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Conserved subcortical processing in
visuo-vestibular gaze control

Tobias Wibble 1,2, Tony Pansell 2, Sten Grillner 1 &
Juan Pérez-Fernández 1,3

Gaze stabilization compensates for movements of the head or external
environment to minimize image blurring. Multisensory information stabilizes
the scene on the retina via the vestibulo-ocular (VOR) and optokinetic (OKR)
reflexes. While the organization of neuronal circuits underlying VOR is well-
described across vertebrates, less is known about the contribution and evo-
lution of the OKR and the basic structures allowing visuo-vestibular integra-
tion. To analyze these neuronal pathways underlying visuo-vestibular
integration, we developed a setup using a lamprey eye-brain-labyrinth pre-
paration, which allowed coordinating electrophysiological recordings, ves-
tibular stimulation with a moving platform, and visual stimulation via screens.
Lampreys exhibit robust visuo-vestibular integration, with optokinetic infor-
mation processed in the pretectum that can be downregulated from tectum.
Visual and vestibular inputs are integrated at several subcortical levels. Addi-
tionally, saccades are present in the form of nystagmus. Thus, all basic com-
ponents of the visuo-vestibular control of gaze were present already at the
dawn of vertebrate evolution.

The appearance of image-forming eyes enabled animals to use vision
for advanced behavioral repertoires that required mechanisms to
stabilize the world in the retina to prevent image degradation1. In
vertebrates, visual stabilization is achieved via two reflexes thought to
have evolved in parallel1,2. Head movements evoke compensatory
shifts of the eyesmediated by vestibular signals through the vestibulo-
ocular reflex (VOR). In the optokinetic reflex (OKR), retinal optic flow is
fed back to the eye muscles, generating compensatory movements to
stabilize the image. Complementary somatosensory inputs also con-
tribute to image stabilization3,4. In addition corollary discharges allow
the brain to distinguish passive from actively generated head
movements5. The VOR and OKR act together to compensate for the
disturbance generated by head movements, and contribute to robust
eye movement control. As the velocity of the head movement
increases the vestibular contribution becomes dominating6,7.

Despite the impact that visual motion has on gaze stabilization,
the contribution of this systemhas been the least studied as compared

to the vestibular system. The neuronal substrate of OKR lies in the
pretectal area/accessory optic system in the vertebrates studied8,9, but
the neuronal mechanisms by which large-field visual motion generates
the OKR and its evolutionary origin are poorly understood. The VOR,
on the other hand, appeared very early during vertebrate evolution
and, although different species-specific configurations may exist, the
disynaptic circuit that converts vestibular information in the appro-
priate compensatory eye movement is present in all vertebrates10.

Gaze-stabilization represents a primordial motor command, few
studies have however addressed the contribution resulting from VOR
and OKR interactions. Visuo-vestibular integration has been analyzed
mostly at the level of cortex and cerebellum11, rather than focusing on
the subcortical processing fundamental to the VOR/OKR. We here
analyze stabilizing eye movements in the lamprey, the oldest extant
vertebrate, and the neuronal pathways responsible for multisensory
integration. Although with small differences in retinal organization
when compared to gnathostomes12, lampreys have well-developed
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image-forming camera eyes, and the organization of eye muscles and
motor nuclei is remarkably similar to other vertebrates1,13–15. They
exhibit VOR16 and a well-developed vestibular system, featuring a
labyrinth with two semicircular canals (anterior and posterior) con-
sidered homologous to their gnathostome counterparts, while lacking
a lateral horizontal canal17–19. However, lampreyshave ahorizontal duct
system that provides vestibular information also in the yaw plane,
which seems to have evolved in parallel to the gnathostomehorizontal
canal17–19. The lamprey labyrinth is therefore capable of generating
compensatory eye and body movements in the yaw plane using the
same brain circuit architecture responsible for roll and pitch
rotations20. Whether lampreys have optokinetic eye movements is still
unclear. The fact that they have retinotopic representation in both
tectumandvisual cortex, and aprecise control of eyemovements from
tectum suggests that vision may contribute to gaze stabilization21–26.

In addition to the compensatory slow eyemovement, VOR/OKR
responses feature nystagmus beats, quick resetting of eye position
that takes place when the eyes reach the limit of their range within
the orbit. These fast reset movements are considered to be the
origin of saccades and constitute, together with VOR and OKR, the
blueprint from which all types of eye movements derive1,27.
Although eye movements can be evoked by electrically stimulating
the optic tectum or the motor area in pallium, as well as by pre-
senting visual stimuli21,24,28, it is yet not known whether saccades are
present or not.

In this study, we show that the OKR is present in the lamprey,
and that its primary visual processing takes place in the pretectum,
which forwards information to the oculomotor and vestibular
nuclei. Moreover, the robust additive effect between the OKR and
VOR reported in mammals was present already in the lamprey, and
visual and vestibular signals are integrated at several subcortical
levels, indicating that visuo-vestibular gaze-stabilization does not
require cortical or cerebellar processing, although can be down-
regulated from tectum. The lamprey also exhibits clear nystagmus
beats, showing that all stabilizing types of eye movements were
present already when the lamprey diverged from the evolutionary
line leading to mammals.

Results
A visuo-vestibular platform to analyze the interaction between
VOR and OKR
To confirm that lampreys exhibit VOR16,29, we performed behavioral
experiments, video tracking eye movements in response to vestibular
stimulation. Intact animals wereplaced in a transparent tube filledwith
cold water (Fig. 1a). Eye movements were tracked using the Dee-
pLabCut software30 (Fig. 1b). Vestibular stimulation gave rise to pro-
minent compensatory eye movements in the three planes (roll, pitch
and yaw; N = 9; Fig. 1b–d; Supplementary Movies 1–3). In order to
investigate the gain of the eye in relation to the head movement an
accelerometer was fitted to the transparent tube (N = 3). The tube was
then maneuvered in the three planes manually at velocities ranging
between 60-200deg/s while the lamprey eye was tracked. Eye and
head positions were subsequently plotted (Fig. 1b–d) and compared in
terms of their spatial and temporal alignment (Supplementary Fig. 1a).
The dynamic gain was calculated by comparing eye-head velocities
(see Methods). The gain was found to be 0.77 ± 0.19 for roll, 0.6 ± 0.23
for pitch, and 0.69 ±0.13 for yaw. Position gain was retrieved by
comparing the area-under-the-curve (AUC) between the eye and the
head during the activemovement. The gain values were 0.67 ± 0.16 for
roll, 0.45 ± 0.16 for pitch, and 0.64 ± 0.25 for yaw.

In intact animals we could investigate the VOR behaviorally, but
analyzing the contribution of visual and vestibular information,
which entailed long experiments, was not possible to do in intact
animals (see Methods). To study the interaction between visual and
vestibular inputs, a setup was therefore developed that allows

coordinated visual and vestibular stimuli via a tilting platform while
performing electrophysiological recordings in an isolated pre-
paration of the lamprey brain and rostral spinal cord with the eyes
and vestibular organs (otic capsules) (Fig. 1e–g, Supplementary
Movie 4). Visual stimuli consisted of horizontal bars moving in the
vertical axis in opposite directions (i.e. when bars presented to the
right eye move upwards, those for the left eye move downwards),
reflecting visual inputs during a body-rotation. The oculo-
vestibular-brain preparation was aligned with the rotating plat-
form to produce vestibular stimulation in the roll plane.

To check the viability of the preparation, a video camera was
attached in front, showing that VOR eye movements are evoked in
response to roll stimulation (Supplementary Fig. 1b). To reliably
quantify VOR throughout the study, we performed EMG recordings
of the dorsal rectus extraocular muscle (DR; Fig. 1h). This muscle
was consistently activated by downwards roll stimulation, in
agreement with a compensatory eye movement in the opposite
direction of the vestibular stimulation. Figure 1h (green trace)
shows a representative response to a combined visual and vestib-
ular stimulation (see also Supplementary Movie 5). Reliable
responses were induced by isolated optokinetic (Fig. 1h, blue trace)
or vestibular stimulation (Fig. 1h, orange trace). No activity was
evoked when the platform came back to a horizontal position
(Fig. 1h, green trace, red asterisk), indicating that the muscle acti-
vation corresponds to a VOR in this plane. To ensure that the EMG
activity recorded in the extraocular muscles reliably corresponded
to the eye movements, we performed electric stimulations at
increasing intensities in the anterior octavomotor nucleus (AON;
one of the vestibular nuclei involved in VOR, see below) while
recording EMG activity in the dorsal rectus and simultaneously
video recording eye movements (Supplementary Fig. 1c; N = 2). The
EMG activity increased in parallel with the amplitude of the eye
movements (Supplementary Fig. 1c–e; Supplementary Movie 6) and
can thus be used to indirectly measure eye movements.

With this experimental platform we could monitor eye move-
ments and record extracellular activity in different brain areas in
response to a vestibular and/or visual stimulation.

Optokinetic responses
Although visual stimuli (looming dots and bars presented to one eye)
have been shown to evoke eye and orienting/evasive movements24,25,
an OKR had not been demonstrated in the lamprey. To test this, we
applied a grid of bars moving in the three principal axes (roll, pitch,
and yaw) at increasing speeds, and monitored EMG activity in the
dorsal rectus (for roll and pitch stimulation) or the caudal rectus (for
yaw stimulation).

