et al., 1997; Sparks et al., 2000; Boehnke
and Munoz, 2008), but such express saccade enhanced activity
was not found in frontal eye field (FEF) (Dias and Bruce, 1994;

Everling and Munoz, 2000). An influential hypothesis proposed
that express saccades are mediated by a Retina-V1-SC circuit (Isa,
2002). Notably, this hypothesis excluded the involvement of the
higher cortical regions in express saccade generation. In contrast,
another line of experiments observed that, following lesions of
posterior parietal cortex in both human and nonhuman pri-
mates, express saccades were rare and saccade reaction times
(SRTs) increased (Lynch and McLaren, 1989; Braun et al., 1992;
Li et al., 1999). Consistent with this, EEG studies in humans
found increased activity in an occipital–parietal network during
the gap interval preceding express saccades (Hamm et al., 2010),
further suggesting that parietal areas might be specifically in-
volved in generation of express saccades. Such findings support
an alternative posterior pathway proposal that strongly impli-
cates posterior parietal cortex (PPC) in express saccade genera-
tion (Schiller and Tehovnik, 2001).

To examine at a neural level the role of PPC in express saccade
behavior, we have recorded from neurons in the lateral inferior
parietal cortex (LIP) in the macaque monkey, an area of PPC
known to be heavily involved in eye saccade behavior. LIP is
anatomically linked to other saccadic regions, including SC and
FEF (Lynch et al., 1985; May, 2006). and thus is a key player in the
saccade production circuit. Neurons within LIP neurons are in-
tensely activated by saccades and by saccadic working memory
(Barash et al., 1991a; Barash et al., 1991b; Snyder et al., 1997;
Thier and Andersen, 1998; Li et al., 2004; Zhang and Barash,
2004; Andersen and Cui, 2009). To examine whether LIP is in-
volved in express saccade generation, we recorded single neuron
activity and compared the activity patterns during express and
regular saccades. We find that, compared to the no-gap task,
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�50% of LIP neurons increase their activity during the gap in-
terval in the gap task. Furthermore, a subset of LIP neurons show
enhanced activity during express saccades but not during regular
saccades. Our results support the posterior pathway hypothesis in
generation of express saccade.

Materials and Methods
Animal preparation
Two male rhesus monkeys weighing 5–7 kg were the subjects of the
present study. All procedures were approved by the Animal Care Com-
mittee of Shanghai Institutes for Biological Sciences, Chinese Academy of
Sciences (Shanghai, China). Animals were closely under the supervision
of the institute veterinarian daily and during surgery. Under ketamine (1
mg/kg, muscle injection) and 2% isoflurane (�25 ml/min, inhalation)
anesthesia, eye coils were implanted under sclera of each eye for measur-
ing eye position (Robinson, 1963), titanium bone screws were screwed
into the skull and adhered with acrylic for head fixation, and a 2 cm
diameter recording chamber was implanted at 15 mm right and 3 mm
posterior for monkey S, and at 15 mm right and 6 mm posterior for
monkey P from the zero point of the head stereotaxis.

Experimental procedures
Experiments were carried out in a dark environment. During experi-
ments, monkeys were seated inside a primate chair with their heads
firmly fixed to the chair. A 21 inch CRT monitor was placed 55 cm in
front of the monkeys. Visual displays were under the control of a QNX
computer running a real-time data acquisition system (REX; NIH,
Bethesda, MD). The storage of both neuronal activity and eye position
data were under Cerebus (Blackrock Microsystems). Eye movements
were recorded with the magnetic search coil technique (Fuchs and Rob-
inson, 1966), which had a resolution of 0.1°. Horizontal and vertical eye
position data were collected at 1 kHz frequency. Tungsten microelec-
trodes (�1 M� at 1 kHz) were lowered through 23 gauge stainless steel
guide tubes by an electronic microdrive (NAN Instruments) attached to
the recording chambers, and single neuron activity was recorded.

Behavioral paradigms
Four behavioral tasks were used in the present study, i.e., memory
guided saccade, gap saccade, no-gap saccade (step saccade task), and
fixation blinking tasks. In the earlier experiments, the target only
appeared in one location [neuron’s response field (RF)], whereas in
the later experiments the target location was increased to two (RF and
its opposite location) in some sessions.

Memory-guided saccade task. We used the memory-guided saccade
task to find LIP and classify the recorded neurons. Trials began with the
appearance of a white cross, the fixation point (FP), on the center of
screen. Monkeys were trained to fixate the FP as long as it was on. Fol-
lowing a 500 ms fixation period within the fixation window, a visual
target briefly appeared (200 ms) at one of eight possible locations, evenly
separated and positioned at equal eccentricity (12°). Monkeys had to
maintain fixation until fixation point offset, after which they made a
single saccade toward the remembered target location. Successful trials
were rewarded with a drop of juice.

Gap saccade task. In the one location task, trials began with appearance
of a white cross on the center of screen (Fig. 1A). Monkeys were trained to
fixate the FP for 500 –1000 ms until it was extinguished. Before the target
appearance, there was a blank interval (gap) during which the animals
had to maintain fixation on the center of the blank screen. Within a block
of trials, the gap duration was constant. For monkey S, the gap interval
was 200 – 400 ms. For monkey P, the gap interval was 100 –200 ms. The
gap duration in each block was chosen to produce an SRT distribution
with a bimodal profile (Dorris et al., 1997; Schiller et al., 2004b). The
position of the visual target was always in a neuron’s response field.
Monkeys made a saccade as quickly as possible to it (within 500 ms) and
then maintained fixation for 400 ms before receiving a reward.

