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A B S T R A C T

Postural control is influenced by eye movements. Gaze fixation, which comprises a component of ocular ver-
gence, is important in the acquisition of highly specific task information, but its relation to postural control is
little investigated. The aim of the study was to investigate the effects of gaze fixation position (central and lateral
fixations) on postural sway in young adults. Forty young adults with ages ranging from 20 to 35 years were
invited to participate in the study. Postural sway was measured in quiet stance in bipedal support in three 60-s
trials under the following conditions: gaze fixation on a target positioned in front of participant, gaze fixation on
a target positioned on right side of participant, and gaze fixation on a target positioned on left side of participant.
The following center of pressure parameters (COP) in the anteroposterior (AP) and mediolateral directions (ML)
were analyzed for each of the trials: body sway displacement, mean velocity of sway, root mean square (RMS) of
sway, and median frequency. In addition, detrended fluctuation analysis (DFA) exponent, in anteroposterior and
medio-lateral directions, was calculated. The COP presented greater AP and ML displacement (p < 0.03, effect
size = 1.37; and p < 0.03, effect size = 1.64, respectively) and RMS AP and ML (p < 0.04, effect size = 1.66;
and p < 0.02, effect size = 2.50, respectively) for lateral gaze fixation compared to central gaze fixation. These
results suggest that gaze fixation on a laterally positioned target increases body sway in anteroposterior and
mediolateral directions.

1. Introduction

Postural control ensures guidance and necessary stability in all tasks
performed [1] and visual information plays an important role in the
generation of postural synergies for postural control during bipedal
posture [2]. Periods of relative gaze stability (fixations) allow the ac-
quisition of relevant information of the scene, providing highly specific
layout of the environment [3]. The time of gaze fixations, gaze position,
and sequence in which gaze fixations occur are closely linked to the task
and are controlled by cognitive systems [3,4]. In sports and many daily
activities, it is necessary for humans to fixate objects that are not po-
sitioned in front of them, for example, when typing on a computer and
redirecting the gaze alternately between the keyboard and the monitor
(vertical movement) or between the keyboard and a document posi-
tioned on the side of the keyboard (horizontal movement).

When people fixate their gaze on a target, rotational movements of
the eye are responsible for redirecting their position to the side,

regardless of whether the head or neck have been moved, and also for
stabilizing the movement of the head [5]. Gaze fixation on an object
occurs through the simultaneous movement of both eyes [6], and this
coordination is maintained by the synergic action of the eye muscles
[7]. Distinct areas of the brain stem mediate the commands coming
from the cerebral cortex to the reticular formation, and then to the
nuclei of the cranial nerves responsible for conjugate eye movements
(oculomotor, trochlear, and abducens nerves) [6]. Due to spontaneous
body sway, the image of the environment moves on the retina; this
retinal slip (directly related to these oscillations) is used by the central
nervous system as feedback for compensatory sway [8]. Therefore, vi-
sion can facilitate stabilization of upright posture, by enabling detection
of self-motion relative to structures in the visual field [9].

Body sway is influenced by visual information. How body sway is
influenced by the direction of the gaze movement in saccades [10–13],
smooth pursuit eye movements [10], and ocular vergence that must
occur in fixations [13–15] have been previously studied. Stoffregen and
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colleagues [17] found that postural sway is lower when directing the
gaze at an oscillatory target than at a stationary target. Horizontal
saccades and pursuit eye movements also seem to attenuate body sway
when compared with gaze fixation [10,11,17]. When we move the eyes
compared to when we look forward, the proprioceptive or afferent
signals of the extraocular muscles are activated, which provides input
to the postural system to improve stability [14]. In addition, Kapoula
and Lee [14] showed that in young adults, at a distance of 200 cm, body
sway is reduced when there is elevation or depression of the eye relative
to the frontal fixation, indicating an improvement in postural control.
However, at a shorter distance (40 cm), the eye-gaze position did not
affect body sway relative to the frontal fixation. Thus, the combination
of these findings seems to indicate that gaze fixation on an object
(target) positioned laterally could also attenuate body sway. However,
to date, no studies have investigated the effects of gaze fixation, without
head movement, on a target positioned laterally to the individual, on
body sway. Previous studies have investigated the influence of gaze
lateral fixation on postural control, but the individuals oriented their
head towards one of target directions [13,15] or performed a difficult
free-searching task without gaze fixation in one target [16].