There was a significant increase in the amplitude and spike
numbers of the EMG activity in response to an increase of roll velocity
(n = 18 from six lampreys). The graphs in Fig. 2a show that the
responses in terms of EMGamplitudes (left) and spikes (right) increase
in parallel with the speed of the stimulation (see representative traces
in Fig. 2b). In Fig. 2e the combined data of six animals is shown. The
samewas true for the activity evoked in thepitch plane (n = 15 fromfive
lampreys, Fig. 2f). Both EMG amplitudes (Fig. 2c, left) and number of
spikes (Fig. 2c, right; see representative traces in Fig. 2d) increased
with the stimulation speed. Surprisingly, no significant effect was
found for stimulations in the yaw plane, which the lamprey will be
subjected to during each swimming cycle (Fig. 1g, h; N = 10). Although
visual responses could be evoked, they were very unreliable and no
obvious increase in parallel with the visual stimulus velocity was
observed (Fig. 2g, h). The same animals showed reliable OKR in both
the roll and pitch planes (Fig. 2i, Supplementary Fig. 2a, b). Clear-cut
optokinetic responses in the pitch and roll planes were thus estab-
lished, indicative of compensatory eye movements in response to
whole scene visual movements.
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Contribution of the visual and vestibular systems to the inte-
grated motor response
Given that both visual and vestibular inputs contribute to gaze stabi-
lization, the next questionwashowa combinationof these two sensory
modalities impacts on the compensatory eye movements. To test this,
dorsal rectus activity was recorded in response to visual (VIS), vestib-
ular (VES), and visuo-vestibular (VISVES) stimulation (Fig. 3a) under
four distinct parameters in the roll plane: low amplitude—low speed
(5.8°; 48.7°/s; n = 24 from eight lampreys), low amplitude—high speed

(5.8°; 112.94°/s; n = 37 from 13 lampreys), high amplitude—low speed
(22.7°; 48.7°/s; n = 24 from eight lampreys), and high amplitude—high
speed (22.7°; 112.94°/s; n = 29 from ten lampreys). A continuous
optokinetic stimulation was presented, to allow a better control over
the evoked responses and a holistic evaluation of the visuo-vestibular
integration. Analyzing both the initial dynamic visuo-vestibular sti-
mulation and the subsequent responses of imposing only a dynamic
visual component on a static vestibular signal allowed for temporal
considerations and a nuanced perspective on gaze-stability. As
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differences in signal strength were observed between animals, the
responses were normalized in each animal to themaximum intensities
allowing us to then compare the results obtained in the different
preparations and to obtain the ratio between sensory modalities.

Low amplitude—low speed. The individual VIS and VES responses
were similar, but when applied together the VISVES activity was much
larger, they thus reinforcing each other (Fig. 3b, f, j). Paired T-tests
revealed a significant difference in the number of evoked spikes
between VES and VISVES (Fig. 3b, j), but not for EMG ampli-
tude (Fig. 3f).

Lowamplitude—high speed. Visual and vestibular responses enhance
eachother under these conditions aswell, as revealed in the significant
differences between VES and VISVES for the number of evoked spikes
(Fig. 3c, Supplementary Fig. 3a), and the maximum EMG amplitude
increased significantly between VES and VISVES (Fig. 3g). VES number
of spikes was significantly larger than the VIS one, indicating a larger
contribution of the vestibular sensory information (Fig. 3c, Supple-
mentary Fig. 3a).

High amplitude—low speed. The vestibular response was much lar-
ger than the VIS response and the addition of VIS did not addmuch to
the VISVES response when comparing the number of spikes (Fig. 3d,
Supplementary Fig. 3b), but when considering the EMG amplitude
(Fig. 3h) VIS significantly added to VES.

High amplitude—high speed. In this case the vestibular response
dominated and there was no significant addition by vision in the
combined VISVES response (Fig. 3e, i, k).

Temporal dynamics of visuo-vestibular interaction. The above
results show that joint visuo-vestibular stimulations enhance the
responses, but the visual impact is more relevant at low amplitude
movements. This, together with the fact that suprathreshold VIS
responses are only evoked at the beginning of visual stimulation,
suggests that its role is more important at the beginning of the com-
pensatory eye movements. Vision contributes by increasing the num-
ber of evoked spikes (Fig. 3b–e), whereas integrated signal EMG
amplitudes were significantly impacted only during the low amplitude
—high speed andhigh amplitude—low speed conditions (Fig. 3f–i). This
difference can be accounted for when considering the time at which
the maximum EMG amplitude is reached for each sensory modality.
For low amplitude conditions, the visual peak appeared later than the
vestibular one (Fig. 4a–d), and thismisalignment gives rise to a smaller
impact of vision in terms of response EMG amplitude. The peak EMG
amplitudes of VISVES were, as previously outlined, larger than VES for
half of the conditions (Fig. 3f–i), although shifted towards the time of
the visual peak for all conditions (Fig. 4a–d).

To capture the dynamics of visual contribution throughout the
extent of the stimulation, we analyzed the number of spikes evoked
under eachof the three conditions (VIS, VES andVISVES) inwindowsof
100ms, as shown in the heatmaps of Fig. 4e. A clear effect was that
VISVES responses were prolonged as compared to only VES (see also
traces in Fig. 3j, k and Supplementary Fig. 3a, b). Therewas an increase
in the number of evoked spikeswhen comparing VISVESwith VES trials
even before the appearance of any activity evoked by only visual sti-
mulation. Thus, a subthreshold increase in the excitability was evoked
by VIS that was able to potentiate the vestibular responses (see also
Fig. 3j, k and Supplementary Fig. 3a, b). Therefore, although the first
visual spikes appear late compared to the vestibular responses
(Fig. 4a–d), vision has an early impact when both sensory modalities
are combined, and its contribution prolongs the evoked responses.
The above results show that joint visuo-vestibular stimulations
enhance the responses, but the visual impact is larger at low amplitude
movements. This finding, together with that suprathreshold VIS
responses are evoked only at the beginning of the visual stimulation,
suggests that its role is particularly important at the beginning of the
compensatory eye movements.

Sources of visual and vestibular inputs to the oculomotor
nucleus
Our results show that the interaction between visual and vestibular
inputs determines eyemovements underlying gaze stabilization. To
identify the different brain regions that contribute to visual and/or
vestibular information for gaze stabilization, we analyzed the inputs
to the oculomotor nucleus (nIII), which innervates the dorsal rectus
and is the last integration relay before movement initiation of the
vestibular stimulation (connections are summarized in Supple-
mentary Fig. 4a–h). Some of the pathways involved in VOR have
been analyzed in lamprey larvae17,20,31, but no data in adults are
available.

Neurobiotin injections into the nIII (N = 4; Fig. 5a-inset) showed
that the most rostral population projecting to this nucleus is in the
ipsilateral thalamus (Fig. 5a). A few neurons were also found in the
contralateral thalamus (not shown). Numerous neurons were retro-
gradely labeled in the ipsilateral pretectum (Fig. 5b), and some also
contralaterally. Injections in pretectum (N = 2) showed numerous
terminals in the oculomotor nucleus (not shown), confirming the
direct pretectal projections to this nucleus. Projections were also
observed from the nucleus of the medial longitudinal fasciculus
(nMLF; Fig. 5c) and the SNc32 (Fig. 5c). No retrogradely labeled neurons
were observed in the optic tectum, suggesting that eye movements
controlled from this area21 are mediated via relay nuclei (presumed
gaze centers), as in other vertebrates33. Rhombencephalic projections
to the nIII arise from small neurons located in the area of the trochlear
(nIV, Fig. 5d) and abducens (nVI, Fig. 5e) motor nuclei31. The most
conspicuous labeling was found in the contralateral anterior

Fig. 1 | A platform to perform electrophysiological recordings coordinated
with visual and vestibular stimuli. a Schematic showing the setup used to
monitor VOR eyemovements. b–d (Top) Representative frames before (left) and at
the peak of stimulation (right) in response to rotations in the roll (a), yaw (b), and
pitch (c) planes (Scale bars = 1mm). The red dotted line indicates eye position
before stimulation, and the green dotted line its position at the peak of vestibular
stimulation. The colored dots in the images represent the labels used for the
tracking system to calculate the eye trajectory. (Bottom) Traces representing the
eye position (black) respect to the head position during several rotations in the roll
(green), yaw (red), and pitch (blue) planes. e–g Schematic illustrations of the
lamprey tilting platform. The system is controlled through Matlab, allowing for
synchronized visual and vestibular stimulations through an Arduino controller
board, which also engages a digitizer for electrophysiological recordings. The
platform is moved with a servo-engine, controlled by another Arduino board, that
rotates the transparent chamber containing the preparation together with the

recording electrodes. A transparent chamber (containing an eye-labyrinth-brain
preparation) connected to a tilting platform is placed between two screens as seen
from the front (e) and side (f). An overall representation of the platform is shown in
g. h Schematic showing the preparation used for recording activity in the eye
muscles or different brain areas. The red squares indicate the location of the otic
capsules, where the vestibular organs are located. A representative trace showing
the activity evoked in response to a 22.7° tilting of the platformwith angular speed
of 112.94°/s, combined with coordinated visual stimulation, is shown to the left. To
the right are similar recordings brought on by optokinetic stimulation of 48.71°/s
(top), and vestibular stimulation indarkness of the same velocity at an amplitudeof
5.8° (bottom). Theblue area indicates thedurationof the rollmovement, yellow the
duration of static tilt, and the dotted rectangle signifies ongoing optokinetic sti-
mulation. Abbreviations: RR Rostral rectus, DR Dorsal Rectus, CR Caudal rectus,
aCSF artificial cerebrospinal fluid.
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Fig. 2 | Lamprey optokinetic responses. aGraphical illustration of the normalized
EMG amplitudes (left) and number of spikes (right) of the evoked EMG activity in
the dorsal rectus of one animal during optokinetic stimulations in the roll plane
across a range of velocities. b Representative traces at three different velocities
during roll stimulations. The dotted rectangle indicates the duration of the opto-
kinetic stimulation. c Graphs showing the EMG activity in the dorsal rectus of one
animal during optokinetic stimulations in the pitch plane across a range of velo-
cities. d Representative traces at three different velocities during pitch stimula-
tions. e, fMean EMG amplitudes and spikes reflecting the EMG activity in the dorsal
rectus in response to optokinetic stimulation in the roll (e) and pitch (f) planes
combining the data from six animals for roll, and five for pitch. A repeated

measures ANOVA revealed significant effects of stimulation velocity on EMG
amplitudes (F[3, 51] = 7.858, p <0.001) and spikes (F[3, 51] = 3.366, p =0.026) in the
roll plane, as well as EMG amplitudes (F[4, 56] = 5.057, p =0.001) in the pitch plane.
g Graph showing that EMG activity does not increase in parallel to the speed of
optokinetic stimulation in the yaw plane. Representative traces are shown in h.
iReliable optokinetic responses in the roll planewere however observed in animals
lacking a yaw plane response. Holm corrections were carried out for all analyses.
The shaded areas in the graphs denote error bands. Source data are provided as a
Source Data file. Roll plane analysis was carried out on n = 52 independent samples
from three animals, while pitch plane analysis was carried out on n = 57 indepen-
dent samples from three animals.
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octavomotor nucleus, where large retrogradely labeled neurons were
found (Fig. 5f; see also refs. 17 and 20). Coarse fibers arising from this
nucleus could be observed crossing at different levels, as well as a few
neurons on the ipsilateral side (not shown). These results show that nIII
receives information from the pretectum and the vestibular nucleus,
respectively.