In the two-location task, the target appeared randomly (50/50) at two
possible locations, where one was in the neuron’s response field and the
other was at the same location in the opposite hemifield. Monkeys did
not get reward on the error trials. After intensive training, monkeys rarely

perform the task wrong (monkey P had �1% error trials, and monkey S
had 4.7% error trials). The error trials were excluded from the further
analysis.

No-gap saccade task. We used the no-gap saccade as a control condi-
tion to study the gap effect on neuronal activity. The no-gap saccade task
is same as the conventional visually guided saccade task. Trials began
with appearance of a white cross on the center of screen. Monkeys were
trained to fixate the FP. When the FP disappeared, a visual target ap-
peared simultaneously. Monkeys were required to make a saccade to the
target from the initial fixation point.

Fixation blinking task. We employed the fixation blinking task to test
whether the gap effect was merely due to the response to fixation offset.
Trials began with appearance of a white cross on the center of screen.
Monkeys were trained to fixate the FP. The FP vanished for a brief inter-
val, equivalent to the gap interval in gap saccade task. The FP then reap-
peared at the same location. Monkeys needed to retain their eyes within
a 3° fixation window.

Behavioral data analysis
Criteria for saccades. The start and end of a saccade was determined by
computing the threshold of velocity acceleration and template-
matching criteria (Waitzman et al., 1991). We identified the initiation
of a saccade when the velocity of eye trace exceeded 20°/s and lasted
for �10 ms. Saccades satisfying the following criteria were analyzed:
(1) saccade occurred after the visual target onset (2) saccade duration
was 10 –200 ms; and (3) saccadic endpoint fell within 5° window
centered at the saccadic target.

Criteria for express and regular saccades. To prevent arbitrarily separat-
ing two modes of SRT distribution in gap task, a maximum likelihood
estimation was applied to obtain the best fit of the two modes for each
monkey (Guan et al., 2012) (Fig. 1 B). The intersection point of the two
modes of generalized extreme value (GEV) fitting was defined as the
boundary between express saccade and regular saccade. For monkey S
the boundary was around 100 ms, and for monkey P the boundary was
relatively longer, around 124 ms. If SRT was smaller than the boundary,
the trial was considered an express saccade; otherwise, it was considered
a regular saccade. Trials with SRT �50 ms were considered expected
saccades and were not included in the present study.

Neuronal data analysis
Localizing LIP. LIP was localized by its signature single neuron activity,
i.e., the persistent activity in a memory-guided saccade task (Barash et al.,
1991a; Barash et al., 1991b).

Neuron classification. The recorded neurons were classified into three
groups based on their response profile in the memory-guided saccade
task. Visual transient response neurons responded to the appearance of
visual stimulus, but without presaccadic activity; Saccadic neuron
showed either burst or buildup activity rising up during memory inter-
val, and its peak activity correlated with saccade. Persistent response
neurons showed sustained activity during the memory interval before the
execution of saccades. Since the number of saccadic neurons was few and
their activity during gap saccades was similar to that of persistent neu-
rons, we put these two types of neurons together for farther analysis.

Spike density function. The activity of single neurons as well as the
population of neurons was presented as a spike density function (SDF).
SDFs were generated by substituting each spike with a Gaussian pulse of
a specified width (10 ms) and summing all pulses to produce a continu-
ous function in time.

Activity difference index. The activity difference index (ADI) was cal-
culated by subtracting the baseline activity (0 –100 ms before gap onset in
the gap task, 300 – 400 ms before visual target onset in the no-gap task)
from the activity of a tested interval, for instance the presaccadic interval
(50 –150 ms before saccade onset), and then the result was divided by the
baseline activity.

Activity latency. We used a standard method to compute single neuron
response latencies (Bisley et al., 2004). The cutoff of the spike train was
calculated by employing the Poisson fit of baseline activity (from 100 ms
before target onset to target onset). The cutoff was the spike number
below which 99.9% spike count would be expected to lie. After stimulus
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onset, the time of the first of three consecutive bins that contained spikes
no less than the cutoff was defined as the response latency.

Correlation coefficient between neuronal activity and SRT. A trial-by-
trial correlation coefficient between the neuronal activity (50 ms before
and 50 ms after the onset of saccade) and the SRT was calculated for each
neuron (Dorris et al., 1997).

Results
Introducing a gap interval before visual target onset (Fig. 1A)
caused a marked reduction in the mean SRT (by �80 ms) in
both monkeys (Fig. 1,B; p � 0, t test). Consistent with previous
reports (Fischer and Boch, 1983; Fischer and Ramsperger,
1984), saccadic reaction time was distributed bimodally: the
first mode consisted of express saccades and the second mode
consisted of regular saccades (Fig. 1C). We examined neuronal
responses in two intervals: a baseline interval (t1, from �100
ms to fixation offset in the gap saccade task, left gray patch in
Fig. 1D, or 300 – 400 ms before visual target onset in the no-
gap task) and a peritarget interval (t2, from 50 ms before to 50
ms after visual target onset, right gray patch in Fig. 1 D).

