
This article w as dow nloaded by: [Goldsm iths, University of London]
O n: 30 April 2015, At: 03:11
Publisher: Routledge
Inform a Ltd Registered in England and W ales Registered Num ber: 1072954 Registered office:
M ortim er House, 37-41 M ortim er Street, London W 1T 3JH, UK

Click for updates

The Quarterly Journal of Experimental
Psychology
Publication details, including instructions for authors and subscription
information:
http://www.tandfonline.com/loi/pqje20

Age-related decline in the reflexive
component of overt gaze following
Gustav Kuhna, Amber Paganob, Sumaya Maanib & David Buncec

a Department of Psychology, Goldsmiths, University of London, New Cross,
SE14 6NW, UK
b Department of Psychology, Brunel University London, Uxbridge, UK
c Institute of Psychological Sciences, University of Leeds, Leeds, UK
Published online: 14 Nov 2014.

To cite this article: Gustav Kuhn, Amber Pagano, Sumaya Maani & David Bunce (2014): Age-related decline
in the reflexive component of overt gaze following, The Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, DOI:
10.1080/17470218.2014.975257

To link to this article:  http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17470218.2014.975257

PLEASE SCRO LL DO W N FO R ARTICLE

Taylor & Francis m akes every effort to ensure the accuracy of all the inform ation (the “Content”)
contained in the publications on our platform . How ever, Taylor & Francis, our agents, and our
licensors m ake no representations or w arranties w hatsoever as to the accuracy, com pleteness, or
suitability for any purpose of the Content. Any opinions and view s expressed in this publication
are the opinions and view s of the authors, and are not the view s of or endorsed by Taylor &
Francis. The accuracy of the Content should not be relied upon and should be independently
verified w ith prim ary sources of inform ation. Taylor and Francis shall not be liable for any
losses, actions, claim s, proceedings, dem ands, costs, expenses, dam ages, and other liabilities
w hatsoever or how soever caused arising directly or indirectly in connection w ith, in relation to or
arising out of the use of the Content.

This article m ay be used for research, teaching, and private study purposes. Any substantial
or system atic reproduction, redistribution, reselling, loan, sub-licensing, system atic supply, or
distribution in any form  to anyone is expressly forbidden. Term s & Conditions of access and use
can be found at http://w w w .tandfonline.com /page/term s-and-conditions

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1080/17470218.2014.975257&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2014-11-14
http://www.tandfonline.com/loi/pqje20
http://www.tandfonline.com/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1080/17470218.2014.975257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17470218.2014.975257
http://www.tandfonline.com/page/terms-and-conditions


Age-related decline in the reflexive component of overt
gaze following

Gustav Kuhn1, Amber Pagano2, Sumaya Maani2, and David Bunce3
1Department of Psychology, Goldsmiths, University of London, New Cross, SE14 6NW, UK
2Department of Psychology, Brunel University London, Uxbridge, UK
3Institute of Psychological Sciences, University of Leeds, Leeds, UK

Previous research has found age-related declines in social perception tasks as well as the ability to engage
in joint attention and orienting covert attention (i.e., absence of eye movements) in response to an eye
gaze cue. We used an overt gaze following task to explore age differences in overt gaze following whilst
people searched for a target. Participants were faster to detect targets appearing at the looked-at
location, and although the gaze cue biased the direction in which saccades were executed, no age differ-
ences were found in overt gaze following. There were, however, age effects relating to involuntary eye
movements. In the younger adults, anticipatory saccades were biased in the direction of the gaze cue, but
this bias was not observed in the older group. Moreover, in the younger adults, saccades that followed
the gaze were initiated more rapidly, illustrating the reflexive nature of gaze following. No such differ-
ence was observed in the older adults. Importantly, our results showed that whilst the general levels of
gaze following were age invariant, there were age-related differences in the reflexive components of
overt gaze following.

Keywords: Attention; Social cognition; Ageing; Social attention.