Pretectal and tectal influences on the optokinetic reflex
The anatomical results and data in other vertebrates suggested that
pretectum is the primary contributor of visual information to OKR8,9.
However, tectum plays a key role in visual processing21–23,25 and
thereforeweaimed to identifywhich region is the primary contributor.
We complemented the tracer injections with acute inactivation of
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Fig. 3 | Impact of visual and vestibular stimuli on eyemovements. aA schematic
representation of the three experimental paradigms implemented: visual (top),
vestibular (middle) and visuovestibular (bottom). Arrows indicate direction of sti-
muli movement for both visual (green) and vestibular stimulation (black). A
recording electrode was placed in the right dorsal rectus muscle. b–e Graphs
showing EMG activity in terms of spikes number in response to visual (VIS), ves-
tibular (VES), and visuovestibular (VISVES) stimulations during four different sti-
mulation protocols in terms of amplitude and velocity. Amplitude refers to the
peak tilting angle of the platform, and speed to themotion velocity of the platform
or the visual stimulus. Significance between modalities is represented by stars in
each graph and was retrieved through paired T-tests: Low amplitude low speed
(VES to VISVES t(23) = −4.802, p <0.001; n = 24 recordings from eight animals), Low
amplitude high speed (VIS to VES t(36) = −3.346, p =0.002 p =0.002 and VES to
VISVES t(38) = −2.930, p =0.006 p =0.006; n = 37 recordings from 13 animals),

High amplitude low speed (VIS to VES t(22) = −11.559, p <0.001, p <0.001; n = 24
recordings from eight animals), High amplitude high speed (VIS to VES
t(27) = −13.808, p <0.001; n = 29 recordings from ten animals). f–i Graphs showing
EMG activity in terms of maximum amplitudes in response to VIS, VES and VISVES
stimulations during four different stimulation protocols ((g) VES to VISVES t(38)
= −2.475, p =0.018, n = 37 recordings from 13 animals; (h) VIS to VES t(23) = −6.315,
p <0.001, n = 24 recordings from eight animals; VES to VISVES t(22) = −2.614,
p =0.016, and (i) VIS to VES t(28) = −15.457, p <0.001, n = 29 recordings from ten
animals). j, k Representative responses for the lowest (j) and the highest intensity
(k). The blue area indicates the duration of the roll movement, yellow the duration
of static tilt, and the reddotted rectangle signifies ongoing optokinetic stimulation.
All T-tests were two-tailed with no corrections. Throughout the figure, data are
presented as mean values ± SD. Source data are provided as a Source Data file.
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these two brain areas to see the impact on the dorsal rectus activity
evoked by optokinetic stimulation.

When tectum was inactivated (N = 5) the OKR response remained
intact (Fig. 6a red trace). In contrast, OKR responses were abolished
when pretectum was inactivated either through lesion (N = 3; Fig. 6a
blue trace) or an injection of the glutamate receptors antagonist
kynurenic acid (KA; N = 3; Fig. 6b, red trace, responses recover after
washout, green trace), evenwhen tectumwas intact. The plot in Fig. 6c
shows that there is a significant reduction of OKR after KA injection in
pretectum (t(6) = 2.633, p =0.036), and that the OKR significantly
recovers after washout (t(3) = −3.703, p = 0.034).

A homolog of the visual cortex is present in the lamprey pallium
with vision represented retinotopically26, and electric stimulation of
this region generates eye movements28. No significant impact was
observed on the visual responses evoked by optokinetic stimulation
after lesioning the visual area, indicating that the pallium is not directly
involved in generating OKR (Supplementary Fig. 4i; n = 12 from four
lampreys).

We then analyzed the changes in visuo-vestibular integration after
lesioning tectum, to see if visual information from pretectum still had
an impact on vestibular responses. VISVES responses were still sig-
nificantly larger than only VES (Fig. 6d, e), indicating that this
enhancement is not dependent on tectum. The pretectum conse-
quently appears key in relaying visual information to downstream
subcortical structures allowing the visuo-vestibular integration for
gaze-stabilization. Contrary to the pretectal lesioning, inactivation of
tectum increased the eyemuscle activity to visual stimulations (Fig. 6a,
red trace). Thiswasmanifested in significantly greater EMGamplitudes
during VISVES trials post-lesion (Fig. 6f), and that this peak was

reached earlier (reduced from 0.23 ±0.05 s to 0.19 ± 0.02 s, t
[12] = 2.881; p = 0.014). Consequently, tectal inactivation enhanced the
visuovestibular integration, yielding greater EMG amplitudes and
shorter response times.

The vestibular nuclei receive visual information
In other vertebrates, vision impacts the vestibular nuclei indepen-
dently of projections to the oculomotor nuclei34–36. We investigated
whether this applies also in the lamprey. The vestibular nuclei
homolog is divided into anterior (AON), intermediate (ION), and
posterior octavomotor nuclei (PON). The vestibular inputs to the
oculomotor nucleus innervating the dorsal rectus come from the
AON and ION (present work, 20). We therefore performed extra-
cellular recordings in these two nuclei (Fig. 7a; n = 39 from 13 lam-
preys). In both nuclei visual field-rotation stimulation evoked
responses (Fig. 7a; black trace). These responses were abolished by
inactivation of pretectum (n = 9 from three lampreys; Supplemen-
tary Fig. 5a), but not by that of tectum (n = 9 from three lampreys;
Fig. 7a; red trace) and pallium (n = 15 from five lampreys; not
shown). This indicates that only pretectum provides optokinetic
information to the vestibular nuclei.

We then performed Neurobiotin injections into the AON (N = 4)
and ION (N = 4), to map the origin of the visual information reaching
these vestibular nuclei. Both AON and ION receive the same inputs,
and therefore the described results apply to both nuclei. Injections
in the AON and ION (Fig. 7b, inset) confirmed projections to the
oculomotor nucleus (Fig. 7b), and both showed ipsilateral projec-
tions terminating in the nMLF (Fig. 7b, e). The most rostral popu-
lation targeting these nuclei was found in the same thalamic area
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that sends projections to the oculomotor nucleus (Fig. 7c; see
above), suggesting that this region is involved in gaze stabilization.
No retrogradely neurons were observed in the tectum. Labeling was
however found in pretectum, as expected based on the electro-
physiological experiments (see above) which corroborate the
notion that the visual information originates in pretectum (Fig. 7d).
Although a few neurons were observed in medial aspects of the
pretectum, most retrogradely labeled neurons were located close
to the ipsilateral optic tract where their dendrites extended
(Fig. 7d). Numerous retrogradely labeled neurons were observed in
the contralateral AON (and ION for injections in this nucleus),
indicating that vestibular nuclei on both sides influence each
other (Fig. 7f).

To confirm that visual information impacts the vestibular, weused
a preparation exposing the AON neurons for patch-clamp recordings
while maintaining the pretectum (Fig. 7g) and the optic tract. Then
injections of dextran-rhodamine were made in the AON tract to ret-
rogradely label and identify the AON neurons for patch-clamp
recordings (Fig. 7g; n = 8). Neurons showed excitatory responses to
pretectal stimulation (10Hz; Fig. 7h, red trace; n = 7), with all evoked
EPSPs having similar amplitudes (slightly depressing; Fig. 7j). No inhi-
bition was revealed when neurons were held at more depolarized
levels (Fig. 7h, blue trace). The lack of inhibitory responses was con-
firmed intracellularly blocking sodiumchannelswithQX314 (n = 2) that
allowed depolarization to −20mV (Supplementary Fig. 5b). Neurons
projecting to the oculomotor nucleus showed little adaptation (Fig. 7i)
and afterhyperpolarization (Fig. 7i, blue trace). Altogether, these
results show that visuovestibular integration takes place at the level of
the vestibular nuclei, and that visual information arises in the pre-
tectum. When the AON neurons were not prelabelled, EPSPs were
evoked only in some neurons in the region of the AON (4/23 neurons
recorded), and IPSPs only in one neuron (not shown) suggesting that
only a proportion of the neurons within the AON region interacts with
pretectum.

Vestibular nystagmus is also present in lampreys
As described above, lampreys possess a well-developed visual system
with eye movements that can be evoked with non-optokinetic visual
stimuli24. This suggests that theymay be able to performgoal-oriented
saccades, and, if true, not only the slow but also the quick resetting
phase of nystagmus could be evoked with vestibular stimulation37. To
analyze nystagmus, we developed a platform that allows a full rotation
of intact lampreys while video tracking eye movements (Fig. 8a).
Rotations evoked compensatory eye movements (VOR) but also
resetting movements in the opposite direction (Fig. 8b–c; Supple-
mentary Movie 7). To investigate whether the lamprey VOR features
nystagmus eye movements, we applied 180° rotations at three differ-
ent velocities (27.4, 68.5, and 137 °/s), and measured the duration of
each eye movement episode (N = 3). In agreement with nystagmic
movements, the duration and speed of the slow-compensatory eye
movements changed with the rotation velocity (Fig. 8d), while the
duration of the resetting phase yielded very similar durations
(0.024 ±0.009 s) across different stimulation velocities in a fashion
typical of a quick-phase nystagmic eye movement (Fig. 8d), showing
that movements of saccadic nature are present in the lamprey. The
analysis of the dynamics of these resetting eye-movements revealed
that their velocity was 77.06 ± 30.30 deg/s and the amplitude
1.72 ± 0.73°, with no significant differences when comparing quick
phases evoked at different stimulation velocities.

