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Characterisation of visual guidance 
of steering to intercept targets 
following curving trajectories 
using Qualitative Inconsistency 
Detection
Albertha A. M. van Opstal 1, Remy Casanova 1, Frank T. J. M. Zaal 2 & Reinoud J. Bootsma  1*

This study explored the informational variables guiding steering behaviour in a locomotor interception 
task with targets moving along circular trajectories. Using a new method of analysis focussing on the 
temporal co-evolution of steering behaviour and the potential information sources driving it, we set 
out to invalidate reliance on plausible informational candidates. Applied to individual trials rather than 
ensemble averages, this Qualitative Inconsistency Detection (QuID) method revealed that steering 
behaviour was not compatible with reliance on information grounded in any type of change in the 
agent-centred target-heading angle. First-order changes in the environment-centred target’s bearing 
angle could also not adequately account for the variations in behaviour observed under the different 
experimental conditions. Capturing the observed timing of unfolding steering behaviour ultimately 
required a combination of (velocity-based) first-order and (acceleration-based) second-order changes 
in bearing angle. While this result may point to reliance on fractional-order based changes in bearing 
angle, the overall importance of the present findings resides in the demonstration of the necessity 
to break away from the existing practice of trying to fit behaviour into a priori postulated functional 
strategies based on categorical differences between operative heuristic rules or control laws.

Locomotor interception can be observed in many different settings, ranging from a lion chasing a gazelle across 
a plain to a group of kids playing tag in a school yard or a football player running to intercept a pass on a sports 
field. Surprisingly however, notwithstanding a considerable body of work, the question of how we accomplish 
such tasks remains unanswered. Indeed, while it is now widely accepted that locomotor interception is ordinarily 
controlled online, that is, on the basis of currently available  information1–21, the exact way information is used to 
regulate behaviour during locomotor interception is still subject to debate. In the present contribution we build 
on a recently developed method of  analysis3 and demonstrate how it may contribute to empirically settling this 
debate. However, in order to proceed we first need to lay out the foundations of the debate.

Empirical research into the online control of locomotor interception of moving targets has resulted in the 
identification of a set of functional  strategies22–26. Operational differences between such strategies are typically 
characterised by the pertinent angular agent-target relation considered, both in terms of the specific type of angle 
selected (agent-centred or environment-centred) and this angle’s specific time-derivative order relied upon to 
guide behaviour. The latter’s portrayal in the literature furthermore varies as a function of the level of descrip-
tion chosen, focussing either on the heuristics-based desired steady-state behaviour or on the dynamics-based 
underlying mechanism that may bring this desired behavioural state to come about.

Let us illustrate this with some concrete examples, focussing on interception of targets moving in the agent’s 
plane of motion, as in the above-mentioned examples. The angles considered in this situation are the (agent-
centred) target-heading angle β and the (environment-centred) target’s bearing angle θ (see Fig. 1a for defini-
tions). At least three different strategies have been distinguished in this situation. In a classical pursuit strategy 
(heuristically referred to as ZTHA, for zero target-heading angle), the agent continuously seeks to move in the 
current direction of the target, that is, to maintain target-heading angle β at zero. With regard to underlying 

OPEN

1Institute of Movement Sciences, Aix Marseille University, CNRS, Marseille, France. 2Department of 
Human Movement Sciences, University Medical Center Groningen, Groningen, The Netherlands. *email: 
reinoud.bootsma@univ-amu.fr

http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3719-7586
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41598-022-24625-4&domain=pdf


2

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:20246  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-24625-4