Within this context, we intend to answer the following question:
does lateral gaze fixation attenuate body sway? The aim of the study
was to investigate the effects of gaze fixation position (frontal and
lateral fixations) on postural sway in young adults. The hypothesis was
that lateral gaze fixation would reduce body sway in young adults,
corroborating previous studies that manipulated the gaze fixation po-
sition [14] and analyzed the saccadic lateral movement [11,17].

2. Method

2.1. Participants

Forty young adults with ages ranging from 20 to 35 years were
invited to participate in the study. The following exclusion criteria were
established for participation in the study: impairment in visual acuity
even with the use of corrective lenses (values greater than 20/20 in the
Snellen test) [18], the use of drugs that interfere in postural control, the
presence of musculoskeletal and/or neuromuscular impairments in the
previous 6 months, and balance disorders that would prevent perfor-
mance of the required tasks. All participants were blinded to the pur-
poses of the experiment. Prior to experimental procedures, participants
signed a written consent form approved by the local ethics committee.
All study procedures were performed in accordance with the ethical
standards laid down in the Helsinki Declaration.

Seven participants were excluded from the initial sample due to the
following exclusion criteria: one participant reported a sprained ankle
in the previous three months, one participant presented impairment in
visual acuity (20/40 on the Snellen test), and four participants were
excluded due to problems in data collection. Thus, the sample of this
study included 33 participants (21 men, age – 22.30 ± 3.20 years;
height – 1.71 ± 0.08 m; body mass – 70.90 ± 10.40 kg).

2.2. Procedures

The participants came to the laboratory on one-single day. First,
they responded to an interview to confirm that they did not meet the
exclusion criteria of the study. Subsequently, the Snellen test was used
to check visual acuity. Finally, body sway was assessed.

Postural sway was evaluated during quiet standing in bipedal stance
and the participants were barefoot. The feet were positioned side-by-
side, hip width apart [19]. To ensure that the participants maintained
their feet in the same position in all trials a kraft paper sheet was used,
the size of the force platform, on which the contour of each participant’s
feet was drawn.

Each participant performed three 60-s trials under the following
conditions: gaze fixation on a target positioned in front of participant,

gaze fixation on a target positioned on right side of participant and gaze
fixation on a target positioned on left side of participant. Each parti-
cipant performed a total of 9 trials. Each block of trials for each con-
dition was randomized for each participant. The participants were in-
structed to maintain an upright standing position, with head positioned
forward and without moving, and gaze directed at a target positioned
according to the condition held. The study was conducted in an isolated
room that had no other visual information apart from the target.

For the frontal gaze fixation task (frontal target), the target was
positioned 100 cm away from the participant. For the lateral gaze
fixation task, the target was positioned 27 cm from the frontal target,
requiring a 15° visual angle (Fig. 1). This angle was used to allow
participants to fix one point without moving the head [17]. During the
tasks, only the target that corresponded to the condition was kept
visible to the participant, avoiding any distractions. Furthermore, one
researcher observed and verified each participant’s appropriate gaze
fixation on the target using a small camera (Microsoft webcam, model
1407, 60 Hz). After data collection, videos were analyzed to reconfirm
the required gaze fixation for each condition. When, during data col-
lection, the participants did not keep their eye fixated on the target, or
performed any body movement, the trial was discarded and performed
again.

2.3. Data collection and analysis

Body sway of the participants was measured using a force plate
(AccuGait, Advanced Mechanical Technologies, Boston, MA),
50 cm× 50 cm, with a sample rate of 120 Hz. The resultant CoP signal
of the ground reaction force was determined in a 2-dimensional
transverse plane by means of digital moment-of-force calculations. The
first 10 s of each recording were ignored to avoid potential disturbances
resulting from delayed stabilization after the participant stepped onto
the force plate. The data were filtered with a fourth order low-pass
Butterworth filter with cutoff frequency of 5 Hz. The following para-
meters of CoP in anteroposterior and medio-lateral directions were
calculated for each trial: displacement (the length of the CoP trajectory
on the support base); mean velocity (the displacement of the total sway
of the CoP divided by the total duration of the trial); the root mean
square (RMS − the CoP variability around the mean CoP trajectory)

Fig. 1. Schematic representation of the central target position (a) and lateral target po-
sitions (b).
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