Navigating through our social world demands sub-
stantial cognitive resources. For example, successful
social interactions require a theory of mind, which
enables us to judge another person’s thoughts,
beliefs, and intentions. Social interactions also
demand sophisticated attentional systems that
allow us to bias our cognitive resources towards
processing task-relevant information. Whilst most
cognitive processes involved in social interactions
are generally taken for granted, it has become
apparent that some of these processes become less
efficient in old age, which may explain why the
elderly find social interactions more challenging
with increasing age. For example, there are signifi-
cant age-related declines in theory of mind tasks,

which range from complex tasks such as reading
of emotions (Slessor, Phillips, & Bull, 2007;
Sullivan & Ruffman, 2004) to more specific
aspects of social perception, such gaze detection
(Slessor, Phillips, & Bull, 2008) and covert gaze
cueing (Slessor, Laird, Phillips, Bull, & Filippou,
2010).
The aim of our paper was to investigate a poten-

tial age-related decline in people’s ability to follow
the gaze of others. Social cues, such as gaze cues,
have been shown to influence where people look
(i.e., overt gaze following), as well as where they
attend to in the absence of an eye movement (i.e.,
covert gaze following; for review see Frischen,
Bayliss, & Tipper, 2007). Whilst previous studies
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have focused on covert gaze following, here we
investigate potential age-related decline in overt
gaze following and potential changes in the way
our oculomotor system is involuntarily misdirected
by another person’s gaze.

Gaze following refers to people’s tendency to look
towards objects that are looked at by others (Scaife &
Bruner, 1975). As this type of gaze following
involves overt eye movements, we define it as overt
gaze following. Gaze following has attracted much
interest amongst attention researchers, who predo-
minantly investigate gaze following using a
Posner-type cueing task (for review see Frischen
et al., 2007). In these tasks, participants are asked
to detect a target that appears on either side of a
face, whilst fixating their eyes on a central fixation
point. Results from these studies have shown that
participants detect targets that are looked at by the
face more rapidly than those appearing in the oppo-
site side of the face. Although this gaze cueing effect
cannot be inhibited by direct top-down control, the
magnitude of the effect is influenced by individual
differences, such as age (Slessor et al., 2010;
Slessor et al., 2008). For example, Slessor et al.
(2008) showed that whilst both younger and older
adults exhibited a significant congruency effect, the
effect was significantly smaller in the older than in
the younger group. These results were used as evi-
dence to suggest age-related deficits in gaze follow-
ing and the ability to engage in joint attention with
other people. However, the same study also showed
that when the eyes were replaced by arrows, similar
declines in cueing effects were found, suggesting
that the decline may be related to a more general
attentional system.

Although little is known about age-related
differences in overt gaze following, there are a
handful of papers investigating age-related differ-
ences in general oculomotor control. In the oculo-
motor capture paradigm observers are required to
fixate a search target whilst ignoring task-irrelevant
stimuli (e.g., abrupt onset, colour singleton;
Theeuwes, Kramer, Hahn, & Irwin, 1998).
Although the distractor stimulus is entirely task
irrelevant, participants frequently saccade towards
it and are generally faster at identifying targets
that coincide with the distractor (valid) than

when the distractor appears elsewhere (invalid).
The proportion of saccades towards the distractor
and the difference in search time for valid and
invalid trials are used as measures of oculomotor
capture. Although several studies have found
general age-related deficits in inhibition (de
Fockert, Ramchurn, van Velzen, Bergstroem, &
Bunce, 2009; Hasher & Zacks, 1988), Kramer,
Hahn, Irwin, and Theeuwes (1999) found that
young and older adults made equal number of sac-
cades towards the distractor, thus suggesting that
oculomotor control was age irrelevant. However,
subsequent studies have shown an age-related
effect if the distractor was extra salient (Kramer,
Hahn, Irwin, & Theeuwes, 2000). For example,
older participants’ eyes were particularly misdir-
ected towards very bright distractors. Using an anti-
saccade task, it has been shown that whilst under
normal conditions, both younger and older adults
showed comparable levels of errors, the addition
of a concurrent working memory task resulted in
increased directional errors for older adults but
not in the younger group (see also Butler &
Zacks, 2006; Eenshuistra, Ridderinkhof, & van
der Molen, 2004). Results from the oculomotor
control literature seem to suggest that at least
under certain conditions, ageing results in lower
levels of oculomotor control.