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

control, this behaviour has conventionally been instantiated by a steering dynamics based on nulling (i.e., mini-
mising the magnitude) of β27–30. As β =  d0β/dt0, such a strategy may thus be qualified as a β-based zeroth-order 
strategy. In a classical interception strategy (heuristically referred to as CTHA, for constant target-heading angle), 
on the other hand, the agent continuously seeks move so as to maintain target-heading angle β constant at some 
situation-specific non-zero value. In terms of dynamics, this behaviour has conventionally been instantiated by 
nulling the rate of change in β (i.e., nulling  d1β/dt1)1,2,6,7,15,23 and may thus be qualified as a β-based first-order 
strategy. Often confounded with this classical interception  strategy1,2,6,7,15,31–36 is the strategy (heuristically referred 
to as CBA, for constant bearing angle) of seeking to maintain the target’s bearing angle θ constant. This latter 
strategy has conventionally been instantiated by nulling the rate of change in θ (i.e., nulling  d1θ/dt1)3,23 and may 
thus the qualified as a θ-based first-order strategy. We note that when the agent moves faster than the target all 
three of these strategies can result in successful interception. Graphical illustrations of ZTHA, CTHA and CBA 
heuristics typically rely on timestep-based representations to demonstrate the prototypical steady-state locomotor 
paths that they are associated with (see Fig. 1b–d for examples). It is, however, important to bear in mind that 
such illustrations fail to bring out important aspects of real interception behaviour, the most important here 
being their inadequacy to capture the transients towards such steady states that in fact constitute the signatures 
of the underlying dynamics. Indeed, while the steady-state behaviour associated with a given heuristic rule 
(cf. move so as to maintain some desired situation) is merely confirmatory, it is in the (transient) evolution of 
behaviour over time that the operative underlying control mechanism leading the system towards such a steady 
state may reveal itself.

Operationally, studies examining whether observed behaviour was based on a particular locomotor inter-
ception strategy have essentially relied on measures of global correspondence between observed and expected 
behavioural characteristics. In line with the foregoing, the expected behavioural characteristics typically include 
the constancy (steady-state behaviour) that is expected to  emerge31–38, but occasionally have also been extended 
to include transient aspects, as captured by fitting of a dynamical  model1,2,6,7,15,23. In practice, these analyses 
are generally performed on ensemble averages, estimated to best present the global behaviour under a given 
experimental condition.

Figure 1.  (a) Definition of variables in a plan view of an agent moving through an environment containing a 
target moving in the same plane. Instantaneous velocity vectors are represented by arrows (red for agent, brown 
for target). Agent heading ϕ and target bearing θ are defined with respect to an exocentric reference direction 
(dashed blue line). Target-heading angle β is defined by the eccentricity of the target with respect to the agent’s 
direction of locomotion so that β = ϕ − θ. (b, c, and d) Typical timestep-based representations of interception 
heuristics: (b) Zero Target-Heading Angle (ZTHA) or classical pursuit, (c) Constant Target-Heading Angle 
(CTHA) or classical interception, and (d) Constant Bearing Angle (CBA). Note that for an agent following a 
straight-line trajectory, as depicted in (c), not only THA β is constant but BA θ (not depicted) is also constant. 
The straight-line steady-state behaviour therefore does not allow disambiguating β-based and θ-based influences 
on behaviour. With all three examples being based on instantaneous enactment, at each time step, of a given 
heuristic rule, such steady-state representations mask the underlying dynamics characterised by transients 
towards such steady-state behaviour. In this light it is interesting to note that for the kind of target motion 
depicted in (d) a dθ/dt-nulling dynamics would generally not lead to the agent behaviour depicted, as the 
dynamics only drive θ towards constancy and not towards any particular value.



3

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:20246  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-24625-4

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

The general position arising from the above cited studies has been that human locomotor interception relies 
on a first-order strategy, with some discussion remaining on whether it be β-based or θ-based4,5,22,23,37,38. Yet, 
several recent findings suggest that such a categorical classification of locomotor interception behaviour is not 
without problems. Focussing on individual trials rather than ensemble averages has started to reveal a far more 
subtle picture. For instance, interception characteristics related to early systematic influences of zeroth-order 
information were reported for (near) constant speed targets moving along straight  trajectories3–5, while later 
systematic influences of second-order information were reported for targets moving along curved  trajectories3. 
It thus appears that particular experimental conditions may give rise to richer interception behaviour than 
reasoning from categorical differences between interception strategies would lead one to expect. We therefore 
take another approach here. Rather than seeking to distinguish between predefined potential strategies, we take 
a step back and reconsider the empirical starting points for a useful analysis, following the methodological logic 
proposed by Bootsma et al.3 that we will refer to as Qualitative Inconsistency Detection (QuID).

