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Abstract

The negative effect of distractions on the individuals’ attention performance and the possible relation between the performance of the attention system 
and the pattern of saccadic eye movements has been investigated in different studies. It has been shown that distraction can lead to a delayed saccade toward 
a target and consequently the increment of the reaction time. The abnormal distractibility of subjects with attention deficit hyperactivity disorder has also been 
reported in previous studies. In the current study, we investigated the relationship between the saccadic eye movement to the distractions and speed of the 
response in children with attention deficit disorder (ADD) and normal ones.

All children participated in a visual attention experiment. Subjects were requested to respond to a target when a target and a distraction were presented. 
Saccadic eye movements and RTs were recorded during the test. Paired samples t-test was used to compare the RT in trials with and without unwanted eye 
movements (saccade to distraction). 

Statistical analysis showed that unwanted saccades led to a significant increase of the RT in normal children (p<.01), but not in children with ADD (p>.05). 
It was also shown that the normal group had lower RTs than children with ADD in both trials with and without saccades to the distractions (p< 0.001). 

The outcomes of this study provided some suggestions about the difference between overt and covert attention to the distractions in normal and ADD 
children and new diagnostic methods have been proposed for future works.

ABBREVIATIONS
ADHD: Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder; ADD: 

Attention Deficit Disorder; EEG: Electroencephalography; MMN: 
Mismatch Negativity; ERP: Event-Related Potential; RON: Re-
Orientation of Negativity; RT: Reaction Time; RDE: Remote 
Distractor Effect

INTRODUCTION
In neurocognitive science, distraction refers to any things 

that are not related to the goals of a target task and can divert 
the individuals’ mind from the goals. Distractions compete with 
the target stimuli to use the limited neurocognitive processing 
resources [1]. The neurocognitive system compares the incoming 
stimuli with the predefined goals to dissociate distractions from 
target stimuli. Earlier perception of a stimulus and detection of 
its features takes about 150 ms after its presentation, and its 
comparison with the predefined target stimulus finishes after 
about 250 ms [2].

Behavioral analyses have shown that distractions can reduce 
the speed and the accuracy of responses. It has been believed 
that the speed reduction is not due to the slower processing of 
target stimuli. In other words, the distraction does not interfere 
with the processing of the target stimuli. The reason for the 

speed reduction is attributed to the time required to orient the 
processing resources from the target to the distraction and the 
initiation of involuntary procedures. Brain electrical activities 
(i.e., electroencephalography (EEG)) demonstrate that by the 
presentation of an unexpected distraction, attention control 
system detects it and as a result of this detection the mismatch 
negativity (MMN) wave is usually produced in the event-related 
potential (ERP) signal [3,4]. Then, processing resources are 
usually involuntary oriented towards the unexpected distraction 
to process in further that leads to the increment of the P300 
amplitude. After a while, the processing resources are reoriented 
towards the previous ongoing target task. This reorientation is 
accompanied by the production of the Re-orientation of negativity 
(RON) component in the ERP signals. These events have been 
observed in both synchronous and asynchronous presentations 
of target and distraction stimuli [4].

If the attention control system cannot detect and attenuate 
distractions timely and correctly, the performance of the 
individual may decline during the task. 

The weakness of the attention control system in inhibiting 
the distractions has been reported in some of the disorders such 
as the attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD), which 
is one of the neurodevelopmental disorders among children. 
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This disorder has three inattentive, hyperactive, and combined 
subtypes. The mentioned weakness is more often reported in the 
inattentive that is also called attention deficit disorder (ADD). 
These children are more sensitive to distractions in comparison 
with normal ones [5-8]. That is, by the presentation of distractions, 
the performance decline in ADD subjects is higher than the 
normal group. In ADD subjects, the deficit of the attention control 
system to the correct and on-time attenuation of distraction is 
attributed to the weakness of the working memory [9].

