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DiCarlo et al (1996)
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Electrode
Visual
cortex ~ Three successive slices are shown. Penetration traces
7% were labeled fluorescent dye. In A, the electrode was
24 LED advanced 1 mm, then drawn back 500 um. Thus the

labeled track was longer than other tracks (B, C) where
only 500 um advanced. In all three cases, single unit

2R (% LA R was recorded at the site where marking was
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Spikes recorded in penetration A
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Penetration A

Fluorescent Bright field
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The Electrode track and the marking were clearly visible for both fluorescent and bright field
imaging. Electrolytic deposition would be accompanied by large deposition of the dye. Nissl
stain image shows relatively small damage due to the marking.
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