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Abstract
The superior parietal lobule (SPL) is a region of the brain that has been associated with a diverse

range of high-level visual and cognitive functions. This suggested the possibility that it supports a

lower-level function that is engaged by a wide range of experimental tasks. Analysis of tasks used in

previous studies suggests that one such lower-level function might be the perception of the dis-

tance between stimuli in the image plane. In this study, we applied online high-frequency repetitive

transcranial magnetic stimulation (rTMS) over the left SPL or the vertex in order to further inves-

tigate the role played by this region in the perceived visual separation between points. As a control

task, we asked participants to detect the difference in contrast between two Gabor patches. The

results failed to support the main hypothesis, but we unexpectedly found that rTMS to left SPL

improved peripheral contrast discrimination. Previous studies have found that rTMS to the right

frontal eye field, which has strong functional connectivity with the SPL, has the same effect, sug-

gesting the two areas work together to influence early visual areas.
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Introduction
The brain areas in the occipital lobe that are relevant for the visual system mostly contains neurons
whose visual receptive fields are tuned to specific retinal locations and at the population level these
neurons are organized into retinotopic maps. This system is well suited to encode the positions of
stimuli in a retinal coordinate frame. However, it does not provide in any direct way information
about the separations (retinal distance) between individual stimuli. Specifically, neurons have not
been found in visual cortex whose firing rate depends on the separation or distance between two
stimuli. Nonetheless, humans are good at perceiving the separation between two points in visual
space when it defines such properties such as the width of a circle (Morgan, 2005) or the height
of a rectangle (Nachmias, 2008).

One suggested explanation of this perceptual ability is that a higher visual area, such as that pre-
viously proposed to be responsible for magnitude perception (Bueti & Walsh, 2009; Walsh, 2003)
reads out position information about edges or corners of salient and attended stimuli from early
visual areas and computes separations between positions (Harvey et al., 2015; Schwarzkopf,
2015). Consistent with this proposal, the precision of psychophysical judgements of higher order
properties of shape such as geometrical angle and aspect ratio is good and cannot be accounted
for by sensitivity to properties of the components of the shapes (Chen & Levi, 1996; Heeley &
Buchanan-smith, 1996; Nachmias, 2008). The computational mechanism by which this is done
is unknown but is likely to be different from the kind of formal trigonometry that a computer
vision algorithm might use to solve this problem. Here, rather than focusing on the computational
mechanism we aim to determine which brain area performs the read-out and the computation. Note
that our investigation focuses on the perceived visual separation between points in the coordinate
frame of the retinal image, not the perceived distance or separation in depth between objects in the
world.

The superior parietal lobule (SPL) is a part of the parietal lobe, located in the posterior part of the
brain, close to the midline. Brain imaging studies have associated many different functions with this
region and report similar activation coordinates in SPL for different functions, for example, shifting
spatial attention between locations (Vandenberghe et al., 2001); the perception of heading direction
(Peuskens et al., 2001); the perception and planning of the path of travel during locomotion
(Billington et al., 2010; Field et al., 2007); and motion tracking under attentional load (Jovicich
et al., 2001). One study set out to study activation produced in SPL by making smooth pursuit
eye movements, but instead found that activation in the region appeared to be driven by the pres-
ence of perceived relative motion between display elements (Ohlendorf et al., 2010).

Whilst the authors of these studies reported contrasting explanations for SPL activation that
reflected their particular sets of stimuli and tasks it is possible that a single underlying function
could provide a unifying explanation of the activation in these apparently diverse studies. The
experimental tasks used in all but one of the aforementioned studies would require participants
to shift their attention between elements of the visual display, which suggests that shifting
spatial attention may be the underlying function explaining these results, as proposed by
Vandenberghe et al. (2001). On the other hand, all these studies – including Vandenberghe’s –
also used stimuli in which the visual percept is that of changing visual separations between stimulus
elements. Therefore, an alternative possibility is that SPL supports the perception of visual separ-
ation, which is why it was selectively activated in all the studies reviewed here. One exception is the
study of Ohlendorf et al. (2010), in which the pattern of results considered in relation to the stimuli
used does not appear to implicate SPL in attention shifting, but is consistent with a role in the per-
ception of visual separation.

As a step towards determining whether either of the two basic functions described above might
explain the selective activation of SPL by a range of experimental tasks, we directly tested the
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attention shifting hypothesis of SPL in an fMRI experiment and found that it was unable to account
for the results (Field & Goodwin, 2016; Goodwin, 2021). Specifically, when a single target square
displaces in an otherwise featureless environment and the displacement is tracked by saccadic eye
movements SPL activation is very low, despite the mandatory shift of spatial attention to the new
target location that occurs before each saccadic eye movement (Deubel & Schneider, 1996). Yet
when a task irrelevant central cross was added to the display and the participant continued, as
before, to make saccadic eye movements to track the displacing square strong activation occurred
in SPL; adding the task irrelevant cross changed nothing in terms of saccade related spatial attention
shifting, but it did introduce the percept of time-varying visual separation to the display which we
propose drives activation in the SPL subregion. This result is problematic for the attention shifting
hypothesis of SPL activation, which would have to make the implausible claim that saccades to
targets can be made without shifting spatial attention in order to explain the results, but consistent
with the proposal that a subregion of SPL processes visual separations.