The mentioned deviation of the processing resources to the 
distraction may be followed by the eye movement (e.g., saccade) 
towards the distractor, which is called overt attention to the 
distraction. The second possible condition is only accompanied by 
the deviation of processing resources and no movement towards 
the distraction is observed, which is called covert attention [10]. 
The characteristics of eye movements were investigated in ADHD 
and normal subjects [11-17]. It was shown that ADHD children 
had problem in gaze fixations. This problem was attributed to 
the late maturation of the frontal cortex in ADHD children [11]. 
It was also reported that that people with ADHD had higher 
saccadic reaction times and errors in anti-saccades than those 
of normal group [12,13]. In another study, it was demonstrated 
that ADHD subjects needed more time to inhibit the unexpected 
eye movements [15]. These problems were attributed to the 
late maturation of the frontal cortex in ADHD children [11], 
specifically the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex [14].

The possible relation between the performance of the 
attention system (usually assessed by measuring the reaction 
time (RT) and the pattern of saccadic eye movements has been 
investigated in different studies [18,19]. It has been shown 
that distraction may lead to a delayed saccade to the target 
[20,21]. Problems in the inhibition of saccadic eye movements to 
distractions were also reported in the previous studies [16,17].

The main goal of the current study is to find out whether 
saccadic eye movements to the distractions have a considerable 
effect on the speed of the response (i.e., reaction time (RT) in 
both ADHD and normal group, or not?

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Participants

Forty-two normal (25girls; 9 ± 0.6 years old) and seventeen 
ADD (8 girls; 9.4 ± 0.8 years old) IQ matched (using Goodenouph 
test) children participated in the experiment. Children with ADD 
were diagnosed by psychiatrists in the Atieh comprehensive 
psychiatric center of Iran based on DSM-IV, IVA CPT, and QEEG 
indices. These children did not use any medication and did not 
receive any behavioral interventions. The parents of normal 
children were requested to fill the national institute for children’s 
health quality (NICHQ) Vanderbilt assessment scales to evaluate 
the mental health of this group. Participants had normal vision.

Before the experiment, children and their parents were 
informed about the test procedures and the parents signed 
the informed consent forms. The experiment was done under 
the approval of Iran University of Medical Sciences (# IR.IUMS.
REC.1395 90133916).

Experiment

The experiment was a short time visual attention task. It 
consisted of 38 trials, which the first six trials were considered 
as a practice to warm up the participant. In each trial, a target 
(a star shown in Figure 1 (a)) and a distractor (an image of a 
colored or black and white fruit shown in Figure 1 (b)) were 
presented. Subjects were requested to tap on a touchpad as soon 
as seeing a star (presented for 400ms) in the predefined target 
locations on a monitor. The images of the distractors were shown 
in the predetermined non-target locations, 200ms before the 
presentation of the star. The predefined position of targets and 
distractors locations is shown in Figure 2 respectively by circles 
and squares. The height of both target and distraction stimuli was 
about one inch. That is, participants were informed that in each 
trial the star is presented in one of the circles and distractors 
presented in one of the squares and they were requested to 
pay no attention to the position of the squares. Saccadic eye 
movements and RTs were recorded during the test. 

Participants sat in front of a screen with a distance of about 
70 cm. The screen was a 21” LCD screen with the resolution of 
1600×900 pixels and the refresh rate of 60 Hz. During the test, 
a camera (1.2 MP, 30 fps) was placed under the monitor in front 
of the subject’s face. A program in the Visual C# 2008 software 
running under Microsoft windows 7 controlled the presentation 
and storage of camera output and subjects responses. This 
program labeled the data recorded by the camera at the start and 
end of each trial. The frames of different trials were extracted 
from the videos recorded by the camera. Comparing the position 
of eyes in the successive frames, the direction of eye movements 
was detected. The positions of distractions and targets were 
known in each trial. Therefore, according to the extracted 
eye movements’ directions, saccades to the distractions were 
detected. These processes (i.e., eye movement analyses) were 
done offline (i.e., at the end of the experiment). 

Measurements and statistical test

Paired samples t-test was used to compare the RT in trials with 
and without unwanted eye movements (saccade to distraction).