Gap causes increased activity in LIP
We found that many LIP neurons significantly increased their
activity in the gap saccade task. Figure 1D superimposes the
activity of one such neuron in the gap (black line) and no-gap
(gray line) tasks. Eye position and neuronal data are aligned on
visual target onset (second dashed vertical line). In the no-gap
task, the neuron’s discharge remained low until the appear-
ance of visual target, after which the activity rapidly increased.
In the gap task, its activity gradually increased following the
disappearance of the fixation point (gap interval, between two
dashed vertical lines). The neuron’s activity during t2 interval
was significantly greater in the gap task than that in the no-gap
task ( p � 2.61 � 10 �8, t test). To quantify the activity differ-
ence, we introduce the “activity difference index” or ADI: the

activity difference between t2 and t1 divided by the activity
during t1. The ADIs of 68 neurons (28 from monkey P and 40
from monkey S) are shown in Figure 1E. Fifty percent of neu-
rons (34 of 68) had a significant difference between gap and
no-gap tasks (filled circles). Of these gap-modulated neurons,
27 of 34 (80%) exhibited enhanced activity in the gap task
(dark dots), whereas the remaining 7 neurons (20%) reduced
activity (gray dots). Open circles represent neurons that had
no significant difference between gap and no gap task. Overall,
paired t test of the recorded population revealed that the ac-
tivity in the gap task was significantly greater than that in the
no-gap task ( p � 0.0082).

Gap effect is not due to the physical offset of fixation point
To test whether the gap effect was due to the physical offset of the
fixation point, we compared the neuronal activity between gap
saccade task and fixation blinking task. In the fixation blinking
task, the fixation point turned off briefly and then came on again
(blank interval, same duration as the gap interval); however, no
peripheral visual target appeared. Monkeys were trained to main-
tain fixation throughout the trial, even when the fixation spot was
absent. As shown in Figure 1F, there is markedly stronger activity
in the gap saccade task (black trace) than in the fixation blinking
task (gray trace). The activity difference during the gap interval
between these two tasks is highly significant (p � 2.54 � 10�9, t
test). The results of comparison between gap and blinking task
for 29 neurons (13 from monkey P and 16 from monkey S) are
presented in Figure 1G. None of the neurons show significantly
stronger activity in the fixation blinking task than in the gap task.
Paired t test of the population data shows significantly greater
activity in gap saccade task than that in fixation blinking task
(p � 0.0007), indicating that presaccadic enhancement is not
simply due to fixation point offset.

Figure 1. Gap saccade task, monkeys’ SRT, and neuronal activity. A, Schematic illustration of the gap saccade task. Monkeys are required to maintain fixation on a central fixation point for 500 –1000 ms, and

then the fixation point turns off. Following a gap interval, a peripheral visual target appears and monkeys are required to make a saccade to it within 500 ms. B, Comparison of SRT between no-gap and gap

saccade tasks reveals a dramatically shortened SRT in the gap task ( p�0, t test). C, The SRT distributions of both monkeys showed bimodal profiles. A bimodal GEV distribution model was applied to fit the SRT

distribution.Theboundaryoftwomodeswas100msformonkeySand124msformonkeyP.D,TheactivityofaLIPneuroninthegapandno-gapsaccadetasks.Activity isalignedonvisualtargetonset.Eyetraces

of the two tasks are shown at the bottom (H, Horizontal eye position; V, vertical eye position; F, fixation point; T, visual target). Two dashed vertical lines indicate the gap interval. Two gray patches depict two 100

ms intervals, t1 and t2. This neuron’s activity started to gradually increase after fixation offset (first dotted line) in the gap task (dark curve), but not in the no-gap task (gray curve). E, Scatter plot showing the

comparison of activity difference indexes, ADIs, during the gap interval between two tasks for each neuron. Filled dark circles represent neurons with ADI significantly greater in gap task than that in no-gap task

( p �0.05, t test). Filled gray circles represent neurons with ADI significantly greater in the no-gap task than that in the gap task ( p �0.05, t test). Open circles indicate neurons with similar ADI in the gap task

and no-gap task ( p � 0.05, t test). Overall, the population activity was significantly greater in the gap task than that in the no-gap task ( p � 0.0258, t test). F, An example neuron that responded much more

strongly during gap interval in the gap saccade task (dark) than in the fixation blinking task (gray, p�0.001, t test). G, The comparison of 29 neurons between gap and fixation blinking task showed that most