Locomotive influences on compensatory movements by cor-
ollary discharges
The lackof reliableOKR responses in the yawplane raised the question
of whether other mechanisms apart from VOR compensate for head
movements in this plane. First, we tested if the head is stabilized while
swimming by monitoring freely moving animals (Supplementary
Movie 8), but head movements accompanied swimming undulations,
indicating that clamping of the visual scene is not achieved by head
stabilization. Another possibility established in other vertebrates38–40 is
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that locomotor networks through an efference copy drive compen-
satory eyemovements in the yaw plane. To test this in the lamprey, we
used a semi-intact preparation21 (Fig. 9a). We first immobilized the
head of the preparation to monitor whether compensatory eye
movements occurred by using a video camera placed on top to
monitor tail and eye movements (Fig. 9a). In one out of 6 animals
coordinated eye movements were generated coordinated with swim-
ming frequency (Fig. 9b–f; Supplementary Movie 9). Although
reduced, these movements persisted when the labyrinths were
removed and the optic nerves sectioned (Fig. 9d, g), indicating that
they arise from corollary discharges.

Given that clear compensatory eye movements coordinated with
locomotion were observed, albeit only in one animal, we investigated
whether a small activation of the extraocular eye muscles that did not
result in perceivable eye movements could be recorded via EMGs. As
swimming corollary discharges have been shown to arise at the spinal
cord level38, we performed EMG recordings in the rostral and caudal
rectus muscles (which should be activated in the yaw plane compen-
satorymovements) while simultaneously recording in a pair of ventral
roots in the spinal cord (Supplementary Fig. 6a; N = 4). Recordings

were carried out in a split chamber, and D-glutamate (750 µM) was
applied to the spinal cord without affecting the brain (Fig. 6a).
D-Glutamate evoked fictive locomotion41, as recorded in the ventral
roots (Supplementary Fig. 6b, top traces). However, no compensatory
responses were evoked in the eye muscles (Supplementary Fig. 6b,
bottom traces). Altogether, these results show that corollary dis-
charges can generate compensatory eye movements, as clearly
observed only in one animal, although its contribution is inmost cases
subthreshold or absent, and its origin remains to be determined.

Discussion
Our findings show that not only VOR, but also OKR and saccadic eye
movements in the form of nystagmus are present in lampreys. Using a
platform that allows combined visuovestibular stimulation with elec-
trophysiological recordings, we show that the impact of visuoves-
tibular integration on eye movements is similar to mammals,
demonstrating that neither cortical nor cerebellar influences are
required for the multisensory integration underlying enhanced eye
movements. We show that gaze-stabilizing eye movements, including
nystagmus, rely on a few fundamental subcortical structures (Fig. 10a).
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Fig. 6 | Optokinetic responses are mediated by pretectum and downregulated
by tectum. a EMG responses in the dorsal rectus to optokinetic stimulation in an
intact brain (black trace) and after precise inactivation of the visual input to tectum
(red trace) and pretectum (blue trace). b EMG responses in the dorsal rectus to a
visual stimulus in an intact brain (black trace) and after precise pharmacological
inactivation with kynurenic acid of pretectum leading to the abolishment of the
optokinetic reflex (red trace),which returned after awashout (green trace). The red
dotted rectangle indicates the duration of the visual stimulation. c graph showing
the significant reduction in dorsal rectus activity in response to optokinetic sti-
mulation after pretectal inactivation with kynurenic acid (KA; t(6) = 2.633,
p =0.039, n = 7 recordings from three animals), and the significant recovery after
washout (t(3) = −3.703, p =0.034, n = 4 recordings from three animals). The shaded
area denotes error bands. d Graphs showing the normalized EMG amplitudes (left)
and spikes (right) to visual (VIS), vestibular (VES), and visuovestibular (VISVES)

stimulations in the roll plane after tectal inactivation. Paired T-tests revealed sig-
nificant differences in the number of evoked spikes between VIS to VES
(t(13) = −3.277, p =0.006, n = 14 recordings from five animals) and VES to VISVES
(t(14) = −2.740, p =0.016, n = 15 recordings from 5 animals), as well as in maximum
EMG amplitudes (VIS to VES t(14) = −3.717, p =0.002; and VES to VISVES
t(14) = −2.917,p =0.011;n = 15 recordings fromfive animals forboth).e Lamprey eye
movement responses to VIS, VES, and VISVES stimulations in the roll plane during
tectal inactivation as reflected by representative EMG recordings in the dorsal
rectus. f VISVES responses were significantly larger after tectal inactivation for both
amplitudes (t(14) = −3.005, p =0.009, n = 15 recordings from five animals) and
spikes (t(13) = −2.469, p =0.028, n = 14 recordings from five animals). All T-tests
were t-tailed with no corrections. Data are presented as mean values ± SD. Source
data are provided as a Source Data file.
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Previous studies have stipulated that the OKR emerged first in
chondrichthyes1; our findings push the onset of visually guided gaze-
stabilization further back in an updated phylogenetic tree of vertebrate
eyemovements (Fig. 10b).We also show that the eye-movements clearly

compensate for the head rotation, and that locomotion-evoked gaze-
stability is present as in a number of vertebrate species. Altogether, this
study introduces a number of key reference points for the evolution of
eye movement control and elaborates on its fundamental mechanisms.
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The VOR in lamprey reliably compensates for headmovements in
all three planes, with eyemovement amplitudes reflecting the dynamic
properties of the lamprey oculomotor system, its sensorimotor inte-
gration, and the presenceof gaze-stabilization in early vertebrates. The
dynamic gain was recorded to be around 0.7 while the position gain
approximated 0.6. These values are largely in line with previous stu-
dies on teleosts42, while further trials are needed in order to further
explore the lamprey VOR gain. VOR can also be observed in ex vivo
preparations, allowing for visuovestibular experiments in a highly
controlled fashion. Here we confirm that the basic circuit underlying
VOR via disynaptic pathways had evolved already in lampreys and
thereafter maintained throughout vertebrate evolution albeit with
species-specific modifications10,17,20, and that, apart from nIII, visuo-
vestibular integration also takes place in the vestibular nuclei and
nMLF. The available data suggest that the disynaptic arch underlying
the VOR appeared in early vertebrates supported by the anterior and
posterior semicircular canals and that it has been largelymaintained in
all vertebrate groups10. The appearance of a lateral horizontal canal in
gnathostomes, which is Otx dependant17,43, gave rise to some circuit
arrangements17. Namely, the six extraocular muscles exhibited by the
lamprey are thought to be homologous of those of bony fishes and
tetrapods13,17, but with some differences in their motor nuclei inner-
vation as compared to gnathostomes. Threemuscles are innervated by
the oculomotor nucleus (nIII), one is innervated by the trochlear
nucleus (nIV), and two by the abducens (nVI). In elasmobranchs four
muscles are innervated by the nIII, while one is innervated by the nIV

and one by nVI. In bony fish and tetrapods fourmuscles are innervated
by the nIII, one by the nIV, and at least one by nVI17,44. However, the
same computational scheme, also present in lampreys, was main-
tained. Interestingly, lampreys exhibit an overall pattern of second-
order vestibular projections very similar to mammals17. The vestibular
system thus shows highly conserved elements as well as variations
related to specific functional variations10,45.

When triggering the OKR we ensured that the visual stimulation
covered the entire visual field but noted that responses disappeared
when the same stimulus was applied at a greater distance, further
supporting the optokinetic nature. OKR was reliably seen in the roll
and pitch planes, with a sharp and immediate increase in both spiking
and EMG amplitude as the grid speed increased before levelling out, in
agreement with increased velocities making the visual clamping more
difficult46. Our experiments show that the OKR relies on pretectal
activity as in sharks, bony fish, amphibians, reptiles, birds and
mammals9. Accordingly, as in other vertebrates47, tectal inactivation
does not abolish OKR.

The clear interconnectivity between pretectal, vestibular, and
oculomotor nuclei also supports the notion that both OKR and VOR
are of subcortical origins, highlighting a principal role of subcortical
mechanisms, which has likely beenmaintained in mammals due to the
phylogeneticpreservationof the visual system15,23,25,26. The absenceof a
functional cerebellum in lampreys shows that cerebellar pathways are
not needed for the OKR. Pretectal information also reaches the ves-
tibular nuclei in the lamprey, indicating that the pretecto-vestibular
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pathwaywas already present in early vertebrates48. Lamprey responses
to rotational visual motion imply pretectal binocularity given the lat-
eral position of the eyes49, although the underlying mechanisms of
whole-field visual processing remain to be investigated50.

Surprisingly, no OKR was observed in the yaw plane, in which
most movement occurs in each swim-cycle. However, although our
results show that corollary discharges alone in most cases do not
generate compensatory eye movements, they seem to provide a sub-
threshold contribution that would compensate for the lack of OKR in
this plane (Fig. 9).

OKR and VOR enhance one another, but at higher velocities the
relative contribution of the vestibular response increases. The vestib-
ular stimulation noticeably produced a strong, long lasting eye
movement as if the eye is compensating for the head displacement. It

is therefore clear that additional visual input decidedly increases eye
movement gain in lamprey as well as humans, providing further evi-
dence that the underlyingmechanisms are conserved6,7,51. Visual inputs
from pretectum also potentiate vestibular responses controlling body
posture in lampreys52,53, suggesting a key role of pretectum con-
tributing to both gaze and posture stabilizing responses54.