The present study aimed to test the proposal that the subregion of SPL shown in Figure 1 was
critical for the processing and perception of visual separation using a non-invasive brain stimulation
technique known as transcranial magnetic stimulation (TMS). TMS can disrupt targeted brain
regions to reveal their causal role in task performance. The behavioural task performed while
TMS was applied to SPL was a psychophysical visual separation judgment task, in which two dif-
ferent pairs of dots were presented on a computer screen and the participant indicated in which pair
the distance between the dots was larger. We predicted that TMS to the SPL would result in less
precise performance on this task but did not expect accuracy to be affected by TMS to SPL. In
the experiment the stimuli were confined to the right visual field and the TMS was applied to
SPL in the contralateral hemisphere. This arrangement followed from the fact that SPL is found
bilaterally in the brain and shows a bias to process the contralateral side of visual space, that is,

Figure 1. The MNI coordinates in the SPL targeted by TMS stimulation.

Biagi et al. 717



the left visual field was processed mainly in the right hemisphere of SPL (Silver & Kastner, 2009).
To increase methodological rigor, we also applied TMS to a control region (i.e. the vertex) that was
not thought to play a role in processing visual separation. For the same reason, we included a
control psychophysical task that did not require judgment of visual spatial separation but shared
many of the generic task features, such as deciding between two alternatives and pressing a
button, with the main task of interest. Our first prediction was that the slopes of the psychometric
functions obtained during the visual separation task would be shallower when TMS stimulation was
delivered over SPL compared to when it was delivered over the vertex. But for the hypothesis that
the SPL subregion we targeted is the specific part of the brain that supported the perception of visual
separation to be supported by this study an additional prediction must be fulfilled: that TMS deliv-
ered over SPL does not influence slopes of psychometric functions obtained from the control task.
We had no specific reason to predict that TMS would differentially affect the point of subjective
equality (PSE) in either the experimental or control task, and so performed an exploratory analysis
of this.

Method

Participants
For this study 20 healthy participants (16 females, 4 males) were recruited for a two non-
consecutive days TMS study at the University of Reading. This sample size was sufficient to
detect an effect size of d= 0.57 for our one tailed prediction (power 0.8, alpha 0.05, paired
samples t-test). Participants were recruited via the University of Reading Student Volunteer
Panel (SONA), where the study was advertised. The age range of the participants varied from 19
to 28 years old (Median 21, range 19–28). All participants were informed that their participation
in this study was voluntary and that they could withdraw at any time without providing a reason.

Ethical Approval
This study was granted ethical approval by the University of Reading Ethics Committee (UREC)
17/24, expiration 1/10/2020. Due to the seizure-potential that TMS stimulation carries
(Wassermann & Lisanby, 2001), participants were asked to complete a TMS screening form
before each TMS stimulation. The TMS screening form was approved by UREC and was composed
of 24 questions aimed to investigate if the participant had previous psychiatric, neurological, or
other medical condition, and therefore was not eligible for the TMS stimulation (Rossi et al.,
2009). Moreover, the experimental design took into account the TMS safety parameter specified
by Wasserman et al. (2001) and Rossi et al. (2009) that was computed from the combined duration,
intensity, and frequency of stimulation. Before the start of the TMS stimulation participants were
reminded that they could withdraw at any time from the study without providing a reason.

Apparatus and Materials
All the experiments presented in this study were programmed using Psychtoolbox (Brainard, 1997;
Kleiner et al., 2007; Pelli, 1997), a freely available package toolbox for MATLAB. All the stimuli
were displayed on a 24-inch ViewPixx monitor (1920 (V)× 1080 (H) pixels), placed 90 cm away
from the participant. In order to reduce the head movements, participants were asked to rest their
chin on a chinrest for the entire duration of the experiment (the chinrest was placed 90 cm away
from the ViewPixx monitor).
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Design and Procedure
The design of this study was fully repeated measures, with every participant undergoing
online TMS stimulation in each experimental condition over two different regions: the SPL
and the vertex (control region). Each region was stimulated on a different day and there
was at least a 48 h interval between the two sessions. For half of the participants, on Day 1
the stimulation was delivered over the SPL, and on Day 2 it was delivered over the vertex,
while for the other half of the participants the order was reversed. In each session, both the
control task and then experimental task were performed. For half of the participants the
experimental task was presented first on both days, while for the other half the order of pres-
entation was reversed.

In the experimental task, the effect of TMS on the perceptual judgment of visual distances was
investigated. In order to do so, the PSE between two simultaneously presented visual separations
was measured. This was done by presenting a two alternative forced choice task.