The QuID method starts with acknowledging that online control models of locomotor interception seek to 
capture how an agent modifies its current state on the basis of currently available task-relevant information. For-
mally, this comes down to defining the elements of the general control law da/dt = f (I, a) where a is the current 
state of the agent, I is the current state of the informational variable used in the control of the task and f is the 
function characterizing how current states of a and I determine the required change in a, that is da/dt. Without 
necessitating hypotheses on the specifics of function f other than that informational variable I is being nulled, 
use of informational variable I can be empirically (in)validated by examining whether a change in the direction 
of action variable a observed at some time t is compatible with the direction of drive provided by informational 
variable I at t−Δt, where Δt is a visuomotor delay. For instance, each time that an agent is seen to change loco-
motor direction (e.g., from moving leftward to moving rightward or vice versa), the potential driving role of 
any plausible informational variable can be evaluated by examining its direction of drive a Δt moment earlier. 
Providing a dichotomic answer to the question whether at a particular moment in time a particular informational 
variable could have driven the agent in the correct direction, the evaluation method in fact hunts for qualita-
tive inconsistencies. Detection of a qualitative inconsistency allows ruling out the possibility that the particular 
informational variable considered may have guided the ongoing control process, at least at that point in time. 
Such behavioural event-anchored analysis may furthermore be usefully complemented by an examination of the 
direction and magnitude of drive provided by a particular informational variable over a period of time follow-
ing a behavioural event. Indeed, if an action gives rise to a substantial change in the direction of drive provided 
by a given informational variable without provoking a fitting adaptive action, this also constitutes a qualitative 
inconsistency for this informational variable. In short, the QuID method evaluates reliance on plausible infor-
mational variables to drive behaviour by examining, for each informational variable, whether it systematically 
fulfils two essential requirements: an observable change in direction of the action variable should be proceeded 
by an appropriately oriented information-based drive some time before, and any substantial incongruously 
oriented information-based drive should result in an observable change in direction of action variable a. It is 
important to note that, under the assumption that the same control law applies over a wide range of conditions, 
such qualitative inconsistencies may surface only under specific  conditions3–5,23.

In the present contribution we therefore applied the QuID method to assess the potential role of the zeroth-
order, first-order and second-order time derivatives of target-heading angle β and target’s bearing angle θ over the 
course of each individual interception action in a simulated interception-by-steering  task4,5 with targets moving 
at constant speed along curved (here circular) trajectories. We hypothesised that control of steering would be 
θ-based rather than β-based4,5,23 and that curving target trajectories would elicit a shift from initial reliance on 
first-order  (d1θ/dt1) information to a combination of first- and second-order  (d2θ/dt2) information after around 1 
 s3. As graphically illustrated in Fig. 2, participants moving at 20 m/s were to drive through cylindrical targets that 
could appear at five different initial lateral positions in the environment. Targets moved at 10 m/s initially either 
leftward or rightward following circular trajectories of 20-m or 40-m radius. For global analysis purposes, for 
each of the two target trajectory radii (coded R40 and R20), the experimental conditions were mirror-collapsed 
for initial positions (coded S20, S10, and S0) with target movement direction recoded to inward (IN) and outward 
(OUT), giving rise to 10 collapsed conditions (only OUT motion for S0).

Results
Participants performed well on the task, as attested to by the overall 96.6% success rate. The time from trial onset 
until the moment of contact with the target (i.e., action duration) varied over target trajectory conditions (means 
between 3.86 to 5.80 s). Within each target trajectory condition, however, action duration was quite stable over 
participants and trials (SDs ≤ 0.10 s; see Table 1 for details).

Exemplary trials. We begin our analysis of information sources potentially driving steering behaviour by 
examining four exemplary trials (Fig. 3; the full set of 1680 trials is available online as Supplementary Informa-
tion), focussing on the temporal co-evolution of steering behaviour and potential information sources driving it. 
For each trial (i.e., each panel in Fig. 3), the spatial paths followed by the target and the participant are presented 
in the left graph. Target and participant positions at the onset of the first and second steering actions are marked 
by, respectively, red and green dots. Spatially situating the participant turns in the left graph by horizontal grey 
lines, these turns are temporally situated by the corresponding horizontal lines in right graphs, presenting the 
time evolution (bottom to top) of the participant’s heading direction ϕ (in green), the target-heading angle β (in 
red) and the target’s bearing angle θ (in blue) together with their first-order and second-order time derivatives.

