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Three macaque monkeys were used in this study to confirm the across-subject consistency of he results.

In PET imaging experiments, those sessions in which subjects showed poor performance and the global count was significantly high or low
were discarded, as explained in the method. Neural activity data without sufficient trials for analysis were excluded.

We tested 2 monkeys for each PET imaging and lbIPS inactivation experiments to study common characteristics in both monkeys

Macaque monkeys are costly and difficult for randomized design. Therefore, we did not used randomized deign in this experiment. Instead,
we focused on the change between pre-lesion and post-lesion/ intact visual field and affected visual field/ before inactivation and during
inactivation. On he other hand, we randomized task condition to prevent subjects to prediction

We did not make a blinded experiment and analysis. Because the differences of the performance of visually guided saccades in the V1 lesion
monkeys between the intact visual field and the affected visual field, between pre-lesion and post-lesion conditions, between before-
inactivation and during-inactivation conditions, were visibly obvious, it was not possible to blindly examine and analyze the performance.

Three macaque monkeys (monkey C, Macaca mulatta, 6.5 kg male; monkey T, Macaca mulatta, 8.4 kg male; monkey U, Macaca
fuscata, female 5.6 kg) were used in this study. The monkeys were purchased from the National Bioresource Project by MEXT
(monkey U) or a domestic breeder (monkeys C and T) in Japan.
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All experimental procedures were performed in accordance with the National Institutes of Health Guidelines for the Care and Use of
Laboratory Animals and Basic Policies for the Conduct of Animals Experiments in Research Institutions by MEXT, Japan, and approved
by the Committee for Animal Experiments at the National Institutes of Natural Sciences, Japan and the Central Research Laboratory
in Hamamatsu Photonics, Hamamatsu, Japan, and the Ethics Committee on Animal Care and Use of RIKEN Center for Life Science
Technologies, Japan.