On each trial the participant was briefly presented with two pairs of white dots, and judged which
pair defined the larger visual distance (see Figure 2). The TMS stimulation was paired with the brief
presentation of the two set of dots.

In the control experiment, the effect of TMS on the PSE between the contrast of two Gabor
patches was determined (see Figure 3). The cognitive and motor aspects of this task were identical
to those in the experimental task, but the perceptual comparison required did not involve spatial
extent.

Stimuli. In the experimental task, two pairs of white dots and a fixation cross were presented against
a black background (Figure 2a).

One set of dots was presented below the fixation cross (4th quadrant of the screen, using the fix-
ation/centre of the imaginary circle as the origin), while the other set was presented above the fix-
ation cross (2nd quadrant of the screen). All the individual dots lay on an imaginary circle with a
radius of 5 degrees of visual angle (DOVA) that was centred on the fixation cross (Figure 2b). All
the dots presented subtended 0.2 DOVA. From trial to trial, the visual distance between the two dots
making up each pair was manipulated. The pair of dots presented below the fixation cross was
defined as the ‘Standard’ and the distance between the two dots varied randomly from trial to

Figure 2. Stimuli used in the experimental task: (a) stimuli presented to the participants were a pair of dots

presented above the fixation cross (2nd quadrant) and a pair presented below the fixation (4th quadrant); (b)

dots making up the stimuli lay on an imaginary circle of radius 5 degrees of visual angle.
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trial between 2.59 and 5 DOVA. The location of the two dots making up the ‘Standard’ was ran-
domly jittered within the quadrant by MATLAB on each trial.

The pair of dots presented above the fixation cross was defined as the ‘Comparison’ and the dis-
tance between these two dots in each trial was a percentage of the Standard. These percentages were
70%, 79%, 88%, 97%, 102%, 112%, 121%, and 130%, and each percentage was presented 30 times
during the experiment. On each trial, the participant indicated whether the visual separation defined
by the Standard, or the Comparison appeared larger using the up and down arrow keys on the
keyboard.

The two pairs of dots were presented on the screen for only 200 ms to prevent saccadic eye
movements during the trial, and participants were not allowed to look directly at them, they had
to fixate at the centre of the screen (where a fixation cross was presented) and use their peripheral
vision to detect them and complete the task. The fixation cross was composed of a black cross
placed on top of a white one.

Each arm of the white fixation cross was set to 0.3 DOVA, while each arm of the black fixation
cross was set to 0.2 DOVA. The line width of the white fixation cross was set to 0.2 DOVA, while
the line width of the black cross was set to 0.1 DOVA.

In the control task, a fixation cross and two Gabor patches were presented against a grey back-
ground (Figure 3).

Both Gabor patches were presented to the right of the fixation cross, one above and the other one
below it. The centre of both Gabor patches lay on the same imaginary circle that was used in the
experimental task, which was centred on the fixation cross with a radius of 5 DOVA.

The fixation cross was composed of a grey cross placed on top of a white one. Each arm of the
white fixation cross was set to 0.3 DOVA, while each arm of the grey fixation cross was set to 0.2
DOVA. The line width of the white fixation cross was set to 0.2 DOVA, while the line width of the
grey cross was set to 0.1 DOVA.

On each trial the contrast of the Standard Gabor patch presented below the fixation cross was
randomly selected between a range varying from 0.4 to 0.7 in steps of 0.1. The contrast of the
Comparison Gabor patch presented above the fixation cross was a percentage of the contrast
used of the Gabor below the fixation cross. During the entire experiment, eight different values
were used as percentages (70%, 79%, 88%, 97%, 103%, 112%, 121%, and 130%), and each of
them was presented 30 times. Both the Standard Gabor patch and the Comparison Gabor patch
had a spatial frequency of 1 cycle per degree, were oriented vertically, had radius of 3°, and the
sigma of the Gaussian envelope was 0.43°. The two Gabor patches were displayed on the screen
for 200 ms.

Resting Motor Threshold. After the participant successfully completed the screening form and after
obtaining written consent form, the resting motor threshold (RMT) was acquired on each day of the
experiment for all the participants.

The RMT is the lowest intensity of stimulation needed to be delivered to the primary motor hand
area (M1-HAND) in order to evoke a peak-to-peak motor evoked potential of 50 μV in at least five
out of ten consecutive trials in the contralateral relaxed first dorsal interosseus muscle (Quartarone
et al., 2005).

In order to define the starting position for the search for the M1-HAND area, the TMS coil was
firstly placed on top of the vertex (defined as the mid-distance between the nasion-inion, and the
left-right auricular bones) and then moved 1 cm to the left, away from the vertex and 4–5 cm
forward (Groppa et al., 2012).