We first focus on the potential driving role of β-based information, starting from dβ/dt information. Figure 3a 
presents an exemplary S20/R20-OUT trial. With the target initially moving in an outward (here rightward) 
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direction, from the onset of the trial onwards angle β opens and a positive dβ/dt signals a rightward drive. As the 
first steering action (lower horizontal line) is indeed rightward, this observed behaviour is therefore compatible 
with it being driven by dβ/dt. This first steering action however rapidly leads angle β to close and thereby dβ/
dt to switch sign. The persistent resulting (now leftward) drive signalled by sign-switched dβ/dt does not lead 
to any corrective leftward steering action for well over 1 s, which is not compatible with dβ/dt-driven steer-
ing. Analogous behaviour is observed in another exemplary trial (Fig. 3b, representing a S20/R40-OUT, here 
leftward, trial): Initially signalling a leftward drive, the (indeed) leftward first steering action again leads dβ/
dt to rapidly switch sign. The persistent resulting (now rightward) drive signalled by sign-switched dβ/dt does 
not lead to any corrective rightward steering action for well over 2 s. The phenomenon can also be observed in 
Fig. 3d, representing a S10/R40-IN trial. In fact, we detected dβ/dt sign-switching within 0.5 s after onset of the 
first steering action in 51.9% of all trials, with its presence being particularly prominent under conditions with 
outward target motion. In 94.1% of all cases the corrective drive signalled by sign-switched dβ/dt information did 
not give rise to a steering action within at least a 1-s period. Overall, this qualitatively inconsistent drive pattern 
disqualifies dβ/dt as the informational variable driving the system. In the light of what follows, it is important 
to note that neither β nor  d2β/dt2 information can replace or supplement dβ/dt information. Indeed, prior to 
the first steering action, β information signals a drive in the direction opposite to that of the upcoming steering 
action in almost all trials with inward target trajectories (e.g., Fig. 3c,d). In almost all trials with outward target 
trajectories, following the first steering action β information signalled a drive in the direction opposite to that of 
the following steering action. The same picture emerges for  d2β/dt2 information that following the first steering 
action generally tended to signal a direction of drive opposite to that subsequently produced, as is observable in 
all four examples presented in Fig. 3.

Contrary to the β-based signals that revealed strong covariation with the ϕ-based signals (particularly obvious 
for the second derivatives), θ-based signals evolved on a considerably slower timescale. As can be seen in the 
exemplary trial of Fig. 3a, from the onset of the trial onward dθ/dt signals a (rightward) direction of drive that is 
compatible with the observed (rightward) direction of the first steering action; the steering action subsequently 

Figure 2.  Initial conditions and target trajectories. The participant’s position at the onset of an experimental 
trial corresponded to the X–Z coordinate system’s (0,0) origin. At that moment in time, a target (represented 
by a black dot) appeared at a lateral position S of − 20, − 10, 0, + 10 or + 20 m, at a constant in-depth distance of 
60 m. From each initial target position, targets could move along two different circular trajectories (20-m and 
40-m radii), either leftward or rightward. The resulting 20 experimental target trajectories were subsequently 
mirror-collapsed, recoding target motion direction to inward or outward. On inward trajectories (pink) the 
target initially moved toward the X = 0 axis corresponding to the participant’s initial movement direction, while 
on outward trajectories (brown) the target initially moved away from this axis. Note that for S = 0 all target 
trajectories were (by definition) outward.

Table 1.  Participants overall Success rate and Action duration (M ± SD) under the (mirror-collapsed) 
experimental target trajectory conditions.