of them had greater ADI in the gap task; 52% (15 of29) had significant stronger activity in gap task (filled circles, p � 0.05, t test).
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Visual neurons do not show express saccade-related activity
It has been proposed that the express saccades are generated by
the facilitation of visual processing (Reulen, 1984). If this is the
case, we would expect to see an early evoked or more vigorous
visual response during express saccades. However, recorded vi-
sual neurons did not show significantly enhanced activity be-
tween express and regular saccades. The activity of an example
visual neuron in memory-guided saccades and gap saccades are
presented in Figure 2, A and B, respectively. In memory-guided
saccades, this neuron shows transient burst discharge following
visual target onset but lacks persistent activity (Fig. 2A). In the
gap task, its activity in express saccade trials (black) is similar to
that in regular saccade trials (gray) (p � 0.10, t test, Fig. 2 B). This
observation is true for the population data. The comparisons of
34 visual neurons (14 from monkey P and 20 from monkey S)
between gap and no-gap trials do not differ regarding visual peak
activity (Fig. 2C), visual response latency (Fig. 2D), and average
activity (Fig. 2E) during gap interval. Even though a few data
points show significant difference (filled circles), most of them
are distributed along the diagonal line (open circles). Overall, the
population data do not show any significant difference between
express and regular saccades (p � 0.5 for peak activity; p � 0.7 for
response latency; p � 0.7 for averaged activity, paired t test). Such
results do not support the visual facilitation hypothesis.

A group of persistent neurons show enhanced activity during
express saccades
In contrast to visual neurons, some persistent neurons show
significantly greater activity in express saccades than that in
regular saccades. As an example, the neuron shown in Figure
3A has persistent response during memory-guided saccades.

In the gap task (Fig. 3B), this neuron fires more strongly
throughout the fixation and gap periods in express saccade
trials (black) than that in regular saccade trials (gray) ( p �

2.73 � 10 �5 for fixation interval; p � 3.90 � 10 �5 for gap
interval; p � 1.25 � 10 �5 for presaccadic interval, t test) and
reaches peak response earlier. Since the enhanced activity
emerged very early in the trial, the higher activity in express
saccades presumably reflects top-down modulation, such as
attention (Currie et al., 1993; Munoz et al., 2003; Bisley and
Goldberg, 2006; Guan et al., 2012) or motor preparation (Dor-
ris et al., 1997; Everling and Munoz, 2000). Moreover, the
neuron’s activity reaches the peak immediately before the ex-
ecution of saccadic eye movement (red markers in raster plots)
in both express and regular saccade trials, indicating the close
relationship between neuronal activity and the generation of
saccades.

However, not all of the persistent neurons have enhanced
activity in express saccades. Figure 3 C,D shows another per-
sistent neuron in memory-guided saccades which, in contrast,
exhibits decreased activity in the express saccade task relative
to that in the regular saccade task. About half of the persistent
neurons do not show significantly different activity between
express and regular saccades (Fig. 3 E, F ). We call the first two
types express saccade-related neurons and the third type ex-
press saccade-unrelated persistent neurons. We compared the
activity of 82 neurons (35 from monkey P and 47 from monkey
S) between express and regular saccades during t2 interval to
find out how many persistent neurons are express saccade-
related (Fig. 4A). We found 28 of 82 (34%) showed statistically
significant increase of activity in express saccades (express
saccade-enhanced persistent neuron, filled dark circles), 9 of

Figure 2. Activity of visual neurons in the gap saccade task. A, The response of an example neuron in memory-guided saccades is closely correlated with the appearance of visual stimulus. Three

vertical dashed lines indicate target onset, target offset, and fixation offset, respectively. B, Comparison of this neuron’s activity in gap task between express and regular saccades shows that there

is no significant difference ( p � 0.32, t test). Two vertical dashed lines depict fixation offset and target onset. C–E, The comparison of visual neurons between express and regular saccades on three

aspects: peak activity (C), response latency (D), and average activity (E) in gap interval. Filled circles depict that the activity difference is statistically significant ( p � 0.05, paired t test), whereas the

open circles indicate that the activity is similar ( p � 0.05, paired t test). Overall, population data show no significant difference (the smallest, p � 0.57, paired t test).
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82 (11%) showed statistically significant decrease of activity in
express saccades (express saccade-suppressed persistent neu-
ron, filled gray circles), and 45 of 82 (55%) showed no significant
difference (express saccade-unrelated persistent neuron, open
circles). The population activity of 28 express saccade-enhanced
persistent neurons is shown in Figure 4B (95% confidence inter-
val indicated by dotted lines), the population activity of 9 express
saccade-suppressed persistent neurons is shown in Figure 4C,
and the population activity of 45 express saccade-unrelated per-
sistent neurons is shown in Figure 4D. For express saccade-
enhanced persistent neurons, the population activity from initial
fixation to shortly after target onset is significantly stronger (p �

9.22 � 10�6, t test) and peak time is earlier in express saccades
than regular saccades. In contrast, nine express saccade-
suppressed persistent neurons show significantly decreased activ-
ity (p � 0.0014, t test) in express saccades comparing with regular
saccades during gap interval. For express saccade-unrelated per-
sistent neurons, the population activity does not differ between
express and regular saccades (p � 0.30, t test).

A group of persistent neurons’ activity closely relates
with SRT
To further test whether and how the enhanced activity may cor-
relate with generating express saccades, we analyzed the trial by

trial relationship between neuronal activity and SRT in intervals
t1 and t2. The correlation coefficients between each single neu-
ron’s spike rate and SRT were calculated by using linear regres-
sion analysis. Figure 5 shows examples of the activity-SRT
correlation coefficients of a visual neuron (Fig. 5A), an express
saccade-unrelated persistent neuron (Fig. 5B), and an express
saccade-enhanced persistent neuron (Fig. 5C). Regression fitting
of the data reveals that there are no significant correlations be-
tween discharge rate and SRT in t1 and t2 intervals for both visual
and express saccade-unrelated persistent neurons. The signifi-
cant correlation exists only for the express saccade-enhanced per-
sistent neurons and is significant in both t1 and t2 intervals
(r � �0.2459 and �0.4348). The negative value of r indicates that
higher spiking rate correlates with shorter SRT.