Lampreys also show nystagmus, characterized as quick-phased,
ballistic eye movements with fixed durations in the opposite direction
of the VOR slow-phase55. The lamprey has thus far been considered to
not display nystagmus16, but our results show a clear quick-phase,
resetting eye movements as part of the VOR, with similar durations
independently of stimulation velocity or eye movement amplitude.
Eye movements occurring during rotations produce intermittent
quick- and slow-phasesmaking up the sawtooth pattern characterizing
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a typical VOR seen across the vertebrate spectrum56–58. The velocity of
saccadic movements in fish ranges between a hundred and a few
hundreds of degrees per second59–61. Thus, saccadic eye movements
are slightly slower in lampreys. In the lamprey, a functional cerebellum
has not evolved, and the VOR can thus not have the complementary
cerebellar circuit, which in other vertebrates is used for fine tuning of
the VOR.

It is believed that saccades directed towards specific objects
evolved from nystagmus. Lampreys possess a well-developed visual
system and eye movements are evoked by non-optokinetic visual
stimuli24. Thus, goal orienting saccades are likely present in these
animals. Our results and the large similarities of the lamprey tectum
with the mammalian superior colliculus21–23,25 indicate that pretectum
primarily controls gaze/posture-stabilization54, whereas tectum drives
goal-oriented eye movements (Fig. 10a). Together with a primordial
visual cortex26, it is likely that the main circuits controlling eye move-
ments were already present before lampreys diverged from the main
vertebrate line.

In conclusion, we have identified the oldest vertebrate example of
OKR, which is integrated with VOR yielding enhanced eye-movement
responses similar tomammals. Pretectum is the first level integrator of
visual motion, subsequently projecting to vestibular and oculomotor
nuclei like in mammals. We show that gaze-stabilization is fundamen-
tally governed subcortically, allowing VOR-OKR interactions in the
absence of cortex or cerebellum as well as locomotion-supported
gaze-stability. In outlining nystagmus in lampreys, this study reveals
the ancient origins of ballistic goal-oriented eye-movements, and
shows that tectum likely downregulates gaze-stabilizing reflexes in
favor of such commands. All eye movements are built from two basic
types, slow and fast, both shown here to be present in lampreys. Thus,
the neural template from which all eye movements arose was present
already at the dawn of vertebrate evolution.

Methods
Animals
Experiments were performed on 50 adult river lampreys (Lampetra
fluviatilis), and 6 young adult sea lampreys (Petromyzon marinus) of
both sexes. The experimental procedures were approved by the local
ethics committee (Stockholms Norra Djurförsöksetiska Nämnd) and the

Xunta de Galicia under the supervision of the University of Vigo
Committee for Animal use in Laboratory in accordance with the
directive 2010/63/EU of the European Parliament and the RD 53/2013
Spanish regulation on the protection of animals use for scientific
purposes. Animals were kept in aquaria with an enriched environment
and continuously aerated and filtered water. Every effort was made to
minimize suffering and to reduce the number of animals used.

VOR eye movement recordings
To analyze the compensatory eye movements evoked by vestibular
stimulation (VOR) in intact animals (N = 9), we used a transparent
chamber with a video camera attached with ametallic arm that did not
interfere in the visual field of the animal (Grasshopper3, GS3-U3-
23S6M-C, FLIR Systems,Wilsonville). The diameter of the chamberwas
wide enough so that the animal could breathe normally but narrow
enough to disallow swimming. The size of the chamber was based on
average size data from several animal and those used for these
experiments were chosen based on its size to fit under the previously
described conditions in this chamber. The tube was filled with aerated
cold water, and the animals mildly anesthetized with a dose of tricaine
methane sulfonate (MS-222; 80mg/L; Sigma-Aldrich) to facilitate their
placement in the tube and minimize their stress. Once the animal
recovered from the anesthetic, a series of quick vestibular stimulations
in the roll, pitch and yaw planes were carried out in darkness while the
evoked VOR eye movements were recorded. The total duration of the
experiments was 2–3min to minimize stress, and the animals were
returned to their aquaria afterwards. In some of these experiments
(N = 3) an accelerometer was attached to the chamber aligned with the
vestibular organs, so that the kinematics of the vestibular stimulation
could be retrieved and used to calculate the gain of the compensation
performed by the lamprey eyes. To this effect, an ADXL335 accel-
erometer (Arduino, Sommerville, MA) was fitted to the rotating plat-
form. This allowed us to retrieve the exact position of the lamprey at
any given time, making it possible to compare head-and-eye positions.

To track eye movements, we used DeepLabCut 2.251, a Python
software package which performs motion capture based on transfer
learning with deep neural networks, and the obtained data were ana-
lyzed using customMatlab R2020b scripts. To analyze the videos, first
four labels were placed in the recorded eye in 20 frames chosen
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randomly from each video so that the inferred trajectories could be
averaged to minimize errors. Labels were also placed in the body to
subtract the small movements originated from breathing and in
response to the vestibular stimulation. The network was then trained,
and once the training was evaluated, videos were analyzed to extract
the trajectories of the labels and hence the eye. These data were used
to extract the actual amplitudes of eye movements, and the diameter
of the lamprey eye in theX andY axeswasmeasured inmillimeters and
then compared to the image resolution of the video recordings in
pixels, providing a reliable conversion index. Eye-movement ampli-
tudes recorded with the camera were consequently translated into
millimeters. Having established the diameter of the lamprey eye, the
angular displacement of VOR and OKR movements could then be
retrieved based on trigonometric functions.

Experimental preparation for visuo-vestibular stimulation
Placing animals in a transparent chamber generally saw them instinc-
tively attaching their mouths to the chamber wall, stabilizing their
head and allowing us to test VOR and nystagmus behaviorally. How-
ever, analyzing the relative contribution of visual and vestibular
information required applying several experimental paradigms and
could not be performed on intact animals. Thus, we decided to use an
isolated preparation of the lamprey brain and rostral spinal cord with
the eyes and vestibular organs. This allowed us to monitor eye
movements via EMG recordings of the extraocular muscles to test
visuovestibular integration, as well as record and inactivate different
brain regions. For this, we first transected the head of animals deeply
anesthetized with MS-222 (100mg L−1; Sigma), and then submerged it
in ice-cooled artificial cerebrospinal fluid (aCSF) solution containing
the following (in mM): 125 NaCl, 2.5 KCl, 2 CaCl2, 1 MgCl2, 10 glucose,
and 25 NaHCO3, saturated with 95% (vol/vol) O2/5% CO2. The dorsal
skin and cartilage were removed to expose the brain, and the viscera
and all muscles except the extraocular were removed to avoid move-
ments, maintaining the eyes and otic capsules (where the vestibular
organs are located) intact. To ensure that normal eyemovements were
preserved in the preparation and that the recorded EMGs in the
extraocular muscles corresponded to actual eye movements, we per-
formed electric stimulation in the AON at increasing intensities,
monitoring eye movements and simultaneously recording in the dor-
sal rectus (Supplementary Fig. 1).

Visuovestibular platform
To allow for extracellular and EMG recordings in response to coordi-
nated visual and vestibular stimuli we built a tilting device that allowed
vestibular stimulation of an eye-brain-labyrinth preparation (see
above) in the roll plane, placed between two screens that allowed the
coordinated presentation of visual stimuli. The platform was moved
via a servo motor, and the angle and speed controlled with a micro-
controller board (Arduino Uno). Visual stimuli were written in Matlab
R2020b using the Psychophysics Toolbox Version 3 extensions62,63 and
another microcontroller board was subordinated to Matlab so that its
outputswere used to coordinate the visual stimuli, tilting platformand
electrophysiological recordings. The above-described preparationwas
pinned down in a transparent cooling chamber continuously perfused
with aCSF at 6–8 °C, placed in the tilting platform inserted in ametallic
cylinder connected with a Peltier plate to keep the temperature of the
chamber. The preparation was aligned with the platform rotation axis
so that vestibular stimulation was in the roll plane, avoiding transla-
tionalmovements, and facing the center of two screens placed at both
sides at a preparation-screen distance of 9 cm, ensuring that the pre-
sented stimuli covered the entire visual field.

All experiments were carried out in darkness, so that the only
source of light was the visual stimulation. Visual stimuli consisted of
horizontal bars moving in the vertical axis with opposite directions on
each screen (i.e. when bars presented to the right eye moved up to

down, bars in front of the left eyemoved down to up). The direction of
the bars was also adjusted to analyze yaw and pitch OKR responses.

To analyze visuovestibular integration, we applied only vestibular
stimulation in the roll plane (with the screens turned off), only visual
(preparation kept horizontal) and visuovestibular stimulation (tilting
of the platform and combined visual stimulation). These paradigms
were tested under four different conditions: low amplitude—low speed
(5.8°; 48.7°/s), low amplitude—high speed (5.8°; 112.94°/s), high
amplitude—low speed (22.7°; 48.7°/s), and high amplitude—high speed
(22.7°; 112.94°/s). The angle refers to the maximum tilting of the plat-
form, and the angular speed to the velocity of such tilting and/or the
velocity of theoptokinetic stimulation. Each of theparadigms (VIS, VES
and VISVES) was applied three times on each animal under each con-
dition (low amplitude—low speed, low amplitude—high speed, high
amplitude—low speed, and high amplitude—high speed). The mean
accelerations of the VES and VISVES protocols were
305.75 ± 112.79 deg/s2 for the low velocity and 915.73 ± 324.58deg/s2

for the high velocity. This was calculated by attaching the accel-
erometer used in the behavioral studies to the platform and retrieving
its motion dynamics. The recording electrode was placed in the dorsal
rectus for roll and pitch recordings, and in the caudal rectus for yaw
plane, and kept util termination of the experiment. After placing the
electrode, the preparation was left to adapt for at least 30min with a
white screen which was used as a background for all the applied sti-
muli. 2min were left between trials and presentation of VIS, VES and
VISVES stimulations was randomized to minimize adaptation and
compensate for possible changes in the excitability of the preparation.
The number of repetitions performed on each animal was chosen to
minimize the duration of the experiment while acquiring sufficient
data, to ensure the viability of thepreparationbasedonour experience
in previous studies using similar isolated preparations25–27. EMG
responses to the specific protocols generally exhibited similar
dynamics for each animal. This allowed us to identify trials inwhich the
neural integrity of the preparation was in any way damaged, in which
case the experiment would be terminated.