During the entire RMT assessment, the handle of the coil was pointed backwards at a 45° angle
away from the midline, approximately perpendicular to the line of the central sulcus. For each
subject, the RMT was determined as the intensity at which single pulses applied over the hand
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area of right M1 produced a visible muscle twitch in five of ten consecutive trials, which is a stand-
ard procedure in the field (Feredoes et al., 2006; Schutter & van Honk, 2006).

Once the RMT for the day was defined, we set the intensity of stimulation for the experimental
tasks to 110% of that value. Mean ± SE RMT was 59.85 ± 1.5% maximum stimulator output
(MSO) for the SPL and 59.65± 1.9 MSO for the vertex. Mean ± SE experimental stimulation
intensity was 65.8 ± 1.7% MSO for the SPL and 66± 2.1% MSO for the vertex.

Location of the TMS Target. After defining the RMT and the intensity of TMS stimulation for the
day, we located the target for the stimulation on that day. On the day in which the vertex was
the target of the stimulation, the target was located in each participant as the mid-distance
between the nasion-inion, and the left-right auricular bones. On the day in which the SPL was
the target, the location was found using the Brainsight software (Brainsight TMS, Rogue
Resolutions Ltd) and MNI coordinates. SPL is a large brain region, and so to target the most appro-
priate sub-region of SPL the MNI coordinates for TMS were selected on the same basis as in a series
of fMRI studies running concurrently in the lab (Field & Goodwin, 2016; Goodwin, 2021). This
involved taking the average of the peak X, Y, and Z coordinates of the SPL functional activations
reported in the studies reviewed in the Introduction (Billington et al., 2010; Field et al., 2007;
Jovicich et al., 2001; Ohlendorf et al., 2010; Peuskens et al., 2001; Vandenberghe et al., 2001).
The resulting coordinates used for targeting TMS in the SPL were x=−20, y=−60, z= 60 (see
Figure 1). Unfortunately, due to a major upgrade causing the MRI scanner to become unavailable,
only nine participants had a T1w image that we could use to locate the SPL, so for the remaining
participants we used a standardised 2 mm T1w that comes with the Brainsight software. The pro-
cedure for locating the SPL was the same in all the participants: after loading either the participant’s
T1w image or the standardised 2 mm T1w included in Brainsight, the participant was asked to sit in
front of the Polaris camera and wear a subject tracker, which was strapped to their forehead. Then
the researcher used a pointer to point at the nasion, auricular bone on both the left and the right, in
order to register the participant’s head within the Brainsight Software and recreate a skull based on

Figure 3. Stimuli used for the control task.
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the participant’s landmarks. After that the above MNI coordinates for the SPL subregion were
entered, or for the vertex the landmark defined during the RMT procedure was used. After the
TMS target for the day was located, participants were asked to place their chin on a chinrest,
placed 90 cm away from a ViewPixx monitor, and then the TMS coil was placed over the
target, and it was hold in place using a mechanical arm.

TMS Stimulation. The experimental and control tasks were both composed of 240 trials and during
each trial a pattern of TMS pulses was delivered. During the experimental task the TMS stimulation
was synchronised with the 200 ms presentation of the two sets of dots, while in the control task the
TMS stimulation was synchronised with the presentation of the two Gabor patches. For both tasks
the end of the TMS stimulation was paired with the removal of the stimuli from the screen.

Four pulses were delivered during a 200 ms time window (20 Hz) and the intensity of stimula-
tion was set to 110% of the RMT acquired earlier that day; the pulses were delivered using a
figure-of-8 coil, which was attached to a PowerMag machine (Mag & More GmbH, München,
Germany). A 5 s ITI was inserted between each experimental trial, in order to avoid any add-up
effects of the TMS (Hamidi et al., 2011). These timings are illustrated in Figure 4. Overall, in
both the experimental and control conditions 960 pulses were delivered to each participant, 1920
in total on each day.

Results
All the participants successfully completed both sessions of this study, and no data was discarded or
excluded.

Figure 4. Timelines of the visual separation and contrast tasks. In the visual separation task (top panel) t0 is

when the fixation cross is presented on the screen; at t1 the two pairs of dots are presented on the screen,

one pair above and the other one below the fixation cross. The time interval between t0 and t1 was randomly

jittered around 1000 ms, with minimum and maximum values of 750 and 1250 ms. The presentation of the

stimuli was paired with the TMS pulses; after 200 ms the TMS stimulation stopped and also the stimuli were

removed from the screen. The contrast task (bottom panel) was identical except that the pairs of dots were

replaced by Gabor patches. In the visual separation task, participants indicated which of the two dot pairs

defined a larger gap, while in the contrast task they indicated which Gabor patch had higher contrast.
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By using the Palamedes toolbox for MATLAB (Prins & Kingdom, 2018), we fitted a cumulative
normal function to the data acquired for each task on both days, resulting in four cumulative normal
functions for each participant (Figure 5).