The reaction times of the participants were recorded during 
the test. To evaluate the difference between recorded reaction 
times in trials with a saccade to the distraction and those without 
the saccade, a paired-t-test was used. The differences between 
the normal and ADD groups were examined by an unpaired-t-test 
with a significant level of 0.05.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
To find out the effect of saccadic eye movement on the RT, 

the trials that the participants had a saccade to the location of 
the distraction was separated from trials with no saccade to the 
distractor. Then, the average RTs of these two kinds of trials was 
compared in both normal and ADD groups. 

Using unpaired-t-test, a significant difference was found 
between ADD and normal groups in both trials with (t(57) = 
2.6, p = .01) and without (t(57) = 4, p = .0002) saccades to the 
distractions. These results were demonstrated in Figure 3 and 
were summarized in Table 1. 

file:///E:/xampp/htdocs/JSCIMED/SciMed/Articles/NeurologicalDisorders/V2/2.5/I/l 
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(a)

(b)

Figure 1 (a) The picture of the target; (b) The pictures of distractors.

Figure 2 The schematic of one trial of the experiment. Circles are the possible location of the presentation of the target (a star), and squares are the 
possible location of the presentation of the distractor (a fruit).
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Figure 3 A comparison of the reaction time in trails with and without saccadic eye movement to distractions in normal and ADD children. Error bars 
indicate between-subjects variability (standard deviation); Bars with star show groups with statistically significant differences. One, two, and three 
stars mean the difference is significant by a p-value less than 0.05, 0.005, and 0.0005, respectively.
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As mentioned in the introduction, distraction can lead to 
a delayed response to the target. The underlying causes of this 
delay are not completely known. However, two possibilities have 
been suggested for the observed delay: 1-The time of choosing 
the correct location for attending, and 2-The time required for 
the processing of distractor properties (called “remote distractor 
effect” (RDE))[20, 21]. 

Target locations were predefined in our experiment. 
Therefore, the increase of the RT cannot be due to the making 
decision about the target position. For that reason, the increase 
of the RT can be as a result of the distractor characteristics 
processing (or RDE). Based on the statistical analysis, it can also 
be claimed that the difference between ADD and normal children 
in trials without saccades to the distractors was stronger than 
situations with a saccade to the distractions. This observation 
suggests that the differentiation between ADD and normal 
children in covert attention is more than the overt attention, 
based on the negative effect of RDE. 

Statistical analyses (paired-t-test) also showed that, in the 
normal group, the values of RTs in trials with a saccade to the 
distraction was significantly higher than the trials without 
saccades to the distractions (t(41) = 3.026, p = .004). This result is 
consistent with the claim that for better processing of a target it is 
required to be in the center of the field of the view [18,19]. When 
the individuals have a saccade to the distraction, the position of 
his/her eyes is replaced towards the distraction. As a result, a 
disturbance and a possible delay may occur in the processing of 
the target that may lead to the higher RTs.

However, in ADD children, there was no significant difference 
between the mentioned two kinds of trials (t(16) = 0.6, p = .6). This 
result is inconsistent with all the above interpretations provided 
for the normal children observations. It means that there was no 
significant difference between the covert or overt attention to the 
distraction in ADD children. By a comparison between the results 
obtained for the normal and ADD groups, it can be suggested 
that normal children can inhibit their covert attention to the 
distractions. Therefore, if they have no involuntary saccades 
to the distraction (i.e., overt attention), they can attenuate the 
negative effect of distraction. However, in ADD children, even if 
the involuntary saccades to the distraction (i.e., overt attention) 
are inhibited, the covert attention to the saccade cannot be 
controlled correctly due to their weakness of the attention control 

system. The control of covert distraction is done by the execution 
and inhibitory systems. The weakness of these systems can lead 
to the abnormal covert or overt distractions. Overt distraction 
can be detected by tracking the eye movements. However, the 
detection of covert distraction is not easily possible. It has been 
believed that unexpected increment of the reaction time or the 
decline of the activities of brain regions that involved in the 
target processing may be due to the covert distraction. Therefore, 
to investigate the differences between ADD and normal subjects 
from the aspect of covert and overt attention performance, both 
eye movement recording and reaction times (or brain activities) 
are required. This results is consistent with previous studies on 
the relationship between eye movements’ patterns, the deficit of 
inhibitory system and executive function, and ADHD symptoms 
[16,17]. 