Extracellular recordings
To record muscle and/or neuronal activity, we used tungsten micro-
electrodes (~1–5MΩ) connected to a differential AC amplifier, model
1700 (A-M systems). Signals were digitized at 20 kHz using pClamp
(version 10.2) software. Tungstenmicroelectrodes were placed using a
micromanipulator tightly fixed to the tilting platform, so that it rotated
together with the preparation avoiding vibrations. In some cases, we
also attached a video camera to the platform, to monitor the eye
movements of the preparation.

To perform simultaneous recordings of the caudal and rostral
extracellular eye muscles and a pair of ventral roots to assess gaze-
stabilization during locomotion, we used a preparation exposing the
brain togetherwith the eyes and a large segment of the spinal cord. For
this, we deeply anesthetized the animals with MS-222 (100mgL−1;
Sigma) and transected the body 50–60mm caudal to the second gill
opening (roughly from the location of the obex). Then, submerged in
ice-cooled artificial cerebrospinal fluid (aCSF), the dorsal skin and
cartilage were removed to expose the brain and spinal cord, and the
viscera and all muscles were removed. The optic nerves were sec-
tioned, and the labyrinths removed to avoid visual and vestibular
influences. Tungsten microelectrodes (~1–5MΩ) were used to record
muscle activity, while suction electrodes made from borosilicate glass
(HilgenbergGmbH) using a vertical puller (Model PP-830; Narishige)
filled with aCSF were used to record bilateral activity in the ventral
roots of the spinal cord. Suction electrodes were connected to a dif-
ferential AC amplifier, model 1700 (A-M systems).

Targeted lesions were carried out to identify the primary relay
point for visual information between the eye and the extraocular
muscle nuclei responsible for carrying out the OKR. To inactivate
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tectum, the optic tract was sectioned just caudal to pretectum,
eliminating the retinal input to this structure. To ensure that tectum
was devoid of retinal fibers, Neurobiotin injections were performed
at the end of the experiments in the optic tract at the level of pre-
tectum, and brains were processed as described below for anato-
mical tract tracing. Labeling in the optic chiasm was used as a
reference to confirm that the injection was performed in the optic
tract. Pretectal lesions were performed by sectioning it acutely, and
the same strategy was used to inactivate pallium. Pharmacological
inactivation was also performed to inactivate pretectum while
maintaining tectal integrity (see below).

Anatomical tract tracing
Lampreys were deeply anesthetized with MS-222, and then transected
at the level of the seventh gill. The head was submerged in aCSF
solution and injections were made with glass micropipettes (bor-
osilicate; o.d. = 1.5mm, i.d. = 1.17mm; Hilgenberg) with a tip diameter
of 10–20 μm. Micropipettes were fixed to a holder attached to an air
supply and a micromanipulator (model M-3333, Narishige), and 50-
200 nL of Neurobiotin 20% (wt/vol) in aCSF containing Fast Green
(Vector Laboratories) to aid visualization of the tracer was pressure
injected in the oculomotor or the anterior/intermediate octavomotor
nucleus. Following injections, the brains were kept submerged in aCSF
in darkness at 4 °C for 24 h to allow transport of the tracers, and brains
were then dissected out, fixed in 4% formaldehyde and 14% saturated
picric acid in 0.1M phosphate buffer (PB), pH 7.4, for 12–24 h, and
cryoprotected in 20% (wt/vol) sucrose in PB for 3–12 h. Transverse
sections (20 μm thick) were made using a cryostat and collected on
gelatin-coated slides. For detection of Neurobiotin, Cy2 conjugated
streptavidin (1:1000; Jackson ImmunoResearch) was used together
with a deep red Nissl stain (1:500; Molecular Probes), diluted in 1%
bovine serum albumin (BSA), 0.3% Triton X-100 in 0.1M PB. Sections
were mounted with glycerol containing 2.5% diazabicyclooctane
(Sigma-Aldrich).

To label AON neurons projecting to the oculomotor nucleus for
patch-clamp experiments, dextran amine-tetramethylrhodamine
(3 kDa; 12% in saline; Molecular Probes) was pressure injected uni-
laterally into the AON tract projecting to nIII, at the level of the isthmic
area. For this, the animals were deeply anesthetized with MS-222
(100mg·L−1) diluted in fresh water, and during the surgery and the
injections the entire animal was submerged in aCSF containingMS-222
(80mg·L−1) to ensure that the animal was kept anesthetized. Then, an
incisionwas done in the skin and themuscles directly above the rostral
brainstem,and the cartilagewasopened to expose thebrain. Following
injections, the dorsal skin was sutured, and the animal was returned to
its aquarium for 48–72 h to allow transport of the tracer. Brains were
then dissected out and processed for patch-clamp recordings
(see below).

Whole-cell recordings
Whole-cell current-clamp recordings were performed in thick slices
maintaining pretectum for stimulation and exposing AON neurons for
recording. For this, the entire brainwas embedded in agar (4% in aCSF),
and the agar block containing the brain was glued to a metal plate,
quickly transferred to ice-cold aCSF and slices were cut using a
vibrating microtome (Microm HM 650V; Thermo Scientific). After-
ward, the agar blockwasmounted in a submerged recording chamber.

Whole-cell current-clamp recordings were carried out using patch
pipettes made from borosilicate glass (Hilgenberg GmbH) and
obtained using a vertical puller (Model PP-830; Narishige). The resis-
tance of the recording pipettes was 7–10MΩ when filled with an
intracellular solution with the following composition (in mM): 130
potassium gluconate, 5 KCl, 10 phosphocreatine disodium salt, 10
HEPES, 4 Mg-ATP, 0.3 Na-GTP; (osmolarity 265–275 mOsmol). In some
cases, the electrode solution included 2mM triethylammonium

bromide (QX314; Sigma-Aldrich) to block action potentials. Bridge
balance and pipette-capacitance compensation were adjusted for
using a MultiClamp 700B patch amplifier and Digidata 1322 analog-to-
digital converter under software control ‘PClamp 10.2’ (Molecular
Devices). The preparation was constantly perfused with aCSF at 6–8°.

Stimulation of the pretectum/optic tract was performed with the
same borosilicate glass microcapillaries used for patch recordings,
connected to a stimulus isolation unit (MI401; Zoological Institute,
University of Cologne). The stimulation intensity was set to one to two
times the threshold strength (typically 10–100 μA) to evoke PSPs.

Eye and body tracking in a semi-intact preparation
To analyze eye movements in response to swimming without visual and
vestibular influences, we used a semi-intact preparation exposing the
brain and eyes while leaving the rest of the body intact. For this, the
animals were anesthetized with MS-222 (100mg·L−1) diluted in fresh
water, and the dorsal skin, muscles and cartilage were removed in the
head of the animal, so that the brain, otic capsules, and eyes were
exposed to allow the dissection of the optic nerves and labyrinths, and
the monitoring of the eyes. The preparation was left to recover, and
spontaneous and evoked swimming episodes (by gently pinching the tail
with forceps) were recorded, together with eye movements, using a
video camera coupled to themicroscope. To ensure that the oculomotor
system was intact, eye movements were monitored for all preparations
both spontaneous and evoked by electric stimulation of the optic tract.
Eyes and tail movements were tracked using DeepLabCut as described
above. Four labels were placed on each eye, and two labels were placed
in the rostral body of the animal to average data and thereforeminimize
errors in the inferred trajectories of the eye and the body.

Yaw platform for nystagmus analysis
To apply large amplitude vestibular stimulations in the yaw plane, we
developed a platformmoved by a servomotor controlled via Arduino,
so that the speed and amplitude could be controlled. As for VOR
recordings (see above), a transparent chamber with the appropriate
size to avoid that the animal could swim was fixed on the rotating
platform, filled with aerated cold water. The head of the animal was
alignedwith the axis of rotation to avoid translationalmovements, and
a video camera (Grasshopper3, GS3-U3-23S6M-C, FLIR Systems) was
placed facing one of the eyes. 180° or 360° rotations were applied at
different speeds, and the eye movements were tracked using Dee-
pLabCut and analyzed using custom Matlab scripts.

Drug applications
To test the role of pretectum inmediatingOKR keeping tectal integrity
during EMG recordings, the glutamate receptor antagonist kynurenic
acid (4mM; Sigma-Aldrich) was locally applied in the pretectum by
pressure injection through amicropipettefixed to a holder (containing
Fast Green to aid visualization of the injection spread), which was
attached to an Picospritzer-IIMicroinjectionDispenseSystem (Parker).
The holder was connected to a micromanipulator to monitor the
position of the pipette and ensure precise drug injections. To evoke
fictive locomotion while monitoring eye movements vis EMG record-
ings, we used a split chamber separating the exposed spinal cord from
the brain, and the N-methyl-D-aspartate receptor agonist D-Glutamate
(0.75mM, Sigma-Aldrich) was bath applied to the spinal cord.

Image analysis
Photomicrographs were taken using a digital camera (Olympus XM10)
mounted on an Olympus BX51 fluorescence microscope. Illustrations
were made using Adobe Illustrator CC 2019 and GIMP 2.1 (GNU image
manipulator program). Images were only adjusted for brightness and
contrast. Confocal Z-stacks of optical sections were obtained using a
Zeiss Laser scanning microscope 510, and the projection images were
processed using the Zeiss LSM software, ImageJ 1.53k and GIMP 2.1.
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Quantification
For all electrophysiological recordings, data analysis was performed
using custom written functions in Matlab. For video recordings, posi-
tions were extracted using DeepLabCut30. To calculate gain during
VOR stimulation, two different strategies were used. On one hand,
position gainwas calculated as the ratio of the areas under the curve of
head and eye positions for a specific time interval. For dynamic gain,
the ratios between eye and head velocities were calculated between
two different points64. In both cases, gain was calculated during the
slow phase of VOR, avoiding nystagmic quick phase movements. To
quantify the duration of the nystagmus quick and slowphases, analysis
was done frame by frame using Adobe Premiere. This allowed us to
identify the exact starting and ending position of any eye movement
with a high level of accuracy, with the time points being recorded to
calculate the duration and the amplitudesmeasured in pixels and then
converted in degrees as exposed above. Amplitudes were calculated
measuring the distance in pixels traveled by the eye between these key
frames, and then converted to angles as exposed above.