From each fitted psychometric function, we extracted and statistically analysed the PSE (i.e. the
Comparison stimulus as a percentage of the Standard for the point where the two visual extents
were judged to be equal) and the slope. The descriptive statistics of these two parameters are
included in Table 1.

Pirate plots showing the mean, SD, and distribution of the PSE and the slope in the four experi-
mental conditions are presented in Figures 6 and 7.

Influence of SPL TMS Compared to Vertex TMS on Precision of Visual Separation
Judgments
Our prediction was that the TMS stimulation of the SPL should have affected the precision of the
visual separation task. Moreover, we predicted that the disruptive effect of the TMS stimulation of
the SPL should have resulted in a shallower slope for the psychometric function, compared to the
slope obtained in the psychometric function for the same task when the stimulation was delivered
over the vertex.

In order to test our prediction, a paired sample t-test was run for the slopes of psychometric func-
tion obtained from the visual separation tasks. There was not a significant difference between the
slope obtained for the SPL stimulation (M= 0.061, SD= 0.020) and the slope obtained for the
vertex stimulation (M= 0.058, SD= 0.018); t(19)=−1.046, p= .309; d=−0.23.

As an additional test of the prediction, we also calculated and analysed Weber fractions for
each participant (Weber fraction= JND/PSE), which may provide a more sensitive index
because they take into account the individual differences in PSE across the sample. A paired
t-test was performed Weber fractions, and revealed no significant difference between SPL
stimulation (M= 0.122, SD= 0.032) and vertex stimulation (M= 0.129, SD= 0.041); t(19)=
−1.338, p= .197, d=−0.3.

Figure 5. Four example cumulative normal functions from individual participants. (a) An example from a

participant with relatively good performance in the visual separation task, reflected in a steep slope; (b) an

example of a participant with relatively poor performance in the visual separation task; (c) and (d) provide

similar examples of good and poor performance in the contrast judgement task.
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Influence of SPL TMS Compared to Vertex TMS on Precision of Judgments in the Control
Contrast Discrimination Task
Our hypothesis suggested that the TMS stimulation would have no effect on the slope obtained in
the control task.

A paired-sample t-test was run for the slopes of psychometric function obtained from the control
task. Unexpectedly, the SPL stimulation resulted in steeper psychometric functions (more precise
judgment) than the vertex stimulation, and this difference was significant (SPL M= 0.07, SD=
0.018; vertex: M= 0.059, SD= 0.015), t(19)=−3.322, p= .004; d=−0.74.

To further explore and confirm this unexpected result we also calculated and analysed Weber
fractions for each participant (Weber fraction= JND/PSE). A paired t-test was performed on the

Table 1. Descriptive statistics for the visual separation task and the control task.

Parameter Statistic VisSep-SPL VisSep-Vertex Control-SPL Control-Vertex

PSE Mean 102.3 101.4 102.9 104.6

Median 102.6 102.2 101.5 104.5

SD 6.8 8.1 6.1 5.2

SE 1.5 1.8 1.4 1.2

Min 89.9 86.01 91.7 95.2

Max 116.4 115.1 115.6 114.3

SLOPE Mean 0.058 0.070 0.060 0.059

Median 0.057 0.071 0.055 0.059

SD 0.018 0.018 0.020 0.015

SE 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.003

Min 0.032 0.046 0.040 0.032

Max 0.103 0.114 0.118 0.085

Figure 6. Pirate plots showing the mean, SD and distribution of the PSE for both the visual separation

judgment and the control contrast judgment task, with TMS applied to either the SPL or the vertex.
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Weber fractions, and this revealed a significant difference between SPL stimulation (M= 0.102,
SD= 0.026) and vertex stimulation (M= 0.119, SD= 0.034); t(19)=−2.247, p= .037, d=−0.5.

Exploratory Analysis of the Effect of TMS on the PSE (Bias)
We had no specific reason to predict that TMS would differentially affect the PSE in either the
experimental or control task, and so performed an exploratory analysis of this. A paired sample
t-test was run on the PSEs of the psychometric functions obtained from the visual separation
task. There was not a significant difference between the PSEs obtained for the SPL stimulation
(M= 102.3211, SD= 6.7698) and the PSEs obtained for the vertex stimulation (M= 101.3948,
SD= 8.0682), t(19)=−0.893, p= .383; d=−0.2.

Another paired sample t-test was run for the PSEs of psychometric function obtained from the
control task. There was not a significant difference between the PSEs of the psychometric function
obtained for the control task when the TMS was delivered over the SPL (M= 102.892, SD= 6.047)
and the PSEs obtained for the control task when the TMS was delivered over the vertex (M=
104.612, SD= 5.168), t(19)= 1.372, p= .186; d= 0.31.