This relationship can also be seen in the cumulative percent-
age distributions of the activity–SRT correlation coefficients. In
activity–SRT correlation coefficient analysis, the closer the distri-
bution is to 0, the lower the correlation is. While the mean of
cumulative percentage distribution of visual neuron (Fig. 6A)
and express saccade-unrelated persistent neurons (Fig. 6B) do
not show significant difference from 0 (the smallest, p � 0.14),
the express saccade-enhanced persistent neurons (Fig. 6C) show
significant leftward shifts of cumulative percentage distribution
in both t1 (dark gray) (p � 0.04) and t2 (light gray, p � 5.58 �
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Figure 3. Activity of example persistent neurons in the gap saccade task. A, Activity in memory-guided saccade task shows persistent activity. B, When the activity in the gap saccade task is

aligned on visual target onset (second dashed line), this neuron shows significantly greater activity during express saccade (dark line) than during regular saccade (gray line) ( p � 2.73 � 10 �5 for

initial fixation; p � 3.90 � 10 �5 for gap interval; p � 1.25 � 10 �5 for presaccadic interval; t test), and its peak activity is earlier in express saccades. Red ticks denote onset of saccades. C, Another

persistent neuron in memory-guided saccade. D, The neuron’s activity is lower during express saccades compared with that during regular saccades. E, The third persistent neuron in memory-guided

saccade. F, This neuron responds similarly between express and regular saccades ( p � 0.12, t test).
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10�8). The larger shift in t2 indicates a stronger negative correla-
tion of activity-SRT in the t2 interval. The existence of significant
relationship between neuronal activity and SRT indicates that the
enhanced activity in LIP plays an important role in saccade
generation.

Target uncertainty affects both SRT and the neuronal activity
in LIP
To examine whether the enhanced express saccade activity
might be driven by spatial uncertainty, we reduced spatial
certainty by adding second possible target location in gap sac-
cade task. This second target was located in the opposite hemi-
field at the same eccentricity with 50/50 distribution. We
recorded 37 persistent neurons in both one location (one-loc)
and two locations (two-loc) tasks. Our working hypothesis is
that monkeys can generate express saccades in the two-loc task
whether the anticipated location is same as the actual location
of the target (valid anticipation); but, if the anticipated loca-
tion differs from the location of the target (invalid anticipa-
tion), the SRT will be longer than that in the one-loc task, as
additional time is needed for attention/motor preparation
shifting from unmatched location to the target location. Con-
sistent with our expectation, the SRT distributions (Fig. 7A) of
two monkeys in the two-loc task show lower express saccade
rates and prolonged SRT in regular saccades comparing with
one-loc task. Notably, the mean SRT of express saccades does
not differ between one-loc and two-loc conditions ( p �

0.0954 for monkey S; p � 0.0628 for monkey P, t test).
The change of neuronal activity in LIP is highly correlated

with the change of SRT. Figure 7B illustrates the activity of an
example neuron in the one-loc and two-loc tasks when the
target is in its response field, RF, and a saccade is directed to it.
The neuron’s response is similar during express saccades re-
gardless of the certainty (blue for express saccades in one-loc,
black for express saccades in two-loc, p � 0.3216, t test). In
contrast, a marked activity difference occurs between one-loc
and two-loc tasks during regular saccades (purple for regular
saccade in one-loc task, gray for regular saccade in two-loc
task, p � 0.0096, t text), reflecting the modulation of spatial
anticipation for saccadic target. For trials in which the target
appears in and the saccade directed to the null direction (op-
posite of the RF), the neuron’s activity also reveals anticipa-
tion modulation. As shown in Figure 7C, in regular saccade

trials the neuron’s activity during the gap interval is higher
(gray) than that in express saccade trials (black) ( p � 0.0077,
t test), which indicates anticipation being in null direction.
These observations are supported by population data (37 neu-
rons). Within RF trials, the activity in express saccade trials is
similar between one-loc and two-loc task (Fig. 8A, p � 0.3485,
paired t test), and the activity in regular saccade trials is sig-
nificantly biased to one-loc (Fig. 8B, p � 0.0043, paired t test).
In opposite RF trials, the activity in regular saccade trials is
significantly greater than that in express saccade trials (Fig. 8
C, p � 4.2018*10 – 6, paired t test).

Discussion
In the present study, we try to define whether and under what
conditions LIP neurons are activated when the monkey per-
forms saccades. In particular, we focus on comparison of trials
in which the SRT is in the express range (for monkey S, SRT �

50 –100 ms; for monkey P, SRT � 50 –124 ms) to trials in
which the SRT of the saccade is in the regular range (for mon-
key S, SRT � 100 ms; for monkey P, SRT � 124 ms). We do not
address here some issues raised in the express saccade litera-
ture, such as the role of selective attention in express saccade
generation (Mayfrank et al., 1986; Fischer and Breitmeyer,
1987; Mackeben and Nakayama, 1993; Dias and Bruce, 1994;
Schiller et al., 2004a; Guan et al., 2012). Here, we have fo-
cused only on whether LIP contains activity related to express
saccades.

