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* During the search phase, the cone’s orientation was rotated by 0°, 90° or (dotted line in Fig).
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180° relative to the view of the learning phase. Thus, although

Top row: Participants’ estimates of ‘home’. Columns indicate the difference in the viewing direction between the learning and search phase (0, 90 or 180°). Middle row:
data replotted in a coordinate frame where the viewing direction of interval 1 is north (red arrow). Black dashed arrows show the viewing direction in the search phase.

Bottom row: Data replotted in a coordinate frame dependent on participants’ path (see Box below).
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The best account for the errors depends on the path
participants took to get to the target.
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