Discussion
The main purpose of this experiment was to test the hypothesis that part of the SPL is involved in
supporting the perception of the 2D visual separation between two points. In order to achieve this
goal, a 2-day TMS experiment was carried out. On the first day of the experiment the TMS stimu-
lation was delivered over the left SPL while two different tasks were presented: the experimental
task was aimed to measure the just noticeable difference in visual separation between two
points. On the second day of the experiment the TMS was delivered over the vertex (a control

Figure 7. Pirate plots showing the mean, SD and distribution of the slope of the fitted psychometric

functions for both the visual separation judgment and the control task, with TMS applied to either the SPL or

the vertex.
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site for TMS stimulation), while the same two tasks were presented. We predicted that TMS over
SPL would reduce the precision of judgments of visual separation compared to TMS over the
vertex, but not in a control task. We found no effect of SPL TMS on the precision of judgments
of visual separation, but we unexpectedly found that TMS over SPL compared to vertex increased
the precision of performance in the control task, which measured the ability to detect the difference
in luminance contrast between two peripherally presented Gabor patches.

The results provide evidence against the hypothesis that the part of SPL we targeted with TMS
plays a specific role in the ability to perceive visual separation. Although this interpretation depends
upon a null effect of TMS to the SPL, it is strengthened by the fact we were able to detect a clear
effect of SPL TMS on the control task; this demonstrates that the experiment was adequate from a
technical viewpoint and could, in principle, have detected the predicted effect. Note that the experi-
ment would have been highly unlikely to detect a potential effect of SPL TMS on bias, for example,
perceiving visual separations as smaller due to TMS, because the Standard and Comparison stimu-
lus were both presented at the same time as the TMS pulses were delivered and would both be influ-
enced in the same way by it (Anstis, 2002; Rock, 1966). Analysis of the PSE was presented here for
completeness.

We chose contrast discrimination as a control task because we assumed it was supported by early
visual areas, but we unexpectedly found that precision of judgement in the control contrast sensitivity
task was better following SPL TMS than following vertex TMS. As well as being unpredicted, the
result is unusual in that delivering high-frequency repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation
(HF-rTMS) usually results in reduced rather than improved task performance (Rotenberg et al.,
2014). Nonetheless, we believe the finding is genuine rather than Type 1 error because the effect
size was medium/large, and when we performed a Bayesian paired samples t-test to follow this up
the Bayes factor was 17.4, which indicates strong evidence. Furthermore, the finding is consistent
with previous literature; similar effects have been observed for TMS to the frontal eye field (FEF)
and very strong functional connectivity has been found between SPL and FEF; in a study of the
resting state functional connectivity of the human FEF the strongest two foci were found in the
SPL and the adjacent inferior parietal lobule (Hutchison et al., 2012). Two previous studies that
applied online TMS to the right FEF have found enhanced contrast perception. Ruff et al. (2006)
applied HF-rTMS while recording fMRI BOLD signals and found that it enhanced activity in
parts of retinotopic maps V1-4 that map the visual periphery, and decreased activity centrally. This
led them to predict that perceived contrast would be enhanced in the periphery relative to the
central visual field by TMS to the FEF, and this prediction was confirmed psychophysically.
Enhanced contrast detection was also found by Chanes et al. (2012) for single pulse TMS applied
to the FEF with stimuli presented in the visual periphery (central stimuli were not tested). The low
contrast targets in our experiment were also presented peripherally, cantered at 5 degrees of eccentri-
city, and we also found improved contrast discrimination. One interpretation of this finding is that
early visual areas and contrast discrimination in our experiment were influenced indirectly by
TMS via the strong connections between the SPL and the FEF, but equally it is possible that the
effect was more direct. Further studies are required to address this question, and should also
include psychophysical measurements of contrast detection and discrimination in the central visual
field to find out whether, as for TMS to the FEF, the effect is confined to peripheral vision.

In conclusion, TMS to the SPL did not influence the precision of perceptual judgements of visual
separation, and so the results failed to support our main hypothesis. This puts them at odds with the
suggestive results from brain imaging, and one potential route for further exploration would be to
perform an experiment that asks whether TMS to SPL can produce a bias in perceptual judgments
of visual separation. We unexpectedly found that TMS to SPL increased the precision of peripheral
contrast judgement, and because similar results have been obtained when TMS is delivered to the
closely connected FEF this suggests that follow-up experiments should seek to map out the
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respective roles of the two areas in producing this effect, and how it is reflected in occipital retino-
topic regions.

Declaration of Conflicting Interests
The author(s) declared no potential conflicts of interest with respect to the research, authorship, and/or publi-
cation of this article.

Funding
The author(s) received no financial support for the research, authorship, and/or publication of this article.