For EMGs and extracellular recordings, the number of spikes was
quantified to be compared after different conditions. Maximum
amplitudeswerealsomeasured: The signalswere fully rectified and the
distance frombaseline to peakswas calculated as away tomeasure the
amplitudes. Given that isolated units cannot be extracted in EMGs
obtained in response to electric stimulation of the eye, the integral
under the curves was compared after fully rectifying the signals using
trapezoidal numerical integration (‘trapz’ function), as a way of inte-
grating the amplitude and duration of the signals. For whole recording
analysis, PSPs amplitudes were measured after the synaptic decay was
fitted by an exponential curve to extract correct amplitudes, since
subsequent PSPs often started on the decay phase of previous
responses. The responses recorded in each animal were highly con-
sistent for between all repetitions applied of each paradigm (VIS, VES
or VISVES). However, differenceswere observed among animals due to
the location of the electrode and the excitability of the preparation.
Therefore, data were normalized, dividing all values to the maximum
response in each animal and for each modality. This way, the ratio for
each sensory modality was obtained for each animal and each
experimental condition (low amplitude—low speed, low amplitude—
high speed, high amplitude—low speed, and high amplitude—high
speed). Data were then averaged among animals, obtaining the mean
contribution of each sensory modality represented in the plots.

Statistics and reproducibility
For statistical analysis, all traces were pooled for each dependent
and independent variable. Analysis was done using SPSS 25 and JASP
0.16. In some cases, spontaneous eye movements were generated
immediately before or after the stimulation, clearly affecting the
responses analyzed. After visually inspecting putative outliers, a
Grubb’s test was used to identify significant outliers, and data
points outside of the 95% confidence interval were removed prior to
performing the statistical analysis. Paired T-tests were used to
compare signal amplitudes and number of spikes between mod-
alities at α = 0.05. Throughout the figures, sample statistics are
expressed as means ± SD. Values falling outside the 95% confidence
interval according to Grubb’s test were excluded for plots. For
analyzing visual ramps of roll and pitch planes, a repeatedmeasures
ANOVA was implemented with the respective stimulation incre-
ments as factors. Linear regression analyses were used for the
behavioral trials, retrieving Pearson’s coherence coefficient to test
the conjugacy between the two eyes as well as between the average
eyemovements and that of the tail; for the latter, eye positions were
offset by seven frames forward in time so as to match the onset of
the tail movement. The number of experiments perfomed for which
representative examples are shown is as follows: For gain analysis
(Fig. 1b–d), vestibular stimulation in the three planes was applied to

three animals. Three repetitions for each plane stimulation were
analyzed per animal. Neurobiotin injections were performed in the
nIII of three animals (Fig. 5), and in the AON of four animals
(Fig. 7b–f). Nystagmus experiments were performed in three ani-
mals (Fig. 8). The experiments to analyze the presence of
locomotion-evoked eye movements in a semi-intact preparation
were performed in six animals (Fig.9). Statistical significance is
shown as follows: *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001.

Reporting summary
Further information on research design is available in the Nature
Research Reporting Summary linked to this article.

Data availability
Source data areprovidedwith this paper and canbedownloaded in the
following link (https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6628365), together
with additional raw data65. Further information and requests should be
addressed to the corresponding author.

Code availability
The code used for analysis and presenting the visual and vestibular
stimuli in coordination with electrophyisiological recordings can be
downloaded in the following link: (https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.
6628365)65. Further information and requests should be addressed to
the corresponding author.

References
1. Land, M. F. Eye movements of vertebrates and their relation to eye

form and function. J. Comp. Physiol. A. Neuroethol. Sens. Neural
Behav. Physiol. 201, 195–214 (2015).

2. Baker, R. From genes to behavior in the vestibular system. Otolar-
yngol. Head. Neck Surg. 119, 263–275 (1998).

3. Hardcastle, B. J. & Krapp, H. G. Evolution of biological image sta-
bilization. Curr. Biol. 26, R1010–R1021 (2016).

4. Straka, H., Fritzsch, B. & Glover, J. C. Connecting ears to eye mus-
cles: evolution of a ‘simple’ reflex arc. Brain Behav. Evol. 83,
162–175 (2014).

5. Angelaki, D. E. &Cullen, K. E. Vestibular system: themany facetsof a
multimodal sense. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 31, 125–150 (2008).

6. Wibble, T. & Pansell, T. Vestibular eye movements are heavily
impacted by visual motion and are sensitive to changes in visual
intensities. Invest. Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci. 60, 1021–1027 (2019).

7. Wibble, T., Engström, J. & Pansell, T. Visual and vestibular integra-
tion express summative eye movement responses and reveal
higher visual acceleration sensitivity than previously described.
Investigative Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci. 61, 4–4 (2020).

8. Giolli, R. A., Blanks, R. H. & Lui, F. The accessory optic system: basic
organization with an update on connectivity, neurochemistry, and
function. Prog. Brain Res. 151, 407–440 (2006).

9. Masseck, O. A. & Hoffmann, K. P. Comparative neurobiology of the
optokinetic reflex. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1164, 430–439 (2009).

10. Straka, H. & Baker, R. Vestibular blueprint in early vertebrates. Front.
Neural Circuits 7, 182 (2013).

11. DeAngelis, G. C. & Angelaki, D. E. in The Neural Bases of Multi-
sensory Processes (Taylor & Francis Group, LLC, Boca Raton
(FL), 2012).

12. Fritzsch, B. & Collin, S. P. Dendritic distribution of two populations
of ganglion cells and the retinopetal fibers in the retina of the silver
lamprey (Ichthyomyzon unicuspis). Vis. Neurosci. 4,
533–545 (1990).

13. Fritzsch, B., Sonntag, R., Dubuc, R., Ohta, Y. & Grillner, S. Organi-
zation of the six motor nuclei innervating the ocular muscles in
lamprey. J. Comp. Neurol. 294, 491–506 (1990).

14. Asteriti, S., Grillner, S. & Cangiano, L. A Cambrian origin for verte-
brate rods. Elife https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.07166 (2015).

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-32379-w

Nature Communications |         (2022) 13:4699 16

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6628365
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6628365
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6628365
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.07166


15. Suzuki, D. G. & Grillner, S. The stepwise development of the lam-
prey visual system and its evolutionary implications. Biol. Rev.
Camb. Philos. Soc. 93, 1461–1477 (2018).

16. Rovainen, C. M. Vestibulo-ocular reflexes in the adult sea lamprey.
J. Comp. Physiol. 112, 159–164 (1976).

17. Fritzsch, B. Evolution of the vestibulo-ocular system. Otolaryngol.
Head. Neck Surg. 119, 182–192 (1998).

18. Maklad, A., Reed, C., Johnson, N. S. & Fritzsch, B. Anatomy of the
lamprey ear: morphological evidence for occurrence of horizontal
semicircular ducts in the labyrinth of Petromyzon marinus. J. Anat.
224, 432–446 (2014).

19. Higuchi, S. et al. Inner ear development in cyclostomes and evo-
lution of the vertebrate semicircular canals. Nature 565,
347–350 (2019).

20. Pombal, M. A., Rodicio, M. C. & Anadón, R. Secondary vestibulo-
oculomotor projections in larval sea lamprey: anterior octavomotor
nucleus. J. Comp. Neurol. 372, 568–580 (1996).

21. Saitoh, K., Menard, A. & Grillner, S. Tectal control of locomotion,
steering, and eye movements in lamprey. J. Neurophysiol. 97,
3093–3108 (2007).

22. Kardamakis, A. A., Saitoh, K. & Grillner, S. Tectal microcircuit gen-
erating visual selection commands on gaze-controlling neurons.
Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 112, E1956–E1965 (2015).

23. Kardamakis, A. A., Pérez-Fernández, J. & Grillner, S. Spatiotemporal
interplay between multisensory excitation and recruited inhibition
in the lamprey optic tectum. Elife https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.
16472 (2016).

24. Pérez-Fernández, J., Kardamakis, A. A., Suzuki, D. G., Robertson, B. &
Grillner, S. Direct dopaminergic projections from the SNcmodulate
visuomotor transformation in the lamprey tectum. Neuron 96,
910–924.e5 (2017).

25. Suzuki, D. G., Pérez-Fernández, J., Wibble, T., Kardamakis, A. A. &
Grillner, S. The role of the optic tectum for visually evoked orienting
and evasive movements. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 116,
15272–15281 (2019).

26. Suryanarayana, S. M., Pérez-Fernández, J., Robertson, B. & Grillner,
S. The evolutionary origin of visual and somatosensory repre-
sentation in the vertebrate pallium. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 4,
639–651 (2020).

27. Walls, G. L. The evolutionary history of eye movements. Vis. Res. 2,
69–80 (1962).

28. Ocaña, F. M. et al. The lamprey pallium provides a blueprint of the
mammalian motor projections from cortex. Curr. Biol. 25,
413–423 (2015).

29. de Burlet, H. M. & Versteegh, C. Über bau und funktion des Petro-
myzonlabyrinthes (Mercators tryckeri aktiebolag, 1930).

30. Mathis, A. et al. DeepLabCut: markerless pose estimation of user-
defined body parts with deep learning. Nat. Neurosci. 21,
1281–1289 (2018).

31. González, M. J., Pombal, M. A., Rodicio, M. C. & Anadón, R. Inter-
nuclear neurons of the ocular motor system of the larval sea lam-
prey. J. Comp. Neurol. 401, 1–15 (1998).

32. Pérez-Fernández, J., Stephenson-Jones, M., Suryanarayana, S. M.,
Robertson, B. &Grillner, S. Evolutionarily conserved organization of
the dopaminergic system in lamprey: SNc/VTA afferent and effer-
ent connectivity and D2 receptor expression. J. Comp. Neurol. 522,
3775–3794 (2014).