Trajectory code Radius Departure position Direction Success rate (%) Action duration (s)

S20/R20-IN 20 m  ± 20 m Inward 97.0 4.73 ± 0.08 

S20/R40-IN 40 m  ± 20 m Inward 100.0 3.86 ± 0.04 

S10/R20-IN 20 m  ± 10 m Inward 96.4 4.70 ± 0.07 

S10/R40-IN 40 m  ± 10 m Inward 99.4 4.17 ± 0.05 

S0/R20-OUT 20 m 0 m Outward 94.0 4.77 ± 0.07 

S0/R40-OUT 40 m 0 m Outward 99.4 4.66 ± 0.09 

S10/R20-OUT 20 m  ± 10 m Outward 91.1 4.94 ± 0.09 

S10/R40-OUT 40 m  ± 10 m Outward 100.0 5.22 ± 0.10 

S20/R20-OUT 20 m  ± 20 m Outward 90.5 5.16 ± 0.10 

S20/R40-OUT 40 m  ± 20 m Outward 98.2 5.80 ± 0.07 
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leads dθ/dt to evolve gradually, with a sign-switch occurring shortly before the onset of the second steering 
action. Steering behaviour in this trial can thus be understood as being driven by dθ/dt information. While the 
same phenomena are observed for the exemplary trials of Fig. 3b,d, this is not the case for the exemplary trial 
of Fig. 3c. Here, the dθ/dt sign-switching occurs after onset of the second steering action, providing evidence 
against reliance on dθ/dt information at that time. The only informational variable actually capable of providing 
the leftward drive required to explain this trial’s steering behaviour at that time is  d2θ/dt2. Although  d2θ/dt2 also 
provided a drive compatible with the observed steering behaviour for the first steering action, we may not con-
clude that  d2θ/dt2 did in fact adequately account for steering behaviour over the whole trial, as it reveals the same 
rapid sign-switching phenomenon as observed for dβ/dt, signalling a drive in the opposite direction already long 
before the observed second steering event. In the end, and in line with Bootsma et al.’s3 conclusions, the overall 
picture emerging from inspection of the exemplary trials was that participants early on relied on dθ/dt informa-
tion and later on relied on a combination of dθ/dt information and  d2θ/dt2 information. In order to examine the 
generality of these θ-based results, we turn to the event-anchored (i.e., time-locked) analysis of the full dataset.

Steering events. In the curated (21 trials removed) full 1659-trial dataset, we identified 3115 salient steer-
ing actions (corresponding to those marked in the exemplary trials; see Methods section for criteria). This 
amounts to an average of 1.88 steering actions per trial. To pinpoint the timing of onset of the steering actions, 
we binned these events using 0.5-s durations; the first time bin thus contained the steering events observed from 
0 s (trial onset) to 0.5 s, the second from 0.5 s to 1.0 s, etc. As can be seen from Table 2, half (50.8%) of the total 
number of steering events were observed within the first second (i.e., first two 0.5-s bins) after onset of a trial, fol-
lowed by a 1-s period (3rd and 4th bin) with little activity. A second wave of steering events was observed during 
the period from 2 to 4 s (i.e., 5th to 8th 0.5-s bins), after which their number declined to zero.

For each steering event we determined, for each informational variable (here θ, dθ/dt, and  d2θ/dt2) separately, 
whether, at a 100-ms visuomotor  delay3 before its moment of occurrence, the upcoming direction of steering 
(i.e., leftward or rightward) corresponded to the direction of steering signalled by the informational variable. 
Concretely, we determined whether 100 ms before onset of the identified steering action potential informational 
variables θ, dθ/dt, and  d2θ/dt2 correctly signalled this upcoming event. Thus, upcoming negative values of dϕ/
dt (leftward steering) were considered to be correctly signalled by a negative value of the informational variable 
examined and upcoming positive values of dϕ/dt (rightward steering) were considered to be correctly signalled 
by a positive value of the informational variable examined. Applying this procedure to all steering events allowed 
evaluation of the overall capacity of each individual informational variable to correctly drive the full set of steer-
ing events identified.

