Model Based Results

» Saccade types:
« NF->NF: saccade from task-irrelevant to task-irrelevant region
« NF->: saccade from task-irrelevant region
« ->NF: saccade to task-irrelevant region
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- Calibrations were done R Conclusions A region-of-interest based analysis reveals signifi- Low-level feature models reveal significant differences = These differences apply only to saccades which are not
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tracking was confirmed post-experiment to 1 for a listening task. that may be explained by enhanced spatial processing. individual variation in attentional selection.