Eye movements involve a multitude of processes,
many of which are influenced by social cues. For
example, if you are instructed to move your eyes in
a particular direction, gaze cues can interfere with
the planning and execution of saccades (Kuhn &
Benson, 2007; Kuhn & Kingstone, 2009;
Ricciardelli, Bricolo, Aglioti, & Chelazzi, 2002).
Alternatively, gaze cues also bias where you look
whilst searching for something (Kuhn & Tipples,
2011), and they can influence the nature of the
saccade itself (i.e., change in saccade curvature;
Nummenmaa & Hietanen, 2006).

We used a social visual search task in which
participants were required to find a target
amongst distractors (Kuhn & Tipples, 2011).
Simultaneously with the presentation of the
search targets, the eyes of a centrally presented
face look either towards the target (valid trials) or
towards one of the distractors (invalid trials).
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Gaze cues can influence different processes within
the oculomotor system, and we used this social
visual search task to explore the way in which
gaze cues influence people’s oculomotor behaviour
whilst searching for a target. If gaze following is
automatic, we would expect people to initiate
anticipatory eye movements in the direction of
the gaze cue even when instructed to keep their
eyes fixated. If older adults are less sensitive
towards gaze cues, we would expect less of this
spontaneous gaze following than in the younger
group. Previous research has shown that partici-
pants were more likely to initiate eye movements
in the direction of the distractor cue, thus demon-
strating overt gaze following (Kuhn & Tipples,
2011). If older adults are less sensitive towards
social cues, we would expect a weaker gaze follow-
ing bias in this group of participants. Moreover,
gaze-following saccades are typically executed
more rapidly than gaze-avoiding saccades, thus
illustrating the reflexive nature of gaze following
(Kuhn, 2007; Kuhn & Kingstone, 2009; Muller
& Rabbitt, 1989). If older adults are less influenced
by social cues, we would expect to find no difference
in latencies between these two types of saccades.
Finally, participants are typically faster at detecting
looked-at targets than those appearing elsewhere
(Kuhn & Tipples, 2011). An age-related reduction
in gaze sensitivity predicts a reduction in differ-
ences in search times for valid and invalid cues.

EXPERIMENTAL STUDY

Method

Participants
There were 23 older adults (M= 70.6 years; age
range= 63–81 years) who participated in this

experiment and 38 younger adults (M= 22.8
years; age range= 17–30 years: See Table 1 for
demographics). Participants in the older adult
group were all community dwelling and recruited
from clubs and societies in the local area. All
older adults were paid £10 for their time, and the
younger adults were recruited from the university
or local community and were paid £5. Older par-
ticipants received a higher payment as in the main
they lived further from the laboratory where
testing took place. All participants had normal or
corrected-to-normal vision. The study was given
full ethical approval from the relevant committee
of the Brunel University School of Social Sciences
Research Ethics Committee according to guide-
lines stipulated by the British Psychological
Society (BPS).

Table 1 displays means for age, visual acuity,
digit span, and number of years in education. No
group differences were found for digit span,
t(59)= 0.986, p= .329, but as is common in
ageing studies, a significant difference was found
for number of educational years, t(59)= 3.25,
p= .002. Surprisingly however, older adults had
better visual acuity than younger adults, t(59)=
3.16, p= .003.