To address this question, we examined how a gap interval
affects the neuronal activity in LIP of rhesus monkeys. We
found that about half the recorded LIP neurons were modu-
lated by the gap interval—with stronger pretarget activity in
the gap saccade task than that in the no-gap saccade task.
Similar gap modulation has been observed in FEF (Dias and
Bruce, 1994; Everling and Munoz, 2000; Sommer and Wurtz,
2000),and SC (Munoz and Wurtz, 1992; Dias and Bruce, 1994;
Edelman and Keller, 1996; Dorris et al., 1997; Edelman and
Keller, 1998; Everling and Munoz, 2000; Sommer and Wurtz,
2000). We show that the increased activity was not simply due
to the physical disappearance of fixation point. Furthermore,
we find that a subgroup of persistent neurons show enhanced
activity in express saccade trials from the beginning of initial
fixation until target onset. Uncertainty of target location
markedly affects monkeys’ SRT through modulating the pre-

Figure 4. Population activity of persistent neurons in gap saccade task. A, The comparison of presaccadic activity between express and regular saccades. Dark dots, Neurons with stronger activity in express

saccades; gray dots, neurons with decreased activity in express saccades; open circles, neurons with no difference between express and regular saccades. B, Population response of 28 express saccade-enhanced

persistent neurons with 95% confident interval. These neurons show stronger activity and earlier peak during express saccades ( p � 9.22 � 10 �6, t test). C, Population response of nine express saccade-

suppressed persistent neurons shows decreased activity ( p � 0.0014, t test) during express saccades. D, Population response of express saccade-unrelated persistent neurons show no significant difference

between express and regular saccades ( p � 0.30, t test).
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paratory activity of LIP neurons. The
significantly reduced activity in regular
saccade in two-loc task reflects the neg-
ative modulation of anticipation from
the opposite location of the RF (null di-
rection). The results provide the first
electrophysiological evidence for the in-
volvement of LIP in the generation of
express saccades. Pretarget preparatory
activity might play a role in determining
the SRT.

Two distinct effects of gap interval
in LIP
The presence of the gap during goal-
directed saccade tasks affects the activity of
LIP in two ways. First, it leads to increased
activity during the gap interval (general
modulation) regardless of whether saccades are express or regular
mode. Second, specifically enhanced activity (express saccade-
enhanced activity) occurs only during express saccade trials.

While general gap modulation had been reported in the FEF
and SC (Munoz and Wurtz, 1992; Dias and Bruce, 1994; Edelman
and Keller, 1996; Dorris et al., 1997; Edelman and Keller, 1998;
Everling and Munoz, 2000; Sommer and Wurtz, 2000), express
saccade-enhanced activity has only been reported in SC (Dorris et
al., 1997). The fact that express saccade-related enhancement was
not found in FEF (Dias and Bruce, 1994; Everling and Munoz,
2000) indicates distinct roles of these three saccadic centers in
saccadic generation. As there are direct projections from LIP
to the intermediate and deep layers of SC (Lynch et al., 1985;
May, 2006) and indirect projections from the intermediate
and deep layer of SC to LIP via thalamus and FEF (May, 2006),
express saccade-related activity in LIP is unlikely to be driven

by SC. Rather, LIP is likely to drive express saccade related
activity in SC.

The gap effect was suggested to be a neuronal correlate to
“fixation disengagement” (Dias and Bruce, 1994). Interest-
ingly, we found that the fixation disengagement in LIP was not
a simple response to the physical disappearance of FP (Fig. 1
F ); rather, it might reflect cognitive modulation such as atten-
tion (Currie et al., 1993; Munoz et al., 2003; Bisley and Gold-
berg, 2006; Guan et al., 2012) or motor preparation (Dorris et
al., 1997; Everling and Munoz, 2000).

Preparatory activity plays crucial role in determining SRT
It had been proposed that both the preparatory activity before
visual target onset and visual burst activity following target
onset play a crucial role in express saccade generation (Paré
and Munoz, 1996; Dorris et al., 1997; Sparks et al., 2000;
Boehnke and Munoz, 2008). In the present study, we found

Figure 5. Correlations between activity and SRT. A–C, Correlation coefficients between neuronal activity (in two intervals: t1 and t2) and SRT: a visual neuron (A), an express

saccade-unrelated persistent neuron (B), and an express saccade-enhanced persistent neuron (C). In both t1 and t2 intervals there are no significant correlations for visual neuron (r �

�0.0178 and �0.0362) and for express saccade-unrelated persistent neuron (r � �0.1234 and 0.0518). Only express saccade-enhanced persistent neurons exhibit significant

correlation in both intervals (t1, r � �0.2459; t2, r � �0.4348).