ORCID iD
Nicolo Biagi https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7119-0767

References
Anstis, S. (2002). Was El Greco astigmatic? Leonardo, 35, 208. https://doi.org/10.1162/00240940252940612
Billington, J., Field, D., Wilkie, R., & Wann, J. (2010). An fMRI study of parietal cortex involvement in the

visual guidance of locomotion. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance,
36, 1495–1507. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018728

Brainard, D. H. (1997). The psychophysics toolbox. Spatial Vision, 10, 433–436. https://doi.org/10.1163/
156856897X00357

Bueti, D., & Walsh, V. (2009). The parietal cortex and the representation of time, space, number and other
magnitudes. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 364, 1831–1840.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2009.0028

Chanes, L., Chica, A. B., Quentin, R., & Valero-Cabré, A. (2012). Manipulation of pre-target activity on the
right frontal eye field enhances conscious visual perception in humans. PLoS ONE, 7, e36232. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0036232

Chen, S., & Levi, D. M. (1996). Angle judgment: Is the whole the sum of its parts? Vision Research, 36, 1721–
1735. https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(95)00245-6

Deubel, H., & Schneider, W. X. (1996). Saccade target selection and object recognition: Evidence for a
common attentional mechanism. Vision Research, 36, 1827–1837. https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-
6989(95)00294-4

Feredoes, E., Tononi, G., & Postle, B. R. (2006). Direct evidence for a prefrontal contribution to the control of
proactive interference in verbal working memory. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 103,
19530–19534. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0604509103

Field, D. T., & Goodwin, C. (2016, August). Representation of visual distance in the brain. In PERCEPTION
(Vol. 45, pp. 116–116).

Field, D. T., Wilkie, R. M., & Wann, J. P. (2007). Neural systems in the visual control of steering. Journal of
Neuroscience, 27, 8002–8010. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2130-07.2007

Goodwin, C. (2021). fMRI investigations into the effect of spatial attention shifting and visual perception of
separation on BOLD responses in the superior parietal lobule [PhD]. University of Reading.

Groppa, S., Oliviero, A., Eisen, A., Quartarone, A., Cohen, L. G., Mall, V., Kaelin-Lang, A., Mima, T., Rossi,
S., Thickbroom, G. W., Rossini, P. M., Ziemann, U., Valls-Solé, J., & Siebner, H. R. (2012). A practical
guide to diagnostic transcranial magnetic stimulation: Report of an IFCN committee. Clinical
Neurophysiology, 123, 858–882. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2012.01.010

Hamidi, M., Johson, J. S., Feredoes, E., & Postle, B. R. (2011). Does high-frequency repetitive transcranial
magnetic stimulation produce residual and/or cumulative effects within an experimental session? Brain
Topography, 23, 355–367. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10548-010-0153-y

Harvey, B. M., Fracasso, A., Petridou, N., & Dumoulin, S. O. (2015). Topographic representations of object
size and relationships with numerosity reveal generalized quantity processing in human parietal cortex.
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 112, 13525–13530. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.
1515414112

Biagi et al. 727

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7119-0767
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7119-0767
https://doi.org/10.1162/00240940252940612
https://doi.org/10.1162/00240940252940612
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018728
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018728
https://doi.org/10.1163/156856897X00357
https://doi.org/10.1163/156856897X00357
https://doi.org/10.1163/156856897X00357
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2009.0028
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2009.0028
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0036232
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0036232
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0036232
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(95)00245-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(95)00245-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(95)00294-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(95)00294-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(95)00294-4
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0604509103
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0604509103
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2130-07.2007
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2130-07.2007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2012.01.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2012.01.010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10548-010-0153-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10548-010-0153-y
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1515414112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1515414112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1515414112


Heeley, D. W., & Buchanan-smith, H. M. (1996). Mechanisms specialized for the perception of image geom-
etry. Vision Research, 36, 3607–3627. https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(96)00077-6

Hutchison, R. M., Gallivan, J. P., Culham, J. C., Gati, J. S., Menon, R. S., & Everling, S. (2012). Functional
connectivity of the frontal eye fields in humans and macaque monkeys investigated with resting-state fMRI.
Journal of Neurophysiology, 107, 2463–2474. https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00891.2011

Jovicich, J., Peters, R. J., Koch, C., Braun, J., Chang, L., & Ernst, T. (2001). Brain areas specific for attentional
load in a motion-tracking task. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 13, 1048–1058. https://doi.org/10.1162/
089892901753294347

Kleiner, M., Brainard, D., & Pelli, D. (2007). What’s new in Psychtoolbox-3? Perception 36 ECVP Abstract
Supplement.

Morgan, M. J. (2005). The visual computation of 2-D area by human observers. Vision Research, 45, 2564–
2570. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2005.04.004

Nachmias, J. (2008). Judging spatial properties of simple figures. Vision Research, 48, 1290–1296. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.visres.2008.02.024

Ohlendorf, S., Sprenger, A., Speck, O., Glauche, V., Haller, S., & Kimmig, H. (2010). Visual motion, eye
motion, and relative motion: A parametric fMRI study of functional specializations of smooth pursuit
eye movement network areas. Journal of Vision, 10, 21. https://doi.org/10.1167/10.14.21

Pelli, D. G. (1997). The VideoToolbox software for visual psychophysics: Transforming numbers into movies.
Spatial Vision, 10, 437–442. https://doi.org/10.1163/156856897X00366