Materials
Prior to the experiment, participants’ visual acuity
was recorded using a Snellen eye chart (six metres
viewing distance). Working memory was tested
with a digit span task from the Wechsler Adult
Intelligence Scale (1999); the experimenter read
out strings of numbers starting with a string of
three numbers and increasing until the participant
was unable to remember the complete string of
numbers in the correct order. If participants failed
on the first attempt they were given a second

Table 1. Average age, level of visual acuity, digit span, and educational years for both age groups

Age (years) Visual acuity Digit span Educational years

Group M SD M SD M SD M SD

Older adults 70.59 5.04 6.83 1.81 7.25 1.22 14.48 3.68
Younger adults 22.8 3.62 5.5 1.81 7.5 1.31 16.9 1.69
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attempt. Eye movements were monitored using an
eye tracker (remote; SR Research Ltd, Osgoode,
Canada) and were recorded monocularly at 1 kHz.
Eye movements were calibrated with a 9-point cali-
bration procedure. The experiment was run on a
Pentium D PC, and stimuli were displayed on a
21-inch CRT monitor (1024× 768 pixels; 85 Hz;
viewing distance was 57 cm). The experiment was
compiled and run using Experiment Builder (SR
Research Ltd, Osgoode, Canada).

We used a modified version of the social visual
search task devised by Kuhn and Tipples (2011).
Participants were asked to search for a target letter
that appeared in one of four locations (see
Figure 1) as quickly as possible and to press the
space bar once they found it. They were explicitly
told to keep fixating on the target whilst pressing
the key so that we could verify that they had found
the correct target. The manual response time (RT)
provides a measure of how long it took to find the
target, whilst the eye movements were used to
ensure they found the correct target. It is important
to note that this manual RT measure differs from
that used in covert gaze cueing tasks, as our
measure involves both overt and covert attentional
processes (i.e., participants frequently fixate several
distractors prior to selecting on the target). In the
centre of the search display, there was a face whose
gaze looked either toward the target location (valid

trial) or away (invalid). Participants were asked to
find the target whilst ignoring the eyes.

Each trial began with a central white fixation
point (0.63° in diameter) on a black background
(see Figure 1). Participants were asked to fixate
on this central spot, and once fixation was achieved,
the experimenter initiated the trial. Each trial
started with a neutral face looking ahead (the
faces were created using Poser 5.0®, Curious Labs
Inc., Santa Cruz, CA). After 1500 ms the eyes
looked to the left, to the right, up, or down. In
order to investigate potential differences in time
course, we added a stimulus onset asynchrony
(SOA) manipulation. Volitional attentional
effects are more likely to emerge at longer SOAs.
After a SOA of either 80 ms or 300 ms, a target
letter (letter C) appeared equidistant from fixation
(5.2°), left, right, up, or down from the face.
Simultaneously with the target onset, three distrac-
tor letters (reversed Cs) appeared equidistant from
fixation (left, right, up, or down). Participants
were required to search for the correct C amongst
the reversed Cs as quickly as possible. Once they
found it, they were required to fixate the letter
and to press the space bar to indicate their selection.
Participants were explicitly informed that the eyes
were just as likely to look left, right, up, and
down, and that the eye gaze was nonpredictive
and thus entirely task irrelevant. There were six
practice trials, during which participants received
feedback to inform them whether they were carry-
ing out the task correctly. This was followed by 128
experimental trials divided in two blocks of 64 trials
(32 valid trials and 96 invalid trails), which were
presented in a random order.

Results

The eye movement data were analysed using Data
Viewer (SR Research Ltd, Osgoode, Canada).
Saccades were defined as eye movements with
velocities and accelerations exceeding 30° s–2, and
8000° s–2, and exceeding 1° in amplitude.