Figure 6. Cumulative percentage distribution of the activity-SRT correlation coefficients. A, B, The cumulative percent-

age distribution of visual neurons (A) and express saccade-unrelated persistent neurons (B) are centered near 0. C, The

cumulative percentage distribution of express saccade-enhanced persistent neurons is significantly shifted to left in both

t1 and t2 interval.
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that visual neurons did not show any significant difference in
response latency, peak activity, or averaged pretarget activity
(Fig. 3). Instead, a group of persistent neurons increased ac-
tivity from the beginning of initial fixation until target onset
during express saccade trials compared with regular saccade
trials (Fig. 4 and Fig. 5). Such increase is spatially selective and
is limited to the neuron’s response field. Our results indicate
that the enhanced preparatory activity plays crucial role in
determination of the SRT.

The preparatory activity in LIP seems to scale with the
probability of making a saccade as SC neurons do (Basso and
Wurtz, 1998; Dorris and Munoz, 1998). Increase of spatial un-

certainty might increase the competition
of coexisting motor plans. As a result, in-
creased spatial uncertainty significantly
decreases the possibility of making ex-
press saccade. But, if the preparatory ac-
tivity reaches the threshold level, a saccade
will be triggered (similar activity during
express saccades in both one-loc and two-
loc conditions; Fig. 7).

The existence of express saccade-
enhanced persistent neurons in LIP sup-
ports the findings from lesion study of
posterior parietal cortex in human and
nonhuman primates in which the number
of express saccades decreased and the SRT
distribution of regular saccade shifted to
the right (Lynch and McLaren, 1989;
Braun et al., 1992; Li et al., 1999). Our
results also support the findings of a more

recent human EEG study in which authors found the increased
activity in occipital–parietal network during mid-gap and late-
gap intervals preceding express saccades (Hamm et al., 2010).

LIP processes visual and saccadic information in the early
epoch of behavioral tasks
Unlike the lower visual cortical regions in humans and rhesus
monkeys, LIP is a node linking visual and saccadic circuitry
together. Accumulating evidence has indicated that LIP is in-
volved in processing visual, saccadic, and cognitive signals
(Barash et al., 1991a; Barash et al., 1991b; Snyder et al., 1997;
Thier and Andersen, 1998; Colby and Goldberg, 1999; Bisley

Figure 7. SRT and single neuronal activity in one-loc and two-loc tasks. A, SRT distributions of two monkeys show lower proportion of express saccades and more discomposed

distribution of regular saccades in two-loc (gray) compared with that in one-loc (black). While the SRT distributions of express saccades remain similar between one-loc and two-loc trials

( p � 0.0954 for monkey S, p � 0.0628 for monkey P, t test), the SRT distribution in regular saccades is decomposed in two-loc trials rather than in one-loc trials ( p � 0 for both monkeys,

t test). B, Shown is an example of neuron’s activity in one-loc and two-loc trials when target is in and saccade directs to neuron’s RF. Two dashed vertical lines denote the gap interval.

The activity is similar in express saccade trials between one-loc trials (blue) and two-loc trials (dark, p � 0.3216, t test); the activity in the regular saccade trials of two-loc task (gray) is

significantly lower than that in the regular saccade trials of one-loc task (purple, p � 0.0096, t test). C, The same neuron’s activity in two-loc task when target is in and saccade directs

to the null direction. The activity is higher during gap interval in regular saccade trials (gray) than in express trials (dark, p � 0.0077, t test).

Figure 8. Comparison of population activity between one-loc and two-loc trials. A, Within RF trials, the activity com-

parison of population neurons during express saccades between one-loc and two-loc tasks does not show significant

difference ( p � 0.35, paired t test). B, Conversely, the population activity during regular saccades shows significant

stronger activity in one-loc task ( p � 0.004, paired t test). C, In opposite RF trials, the comparison of population activity

between express and regular saccades in two-loc task shows greater activity in regular saccades ( p � 4.20 � 10 �6, paired

t test). Filled black dots show that the activity difference of signal neurons under two conditions is statistically significant

( p � 0.05, t test) whereas opened circles are not.

Chen, Liu et al. • LIP Is Involved in Determining Saccadic Latency J. Neurosci., January 9, 2013 • 33(2):814 – 823 • 821



and Goldberg, 2003; Li et al., 2004; Andersen and Cui, 2009; ,
2010; Guan et al., 2012) (Platt and Glimcher, 1999; Shadlen
and Newsome, 2001; Gold and Shadlen, 2007; Ganguli et al.,
2008; Kiani and Shadlen, 2009). LIP neurons often show
strong task-dependent activity, i.e., they activate very differ-
ently in different behavioral tasks. For instance, in a previous
study we found that some visual neurons expressed vigorous
“paradoxical activity” in memory antisaccade, i.e., its timing
was visual-like but its direction was motor-like (Zhang and
Barash, 2000). We believe that the paradoxical activity plays a
crucial role in facilitating the inversion visuomotor transfor-
mation during antisaccade. Another example is visual recep-
tive field remapping across saccadic eye movement (Duhamel
et al., 1992). About two-thirds of visual neurons in LIP shift
their receptive fields to cover the future receptive field before
or soon after the initiation of saccades. Such remapping activ-
ity is important for fast updating of retinotopic information to
create a stabilized visual world across saccades. Express sac-
cade related activity, paradoxical activity, and visual remap-
ping activity all show transient burst discharge activity
immediately following the appearance of the visual stimulus
but are generated by different types of neurons. The paradox-
ical activity and the visual remapping activity are produced by
primarily visual response neurons, whereas express saccade-
related activity is found primarily in saccadic response neu-
rons. Such results indicate that LIP not only processes visual
information in the earlier epoch of behavioral task but also
deals with saccadic information.
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Paré M, Munoz DP (1996) Saccadic reaction time in the monkey: advanced

