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Abstract

Will is a psychological process which refers that the individual consciously sets goals, and accord-
ing to the purpose to control, adjusts action, overcoming various difficulties, in order to achieve
the purpose. As a kind of self control saccade, antisaccade includes inhibition of the advantage
saccade (reflective or orientation), producing saccadic reaction plan and execution process of
saccade. This study uses the combination of eye tracking and questionnaire survey method re-
searching the relationship between the will and the eye movement control. The results show that:
under the condition of repetition, will scores and antisaccade cost is negatively correlated; under
the condition of switch, excluding the influence of the last trial, will scores and antisaccade cost
also is negative correlation. It suggests that the essence that will improves antisaccade perfor-
mance is the promotion that will does at the inhibition process.
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Figure 1. The relationship between will and eye movement control
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Figure 2. The experimental procedure
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Table 1. Means and standard errors of willpower scores, saccade error rates, saccade latencies and antisaccade costs
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Table 2. Correlation coefficient of willpower scores and saccade latencies
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Figure 3. Regression of willpower scores and antisaccade costs
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Table 3. Correlation and regression of willpower scores and antisaccade costs
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