CONCLUSION
Our experiment showed that the saccadic eye movements 

can affect the distractor processing and consequently, the 
children attention performance. It was also shown that this effect 
is different in ADD and normal children. The available common 
clinical computer-based diagnosis methods do not include the 
presentation of distraction during the task. According to the 
results of this study and other similar ones, adding several levels 
of distractions and some criteria to evaluate the distractibility 
may enhance the accuracy of the diagnostic methods. The current 
study also showed the difference between the effect of overt and 
covert attention to the distractions in ADHD and normal children. 
Therefore, developing new methods that can differentiate the 
influence of overt and covert attention is suggested for future 
works to have more accurate and faster diagnosis of ADHD. 
For example, instead of common diagnostic methods (e.g., test 
of variables of attention, or integrated visual and auditory test) 
that usually take a long time and lead to the lack of cooperation 
between the children and the experimenter, new shorter tests 
that contain distractions are suggested. According to the results, 
distractions excite the overt attention involuntary and this effect 
is different between normal and ADHD children. To develop these 
methods a system that can track the subjects’ saccades to the 
presented distractions is needed. The relationship between the 
pattern of these saccades and recorded reaction times can show 
the performance of overt attention. Comparing this performance 
in normal and ADHD children can be used as new diagnostic 
criteria. 

Table 1: Results of statistical comparisons between normal and ADD children in trials with and without saccades to the distraction.

Feature Normal children ADD children

Number 42 17

Sex 25 girls; 17 boys 8 girls; 9 boys

Age 9 ± 0.6 years old 9.4 ± 0.8 years
Stats (p=0.05)

t(df)=t-stat, p=p-value
RT in trials with saccade to the 

distraction
(mean ± SEM)
635.5 ± 20.21

(mean ± SEM)
730.4 ± 28.12 t(57) = 2.6, p = .01

RT in trials with NO saccade to the 
distraction 606.8 ± 15.79 747.6 ± 38.73 t(57) = 4, p = .0002

Stats (p=0.05)
t(df)=t-stat, p=p-value t(41) = 3.026, p = .004 t(16) = 0.6, p = .6



Central
Bringing Excellence in Open Access





Towhidkhah et al. (2018)
Email  

J Neurol Disord Stroke 6(1): 1137 (2018) 5/5

Baghdadi G, Towhidkhah F, Rostami R (2018) The Effect of Saccades to Distractions on the Reaction Time in ADHD-Inattentive Subtype and Normal Children. J 
Neurol Disord Stroke 6(1): 1137.

Cite this article

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
This research has been supported by the cognitive sciences 

and technologies council grant (#201).

REFERENCES
1. Lavie N. Attention, distraction, and cognitive control under load. Curr 

Dir Psychol Sci. 2010; 19: 143-148.

2. Bansal AK, Madhavan R, Agam Y, Golby A, Madsen JR, Kreiman G. 
Neural dynamics underlying target detection in the human brain. J 
Neurosci. 2014; 34: 3042-3055.

3. Fritz JB, Elhilali M, David SV, Shamma SA. Auditory attention--focusing 
the searchlight on sound. Curr Opin Neurobiol. 2007; 17: 437-455.

4. Parmentier FB, Ljungberg JK, Elsley JV, Lindkvist M. A behavioral 
study of distraction by vibrotactile novelty. J Exp Psychol Hum Percept 
Perform. 2011; 37: 1134.

5. van Mourik R, Oosterlaan J, Heslenfeld DJ, Konig CE, Sergeant JA. 
When distraction is not distracting: A behavioral and ERP study on 
distraction in ADHD. Clin Neurophysiol. 2007; 118: 1855-1865.

6. Franklin MS, Mrazek MD, Anderson CL, Johnston C, Smallwood J, 
Kingstone A, et al. Tracking distraction: The relationship between 
mind-wandering, meta-awareness, and ADHD symptomatology. J 
Atten Disord. 2017; 21: 475-486.

7. Adams R, Finn P, Moes E, Flannery K, Rizzo AS. Distractibility in 
attention/deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD): The virtual reality 
classroom. Child Neuropsychol. 2009; 15: 120-135.