Anticipatory saccades prior to the search target
Although participants were explicitly instructed not
to move their eyes prior to the onset of the target

Figure 1. The sequence of a valid trial. The figure is not drawn to
scale, and the targets were less salient in the actual experiment. To
view this figure in colour, please visit the online version of this
Journal.
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display, they sometimes had difficulties obeying
these instructions, resulting in anticipatory sac-
cades. Anticipatory saccades were defined as sac-
cades that were initiated after the distractor cue
and prior to the onset of the target display. In the
older group, anticipatory saccades were made on
25.5% (SD= 13.2) of the trials, whilst in the
younger group these accounted for 18.8% (SD=
14.6). There was no significant difference in the
overall percentage of anticipatory saccades made,
t(59)= 1.77, p= .081. These anticipatory saccades
were further classified according to whether they
were made in the same direction as the distractor
cue (i.e., gaze following), or not (gaze avoiding).
Intriguingly, in the younger group there was a sig-
nificantly higher percentage of gaze-following trials
(M= 33.2%, SD= 13.2) than in the older group
(M= 23.1, SD= 9.64), t(59)= 3.17, p= .002.
As there were four potential saccade directions,
gaze following on more than 25% of the trials
would indicate a significant bias. In the younger
group, gaze following occurred significantly more
than would be expected by chance, t(37)= 3.80,
p= .001, but this was not the case in the older
group, t(22)= 0.94, p= .36. The younger group
therefore demonstrated a significantly higher level
of spontaneous gaze following than the older
group. In fact in the older group, these anticipatory
saccades were independent of the distractor eyes.

Saccade direction as a function of gaze cue
Overt gaze following was defined as the tendency to
follow the distractor eyes. Eye movements were
analysed from the point at which the search
display was presented and were classified according
to their direction (left, right, up, down). Gaze-
following trials were trials on which the first
saccade went in the same direction as the distractor
eyes. All other trials were gaze-avoiding trials.
Figure 2a shows the percentage of gaze-following
trials, which were calculated by dividing the total
number of gaze-following trials by the total
number of saccades made. As there were four
target locations and four gaze directions, gaze fol-
lowing on more than 25% of the trials would
suggest a tendency to follow the gaze. An analysis
of variance (ANOVA) found a significant main

effect of SOA, F(1, 59)= 8.00, p= .006,
η2= .119, highlighting stronger gaze following
for the 300-ms SOA. However, there was no sig-
nificant main effect of group, F(1, 59)= 0.763,
p= .39, η2= .013, and no significant group by
SOA interaction, F(1, 59)= 0.062, p= .81,
η2= .001. Gaze following was significantly above
chance for both groups (all ps, .001), and both
age groups demonstrated the same level of overt
gaze following.

Time to initiate a saccade towards a potential target
Next we analysed the latencies of the saccades
initiated after the onset of the search display.
Figure 2b shows the mean latencies for gaze-fol-
lowing and gaze-avoiding saccades. Trials with
saccade latencies below 80 ms or above 1000 ms
were treated as outliers and were removed. There
were significantly more outliers in the older than
in the younger group, t(59)= 3.03, p= .004
(older M= 14.5%, SD= 8.44; younger M= 8.71,
SD= 6.39). An ANOVA with saccade type (gaze
following vs. gaze avoiding) and SOA as within-
participant factors and group as the between-
subject factor found no significant main effect of
saccade type, F(1, 59)= 0.61, p= .44, η2= .01.
However, there was a significant group by saccade
type interaction, F(1, 59)= 9.28, p= .003,
η2= .14. In the younger group, gaze-following sac-
cades had significantly shorter saccade latencies
than gaze-avoiding saccades at both the 80-ms
SOA, t(37)= 3.07, p= .004, and the 300-ms
SOA, t(37)= 4.42, p, .00005. In the older
group, there were no significant differences in
saccade latencies [80-ms SOA, t(22)= 1.34,
p= .19; 300-ms SOA, t(22)= 1.66, p= .11].
Whilst the younger participants showed shorter
saccade latencies for gaze-following trials, this was
not the case for the older group. There was a sig-
nificant main effect of SOA, F(1, 59)= 20.2,
p, .00005, η2= .26, illustrating faster saccade
latencies at the longer SOA, an effect typically
found in these types of experiment (e.g., Kuhn &
Kingstone, 2009). Moreover, there was a signifi-
cant group by SOA interaction, F(1, 59)= 4.10,
p= .047. Whilst the younger group had signifi-
cantly shorter saccade latencies in the 300-ms