Peuskens, H., Sunaert, S., Dupont, P., Hecke, P. V., & Orban, G. A. (2001). Human brain regions involved in
heading estimation. Journal of Neuroscience, 21, 2451–2461. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-07-
02451.2001

Prins, N., & Kingdom, F. A. A. (2018). ). applying the model-comparison approach to test specific research
hypotheses in psychophysical research using the palamedes toolbox. Frontiers in Psychology, 9, https://
doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01250

Quartarone, A., Bagnato, S., Rizzo, V., Morgante, F., Sant’Angelo, A., Battaglia, F., Messina, C., Siebner,
H. R., & Girlanda, P. (2005). Distinct changes in cortical and spinal excitability following high-frequency
repetitive TMS to the human motor cortex. Experimental Brain Research, 161, 114–124. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s00221-004-2052-5

Rock, I. (1966). The nature of perceptual adaptation. Basic Books.
Rossi, S., Hallett, M., Rossini, P. M., & Pascual-Leone, A. (2009). Safety, ethical considerations, and appli-

cation guidelines for the use of transcranial magnetic stimulation in clinical practice and research. Clinical
Neurophysiology, 120, 2008–2039. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2009.08.016

Rotenberg, A., Horvath, J. C., & Pascual-Leone, A. (Eds) (2014). Transcranial magnetic stimulation. Humana
Press. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-0879-0.

Ruff, C. C., Blankenburg, F., Bjoertomt, O., Bestmann, S., Freeman, E., Haynes, J.-D., Rees, G., Josephs, O.,
Deichmann, R., & Driver, J. (2006). Concurrent TMS-fMRI and psychophysics reveal frontal influences on
human retinotopic visual cortex. Current Biology, 16, 1479–1488. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2006.06.057

Schutter, D. J. L. G., & van Honk, J. (2006). A standardized motor threshold estimation procedure for tran-
scranial magnetic stimulation research. The Journal of ECT, 22, 176–178. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.yct.
0000235924.60364.27

Schwarzkopf, D. S. (2015). Where is size in the brain of the beholder? Multisensory Research, 28, 285–296.
https://doi.org/10.1163/22134808-00002474

Silver, M. A., & Kastner, S. (2009). Topographic maps in human frontal and parietal cortex. Trends in
Cognitive Sciences, 13, 488–495. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2009.08.005

Vandenberghe, R., Gitelman, D. R., Parrish, T. B., & Mesulam, M. M. (2001). Functional specificity of super-
ior parietal mediation of spatial shifting. NeuroImage, 14, 661–673. https://doi.org/10.1006/nimg.2001.
0860

Walsh, V. (2003). A theory of magnitude: common cortical metrics of time, space and quantity. Trends in
Cognitive Sciences, 7, 483–488. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2003.09.002

Wassermann, E. M., & Lisanby, S. H. (2001). Therapeutic application of repetitive transcranial magnetic
stimulation: A review. Clinical Neurophysiology: Official Journal of the International Federation of
Clinical Neurophysiology, 112, 1367–1377. https://doi.org/10.1016/s1388-2457(01)00585-5

728 Perception 51(10)

https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(96)00077-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(96)00077-6
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00891.2011
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00891.2011
https://doi.org/10.1162/089892901753294347
https://doi.org/10.1162/089892901753294347
https://doi.org/10.1162/089892901753294347
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2005.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2005.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2008.02.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2008.02.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2008.02.024
https://doi.org/10.1167/10.14.21
https://doi.org/10.1167/10.14.21
https://doi.org/10.1163/156856897X00366
https://doi.org/10.1163/156856897X00366
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-07-02451.2001
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-07-02451.2001
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-07-02451.2001
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01250
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01250
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01250
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-004-2052-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-004-2052-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-004-2052-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2009.08.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2009.08.016
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-0879-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-0879-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2006.06.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2006.06.057
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.yct.0000235924.60364.27
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.yct.0000235924.60364.27
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.yct.0000235924.60364.27
https://doi.org/10.1163/22134808-00002474
https://doi.org/10.1163/22134808-00002474
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2009.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2009.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1006/nimg.2001.0860
https://doi.org/10.1006/nimg.2001.0860
https://doi.org/10.1006/nimg.2001.0860
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2003.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2003.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1388-2457(01)00585-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1388-2457(01)00585-5

	 Introduction
	 Method
	 Participants
	 Ethical Approval
	 Apparatus and Materials
	 Design and Procedure
	 Stimuli
	 Resting Motor Threshold
	 Location of the TMS Target
	 TMS Stimulation


	 Results
	 Influence of SPL TMS Compared to Vertex TMS on Precision of Visual Separation Judgments
	 Influence of SPL TMS Compared to Vertex TMS on Precision of Judgments in the Control Contrast Discrimination Task
	 Exploratory Analysis of the Effect of TMS on the PSE (Bias)

	 Discussion
	 References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