8. Reimer B, Mehler B, D’Ambrosio LA, Fried R. The impact of distractions 
on young adult drivers with attention deficit hyperactivity disorder 
(ADHD). Accid Anal Prev. 2010; 42: 842-851.

9. Parmentier FB, Elford G, Escera C, Andrés P, San Miguel I. The 
cognitive locus of distraction by acoustic novelty in the cross-modal 
oddball task. Cognition. 2008; 106: 408-432.

10. Itti L, Koch C. A saliency-based search mechanism for overt and covert 
shifts of visual attention. Vision research. 2000; 40: 1489-1506.

11. Damyanovich E, Baziyan BK, Sagalov M, Kumskova G. Saccadic 
movements of the eyes in children with attention deficit and 
hyperactivity syndrome. Bull Exp Biol Med. 2013; 156: 25-28.

12. Schwerdtfeger RMH, Alahyane N, Brien DC, Coe BC, Stroman PW, 
Munoz DP. Preparatory neural networks are impaired in adults with 
attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder during the antisaccade task. 
Neuroimage Clin. 2013; 2: 63-78.

13. Munoz DP, Armstrong IT, Hampton KA, Moore KD. Altered control 
of visual fixation and saccadic eye movements in attention-deficit 
hyperactivity disorder. J Neurophysiol. 2003; 90: 503-514.

14. Ross RG, Hommer D, Breiger D, Varley C, Radant A. Eye movement task 
related to frontal lobe functioning in children with attention deficit 
disorder. J Am Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry. 1994; 33: 869-874.

15. Fillmore MT, Milich R, Lorch EP. Inhibitory deficits in children with 
attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder: Intentional versus automatic 
mechanisms of attention. Dev Psychopathol. 2009; 21: 539-54.

16. West GL, Mendizabal S, Carrière M-P, Lippé S. Linear age-correlated 
development of inhibitory saccadic trajectory deviations. Dev Psychol. 
2014; 50: 2285-2290.

17. West GL, Lippé S. The development of inhibitory saccadic trajectory 
deviations correlates with measures of antisaccadic inhibition. 
Neuroreport. 2016; 27: 1196-1201.

18. Rolfs M, Jonikaitis D, Deubel H, Cavanagh P. Predictive remapping of 
attention across eye movements. Nat Neurosci. 2011; 14: 252-256. 

19. Zhao M, Gersch TM, Schnitzer BS, Dosher BA, Kowler E. Eye 
movements and attention: The role of pre-saccadic shifts of attention 
in perception, memory and the control of saccades. Vision Res. 2012; 
74: 40-60.

20. Bompas A, Sumner P. Saccadic inhibition and the remote distractor 
effect: One mechanism or two? J Vis. 2015; 15: 15.

21. McIntosh RD, Buonocore A. Saccadic inhibition can cause the remote 
distractor effect, but the remote distractor effect may not be a useful 
concept. J Vis. 2014; 14: 15.

http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0963721410370295
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0963721410370295
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24553944
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24553944
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24553944
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17714933
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17714933
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/2011-08502-001
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/2011-08502-001
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/2011-08502-001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17576093
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17576093
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17576093
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1087054714543494
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1087054714543494
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1087054714543494
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1087054714543494
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18608217
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18608217
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18608217
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20380911
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20380911
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20380911
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17445791
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17445791
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17445791
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10788654
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10788654
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24319719
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24319719
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24319719
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24179760
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24179760
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24179760
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24179760
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12672781
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12672781
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12672781
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8083144
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8083144
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8083144
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19338697
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19338697
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19338697
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25151250
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25151250
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25151250
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27607229
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27607229
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27607229
https://www.nature.com/articles/nn.2711
https://www.nature.com/articles/nn.2711
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22809798
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22809798
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22809798
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22809798
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26024462
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26024462
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24879862
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24879862
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24879862

	The Effect of Saccades to Distractions on the Reaction Time in ADHD-Inattentive Subtype and Normal C
	Abstract
	Abbreviations
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods 
	Participants
	Experiment
	Measurements and statistical test 

	Results and Discussion 
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Table 1