33. Fukushima, K. The interstitial nucleus of Cajal in the midbrain reti-
cular formation and vertical eye movement. Neurosci. Res. 10,
159–187 (1991).

34. Waespe,W.&Henn,V.Motion information in the vestibularnuclei of
alert monkeys: visual and vestibular input vs. optomotor output.
Prog. Brain Res. 50, 683–693 (1979).

35. Keller, E. & Precht, W. Visual-vestibular responses in vestibular
nuclear neurons in the intact and cerebellectomized, alert cat.
Neuroscience 4, 1599–1613 (1979).

36. Waespe, W. & Henn, V. The velocity response of vestibular nucleus
neurons during vestibular, visual, and combined angular accel-
eration. Exp. Brain Res. 37, 337–347 (1979).

37. Land, M. F. Motion and vision: why animals move their eyes. J.
Comp. Physiol. A 185, 341–352 (1999).

38. Lambert, F. M., Combes, D., Simmers, J. & Straka, H. Gaze stabili-
zationbyefferencecopy signalingwithout sensory feedbackduring
vertebrate locomotion. Curr. Biol. 22, 1649–1658 (2012).

39. Harris, A. J. Eye movements of the dogfish squalus acanthias L. J.
Exp. Biol. 43, 107–130 (1965).

40. Collin, S. P. Scene through the eyes of an apex predator: a com-
parative analysis of the shark visual system. Clin. Exp. Optom. 101,
624–640 (2018).

41. Grillner, S. & Wallén, P. Cellular bases of a vertebrate locomotor
system–steering, intersegmental and segmental co-ordination and
sensory control. Brain Res. Rev. 40, 92–106 (2002).

42. Schairer, J. O. & Bennett, M. V. Changes in gain of the vestibulo-
ocular reflex induced by sinusoidal visual stimulation in goldfish.
Brain Res. 373, 177–181 (1986).

43. Fritzsch, B., Signore, M. & Simeone, A. Otx1 null mutant mice show
partial segregation of sensory epithelia comparable to lamprey
ears. Dev. Genes Evol. 211, 388–396 (2001).

44. Jahan, I., Kersigo, J., Elliott, K. L. & Fritzsch, B. Smoothened over-
expression causes trochlear motoneurons to reroute and innervate
ipsilateral eyes. Cell Tissue Res. 384, 59–72 (2021).

45. Chagnaud,B. P., Engelmann, J., Fritzsch, B., Glover, J. C. &Straka,H.
Sensing external and self-motion with hair cells: a comparison of
the lateral line and vestibular systems from a developmental and
evolutionary perspective. Brain Behav. Evol. 90, 98–116
(2017).

46. van Alphen, B., Winkelman, B. H. & Frens, M. A. Three-dimensional
optokinetic eye movements in the C57BL/6J mouse. Investigative
Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci. 51, 623–630 (2010).

47. Roeser, T. & Baier, H. Visuomotor behaviors in larval zebrafish after
GFP-guided laser ablation of the optic tectum. J. Neurosci. 23,
3726–3734 (2003).

48. Gamlin, P. D. The pretectum: connections and oculomotor-related
roles. Prog. Brain Res. 151, 379–405 (2006).

49. Kubo, F. et al. Functional architecture of an optic flow-responsive
area that drives horizontal eye movements in zebrafish. Neuron 81,
1344–1359 (2014).

50. Capantini, L., von Twickel, A., Robertson, B. & Grillner, S. The pre-
tectal connectome in lamprey. J. Comp. Neurol. 525,
753–772 (2017).

51. Waespe, W. & Henn, V. Neuronal activity in the vestibular nuclei of
the alertmonkey during vestibular andoptokinetic stimulation. Exp.
Brain Res. 27, 523–538 (1977).

52. Ullén, F., Deliagina, T. G., Orlovsky, G. N. & Grillner, S. Visual path-
ways for postural control and negative phototaxis in lamprey. J.
Neurophysiol. 78, 960–976 (1997).

53. Ullén, F., Deliagina, T. G., Orlovsky, G. N. & Grillner, S. Visual
potentiation of vestibular responses in lamprey reticulospinal
neurons. Eur. J. Neurosci. 8, 2298–2307 (1996).

54. Wang, K., Hinz, J., Zhang, Y., Thiele, T. R. & Arrenberg, A. B. Parallel
channels formotion feature extraction in the pretectumand tectum
of larval zebrafish. Cell. Rep. 30, 442–453.e6 (2020).

55. Evans, N. The significance of nystagmus. Eye 3, 816–832 (1989).
56. Rinner, O., Rick, J. M. & Neuhauss, S. C. Contrast sensitivity, spatial

and temporal tuning of the larval zebrafish optokinetic response.
Investigative Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci. 46, 137–142 (2005).

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-32379-w

Nature Communications |         (2022) 13:4699 17

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.16472
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.16472


57. Montarolo, P. G., Precht, W. & Strata, P. Functional organization of
the mechanisms subserving the optokinetic nystagmus in the cat.
Neuroscience 6, 231–246 (1981).

58. Land, M. Eye movements in man and other animals. Vis. Res. 162,
1–7 (2019).

59. Easter, S.S. Jr&Nicola,G.N. Thedevelopment of eyemovements in
the zebrafish (Danio rerio). Dev. Psychobiol. 31, 267–276 (1997).

60. Fernald, R. D. Eye movements in the African cichlid fish,-
Haplochromis burtoni. J. Comp. Physiol. 156, 199–208 (1985).

61. Easter, S. S. Jr Spontaneous eye movements in restrained goldfish.
Vis. Res. 11, 333–342 (1971).

62. Brainard, D. H. & Vision, S. The psychophysics toolbox. Spat. Vis. 10,
433–436 (1997).

63. Pelli, D. G. & Vision, S. The VideoToolbox software for visual psy-
chophysics: transforming numbers into movies. Spat. Vis. 10,
437–442 (1997).

64. Zamaro, E. et al. VOR gain calculation methods in video head
impulse recordings. J. Vestib. Res. 30, 225–234 (2020).

65. Wibble, T., Pansell, T., Grillner, S. & Pérez-Fernández, J. Data and
code for: Conserved subcortical processing in visuo-vestibular
gaze control (Nat. Comm). Zenodo. https://doi.org/10.5281/
zenodo.6628365 (2022).

66. Ryan, L. A., Hart, N. S., Collin, S. P. & Hemmi, J. M. Visual resolution
and contrast sensitivity in two benthic sharks. J. Exp. Biol. 219,
3971–3980 (2016).

Acknowledgements
We thank Professor Abdel El Manira and Dr. Brita Robertson for valuable
comments on themanuscript, Roberto de la Torre for the video camera,
and Roi Carrera Boo for setting up DeepLabCut. This work was sup-
ported by the Swedish Medical Research Council (VR-M-K2013-62X-
03026, VR-M-2015-02816, VR-M-2018-02453 to S.G., and VR-M-2019-
01854 to J.P.-F.), Proyectos I + D + i PID2020-113646GA-I00 funded by
MCIN/AEI/ 10.13039/501100011033 and by “ERDF A way of making
Europe” (to J.P.-F.), the Ramón y Cajal grant RYC2018-024053-I funded
by MCIN/AEI/ 10.13039/501100011033 and by “ESF Investing in your
Future” (to J.P.-F.), Xunta de Galicia (ED431B 2021/04 to J.P.-F.), EU/FP7
Moving Beyond grant ITN-No-316639, European Union Seventh Frame-
work Programme (FP7/2007-2013) under grant agreement no.604102
(HBP), EU/Horizon 2020 no.720270 (HBP SGA1), no. 785907 (HBP SGA2)
and no. 945539 (HBP SGA3) to SG, the CINBIO, the Gösta Fraenckel
Foundation for Medical Research FS-2020:0004 (to T.W.), the Sigvard
and Marianne Bernadotte Research Foundation for Children’s Eye Care,
and the Karolinska Institutet.

Author contributions
T.W. and J.P.-F. conceived the study and designed and carried out the
experiments. S.G. contributed towards the theoretical framework, pro-
vided critical feedback and supplied equipment and materials. T.P.
provided financial support and supervision. J.P.-F. designed the figures
with input from T.W. T.W. and J.P.-F. performed the analysis, interpreted
the results and wrote the manuscript with input from all authors.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary informationTheonline version contains supplementary
material available at
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-32379-w.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to
Juan Pérez-Fernández.

Peer review information Nature Communications thanks Bernd Fritzsch
and the other, anonymous, reviewer(s) for their contribution to the peer
review of this work. Peer reviewer reports are available.

Reprints and permission information is available at
http://www.nature.com/reprints

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as
long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if
changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted
use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright
holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2022

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-32379-w

Nature Communications |         (2022) 13:4699 18

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6628365
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6628365
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-32379-w
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Conserved subcortical processing in visuo-�vestibular gaze control
	Results
	A visuo-vestibular platform to analyze the interaction between VOR and OKR
	Optokinetic responses
	Contribution of the visual and vestibular systems to the integrated motor response
	Low amplitude—low speed
	Low amplitude—high speed
	High amplitude—low speed
	High amplitude—high speed
	Temporal dynamics of visuo-vestibular interaction
	Sources of visual and vestibular inputs to the oculomotor nucleus
	Pretectal and tectal influences on the optokinetic reflex
	The vestibular nuclei receive visual information
	Vestibular nystagmus is also present in lampreys
	Locomotive influences on compensatory movements by corollary discharges

	Discussion
	Methods
	Animals
	VOR eye movement recordings
	Experimental preparation for visuo-vestibular stimulation
	Visuovestibular platform
	Extracellular recordings
	Anatomical tract tracing
	Whole-cell recordings
	Eye and body tracking in a semi-intact preparation
	Yaw platform for nystagmus analysis
	Drug applications
	Image analysis
	Quantification
	Statistics and reproducibility
	Reporting summary

	Data availability
	Code availability
	References
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Additional information




