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INTRODUCTION RESULTS Saccade direction (CS) came to elicit specific latencies (CR)
It is well established that a stimulus-onset-asynchrony (SOA) between
the fixation-target offset and the saccade-target onset considerably 5004 S 52 S3 S4

affects saccade latencies (Kalesnykas & Hallett, 1987).
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Here, we probe the possibility to control saccadic latencies using Left fixation Only probe trials
: . : : . : 500 S5 S6 S7 == Right fixation are represented
classical conditioning by systematically pairing a gap with one saccade - Quartiles
direction and an overlap with the other.
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Experimental condition
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Classical conditioning of saccadic latencies 144 ms latency difference for pairing and 31 ms for probe  concLusiON
Classical conditioning (Paviov, 1927) UsS UR
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