THE QUARTERLY JOURNAL OF EXPERIMENTAL PSYCHOLOGY, 2014 5

AGEING AND GAZE FOLLOWING

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [G

ol
ds

m
ith

s, 
U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f L

on
do

n]
 a

t 0
3:

11
 3

0 
A

pr
il 

20
15

 



SOA condition than in the 80-ms SOA condition,
t(37)= 3.21, p= .003, this difference was not sig-
nificant in the older group, t(22)= 1.37, p= .19.
None of the other main effects or interactions
were significant: no main effect of group, F(1,
59)= 2.21, p= .14, η2= .036, no saccade type by
SOA interaction, F(1, 59)= 1.72, p= .20,
η2= .038, and no group by SOA by saccade type
interaction, F(1, 59)= 0.005, p= .941, η2= .001.

Manual time to detect target
The next analysis looked at the time taken for par-
ticipants to detect the correct target. Data from five
participants (2 older; 3 younger) were excluded due
to a computer error. Search errors were relatively
low (older M= 7.66, SD= 8.30; younger M=
9.46, SD= 9.03) and did not differ significantly

between the age groups, t(54)= 0.74, p= .46.
Search time was defined as the time elapsing
between target onset and target selection (key
response; Figure 2c). Outliers were defined as
search times exceeding 2500 ms, resulting in the
removal of 2.10% (SD= 5.96) of trials. An
ANOVA with validity (valid vs. invalid) and
SOA as within-group factor and group as
between-group factor found a significant main
effect of validity, F(1, 54)= 18.3, p, .00005,
η2= .25, illustrating that targets were found more
rapidly on valid than on invalid trials. Moreover,
there was a significant main effect of group, F(1,
54)= 14.0, p, .00005, η2= .21, demonstrating
slower search times for the older group. There
was also a significant main effect of SOA, F(1,
54)= 4.94, p= .03, η2= .084, typically found in

Figure 2. (a) Percentage of trials on which the first saccade went in the same direction as the gaze cue (i.e., gaze following) for both age groups
and stimulus onset asynchronies (SOAs; error bars denote 95% confidence intervals). (b) Saccade latencies for both age groups as a function of
SOA and gaze-following and gaze-avoiding saccades (error bars denote standard errors). (c) Time to detect the correct target for both age groups
and SOAs for valid and invalid trials (error bars denote standard errors).
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these types of experiments. None of the other main
effects or interactions were significant: no group by
SOA interaction, F(1, 54)= 0.163, p= .69,
η2= .003, no group by validity interaction, F(1,
54)= 0.307, p= .58, η2= .006, no SOA by val-
idity interaction, F(1, 54)= 0.014, p= .91,
η2= .0001, and no group by validity by SOA inter-
action, F(1, 54)= 0.132, p= .72, η2= .002.

Discussion

We used a social visual search task to investigate
differences in oculomotor behaviour in response to
gaze cues whilst searching for a target amongst dis-
tractors. Although participants were explicitly
instructed not to move their eyes until they were pre-
sented with the search display, there were a substan-
tial number of trials on which they failed to follow
these instructions and initiated eye movements
immediately after the gaze cue. Interestingly, there
was no significant overall group difference in these
anticipatory saccades. However, the nature of these
saccades varied as a function of age. In the older
group, the direction of these anticipatory saccades
was unrelated to the direction of the distractor
gaze. In the younger group though, the anticipatory
saccades were systematically biased towards mimick-
ing the distractor gaze, thus illustrating spontaneous
gaze following, similar to what was found in previous
studies (Kuhn & Tipples, 2011). These results
support the view that older participants were less
sensitive towards gaze cues (Slessor et al., 2010;
Slessor et al., 2008).

Both the older and the younger adults showed a
significant bias in mimicking the gaze of the dis-
tractor eyes once instructed to move their eyes.
This overt gaze following was stronger for the
longer SOA manipulation suggesting that it takes
time to process. Moreover, this result may also
suggest that the tendency to follow the gaze
involves a substantial volitional component. There
was no group difference in overt gaze following,
suggesting that this was independent of age.