preparation of oculomotor programs is primarily responsible for express

saccade occurrence. J Neurophysiol 76:3666 –3681. Medline

Platt ML, Glimcher PW (1999) Neural correlates of decision variables in

parietal cortex. Nature 400:233–238. CrossRef Medline

822 • J. Neurosci., January 9, 2013 • 33(2):814 – 823 Chen, Liu et al. • LIP Is Involved in Determining Saccadic Latency

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2009.08.028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19755101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1753276
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1753277
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9736670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1077395
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12511644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/jn.00848.2005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16339000
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-neuro-060909-152823
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20192813
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5007-03.2004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14985423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2008.11.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19059772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/brain/115.5.1359
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1422793
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.22.1.319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10202542
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8150054
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7884478
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9712670
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9334428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1553535
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1553535
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8871208
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9744949
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10627615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0006-8993(83)90760-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6402272
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0028-3932(87)90044-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3574652
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6519226
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4958032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2008.01.038
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18400159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.29.051605.113038
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17600525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/jn.00082.2011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22205647
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0785-10.2010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20505102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0959-4388(02)00387-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12490257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1169405
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19423820
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10200217
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2003.08.043
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14741655
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2918350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cne.902350207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3998211
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(93)90061-Z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8451848
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6123(05)51011-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16221594
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00515913
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3732337
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1588382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/jn.00192.2003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12672781
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8985865
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/22268
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10421364


Reulen JP (1984) Latency of visually evoked saccadic eye movements. I. Sac-
cadic latency and the facilitation model. Biol Cybern 50:251–262.
CrossRef Medline

Robinson DA (1963) A method of measuring eye movement using a scleral
search coil in a magnetic Field. IEEE Trans Biomed Eng 10:137–145.
Medline

Schiller PH, Tehovnik EJ (2001) Look and see: how the brain moves your
eyes about. Prog Brain Res 134:127–142. CrossRef Medline

Schiller PH, Haushofer J, Kendall G (2004a) How do target predictability
and precueing affect the production of express saccades in monkeys? Eur
J Neurosci 19:1963–1968. CrossRef Medline

Schiller PH, Haushofer J, Kendall G (2004b) An examination of the vari-
ables that affect express saccade generation. Vis Neurosci 21:119 –127.
CrossRef Medline

Shadlen MN, Newsome WT (2001) Neural basis of a perceptual decision in
the parietal cortex (area LIP) of the rhesus monkey. J Neurophysiol 86:
1916 –1936. Medline

Snyder LH, Batista AP, Andersen RA (1997) Coding of intention in the
posterior parietal cortex. Nature 386:167–170. CrossRef Medline

Sokolov EN (1963) Higher nervous functions; the orienting reflex. Annu
Rev Physiol 25:545–580. CrossRef Medline

Sommer MA, Wurtz RH (2000) Composition and topographic organiza-
tion of signals sent from the frontal eye field to the superior colliculus.
J Neurophysiol 83:1979 –2001. Medline

Sparks D, Rohrer WH, Zhang Y (2000) The role of the superior colliculus in
saccade initiation: a study of express saccades and the gap effect. Vision
Res 40:2763–2777. CrossRef Medline

Thier P, Andersen RA (1998) Electrical microstimulation distinguishes dis-
tinct saccade-related areas in the posterior parietal cortex. J Neurophysiol
80:1713–1735. Medline

Waitzman DM, Ma TP, Optican LM, Wurtz RH (1991) Superior colliculus
neurons mediate the dynamic characteristics of saccades. J Neurophysiol
66:1716 –1737. Medline

Zhang M, Barash S (2000) Neuronal switching of sensorimotor transforma-
tions for antisaccades. Nature 408:971–975. CrossRef Medline

Zhang M, Barash S (2004) Persistent LIP activity in memory antisaccades:
working memory for a sensorimotor transformation. J Neurophysiol 91:
1424 –1441. Medline

Chen, Liu et al. • LIP Is Involved in Determining Saccadic Latency J. Neurosci., January 9, 2013 • 33(2):814 – 823 • 823

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00337075
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6509116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14121113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6123(01)34010-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11702539
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2004.03299.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15078570
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0952523804042038
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15259563
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11600651
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/386167a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9062187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ph.25.030163.002553
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13977960
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10758109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0042-6989(00)00133-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10960650
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9772234
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1765803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35050097
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11140683
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14523076

	Parietal Cortical Neuronal Activity Is Selective for Express Saccades
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Results
	Gap causes increased activity in LIP
	Gap effect is not due to the physical offset of fixation point
	Visual neurons do not show express saccade-related activity
	A group of persistent neurons’ activity closely relates with SRT
	Target uncertainty affects both SRT and the neuronal activity in LIP

	Discussion
	Two distinct effects of gap interval in LIP
	Preparatory activity plays crucial role in determining SRT
	References