We also analysed the time it took for partici-
pants to initiate a saccade towards one of the poten-
tial search targets. Numerous past papers have
revealed that gaze-following saccades are executed

more rapidly than gaze-avoiding saccades
(Hermens & Walker, 2010; Koval, Thomas, &
Everling, 2005; Kuhn & Benson, 2007; Kuhn &
Kingstone, 2009; Kuhn et al., 2011; Kuhn &
Tipples, 2011), which illustrates their reflexive
nature (Theeuwes et al., 1998). Whilst this was
indeed the case in the younger group, there was
no significant difference in saccade latencies
between gaze-following and gaze-avoiding sac-
cades in the older group. These findings again
suggest that the older group was less sensitive
towards the social cues.

The final analysis looked at whether gaze cues
facilitated target detection. Search times were sig-
nificantly shorter on valid than on invalid trials,
thus demonstrating that gaze cues facilitated
target detection. Moreover, there was no difference
between the older and the younger adults in this
gaze facilitation effect. Overall however, older
adults were significantly slower to find the target
than the younger group, thus illustrating an age-
dependent search impairment that was indepen-
dent of social cues. Slessor et al. (2007, 2008)
used manual RTs to measure covert orienting of
attention. Unlike in these previous studies, our par-
ticipants were encouraged to move their eyes, which
means that our target detection measure involves
overt and covert attentional orienting and thus
cannot be directly compared with the results from
these previous studies. However, future work will
hopefully shed light onto the direct relationship
between overt and covert gaze following.

Slessor et al. (2008) used a covert gaze cueing
task to demonstrate age own-age bias (AOB)
towards gaze distractors in younger adults but not
in older adults. Moreover, Ciardo et al. have
recently found an AOB for voluntary saccades in
younger but not older adults (Ciardo, Marino,
Actis-Grosso, Rossetti, & Ricciardelli, 2014).
Here participants were asked to execute a volitional
saccade that was either congruent or incongruent
with centrally presented distractor gaze. The
authors reported two measures: (a) difference in
saccade latency for congruent and incongruent
trials and (b) differences in errors for congruent
and incongruent trials. They found an age AOB
for saccade latency measures and error measures
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for the middle-aged adults but not for the older
adults. The face used in the current experiment
portrayed that of a person whose age was closer to
the younger group than to the older participants,
and since we did not manipulate the age of the
person depicted in the image, we cannot rule out
any own-age biases. However, as the AOB is gen-
erally only found for younger participants, it is unli-
kely that this can account for the current findings.

In conclusion, we have shown that age-related
differences in overt gaze following are only
observed in the reflexive component of initiated
saccades. Attention is an immensely complex
process involving numerous different cognitive
components. As gaze following generally refers to
the way in which gaze cues influence where we
attend to, there is great danger in assuming that
gaze cues influence all attentional processes
equally. Here we have shown that even the
concept of overt gaze following may be an oversim-
plification. Researchers rarely distinguish between
overt and covert gaze following, yet even covert
gaze following may be more complex than orig-
inally though. People can programme volitional
and reflexive saccades in parallel, and these two
types of saccades have different properties
(Theeuwes et al., 1998) and are also driven by
different neuroanatomical structures (LaBerg,
1995). We used four different metrics to measure
overt gaze following, and it is likely that these
metrics measured reflexive and volitional com-
ponents of gaze following. For example, the
metrics looking at anticipatory gaze-following sac-
cades and the difference in saccade latency for gaze-
following and gaze-avoiding intentional saccades
measure reflexive components. Biasing where you
look for the target as well as target detection
times (in our task the target needs to be foveated
before it can be detected) may be more volitional.
Our results suggest that age-related differences
are found for the reflexive components of overt
gaze following whilst the more volitional com-
ponents seem to be age invariant.

Original manuscript received 20 January 2014
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