Figure 4 presents, for each target trajectory condition separately, the cumulative percentage over binned time 
of steering events that could be correctly explained by unique reliance on θ, dθ/dt, or  d2θ/dt2. Using cumulative 
(rather than absolute) percentages allowed avoiding the distortion effects of comparisons between bins with 
many steering events and bins with few steering events. The overall results clearly ruled out unique reliance 
on θ, as it systematically signalled steering in the wrong (i.e., contrary to observed) direction early on for all 
inward-moving target trajectories. Cumulated over all time bins, it never exceeded 60% of correct predictions for 
any target condition. Unique reliance on dθ/dt, on the other hand, correctly predicted the observed direction of 
steering early on, with cumulative percentage correct predictions seen to begin declining from (close to) 100% 
after 1.5 to 2.0 s for the R20 target trajectories and after 3.0 s for the R40 target trajectories. Taking into account 
the plateauing of the number of steering events between 1 and 2 s for the R20 target trajectories and between 1 
and 2.5 s for the R40 conditions, we must conclude that our data only support potential unique reliance on dθ/
dt over the first second of the interceptive actions. Indeed, for steering events occurring after 1 s into the trial, 
only 55.6% were correctly accounted for by reliance on dθ/dt (35.2% for R20 trials, 73.6% for R40 trials). Finally, 

Table 2.  Number of steering events observed over all 1659 retained trials for each of the 10 different target 
trajectory conditions per time bin of 0.5 s duration from the onset of a trial onward.

Time bin 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Bin upper limit 0.5 s 1.0 s 1.5 s 2.0 s 2.5 s 3.0 s 3.5 s 4.0 s 4.5 s 5.0 s 5.5 s 6.0 s

Trajectory code Total

S20/R20-IN 29 104 12 29 118 15 5 4 4 4 0 0 324

S20/R40-IN 20 120 23 5 3 12 51 4 0 0 0 0 238

S10/R20-IN 73 80 1 28 99 27 2 0 6 0 0 0 316

S10/R40-IN 77 89 1 1 1 18 42 33 0 0 0 0 262

S0/R20-OUT 101 61 2 20 67 68 9 4 1 0 0 0 333

S0/R40-OUT 108 54 1 0 1 13 23 70 37 0 0 0 307

S10/R20-OUT 126 40 0 8 58 72 26 4 0 0 0 0 334

S10/R40-OUT 118 49 0 0 0 17 41 59 37 12 0 0 333

S20/R20-OUT 107 59 1 6 55 67 36 2 1 1 0 0 335

S20/R40-OUT 121 45 0 0 5 22 35 56 32 12 5 0 333

Total 880 701 41 97 407 331 270 236 118 29 5 0 3115
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Figure 4.  Cumulative percentage correct predictions over 0.5 s time bins of upcoming steering direction 
signalled a visuomotor delay Δt = 0.1 s earlier by θ (full blue line), dθ/dt (dashed blue line), or  d2θ/dt2 (dotted 
blue line) for each of the 10 experimental target trajectory conditions (see Table 1 for trajectory codes). The 
dark grey line presents the cumulative percentage over (binned) time of the total number of observed steering 
events. Attenuated colours mark (empty) time bins extending beyond the condition’s observed action duration. 
Qualitatively similar results were obtained for Δt = 0.2 s.
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unique reliance on  d2θ/dt2 correctly predicted upcoming direction of steering for all target trajectories over the 
full lengths of the times series.

Discussion
In this contribution we explored the informational variables relied upon to control steering in a locomotor 
interception task with targets following curved trajectories. Contrary to current practice, we did not seek to 
confirm the operation of any of the a priori postulated strategies based on categorical differences between opera-
tive heuristic rules or control laws. Using a new method of analysis focussing on the temporal co-evolution of 
steering behaviour and the potential information sources driving it, we rather set out to invalidate reliance on 
plausible informational candidates. Applied to individual trials rather than ensemble averages, this Qualitative 
Inconsistency Detection (QuID) method allowed ruling out reliance on target-heading angle β-based informa-
tional candidates and pointed to reliance on a (perhaps time-evolving) combination of first- and second-order 
time derivatives of the target’s bearing angle (i.e.,  d1θ/dt1 and  d2θ/dt2). In the following we discuss each of these 
points in more detail.

In line with earlier studies on human interception-by-steering4,5,20,22,37–39, a β-based zeroth-order (ZTHA) 
strategy of target pursuit was clearly not observed. Our results also allowed ruling out the β-based first-order 
(CTHA) strategy of reliance on dβ/dt information. Indeed, especially in the initially outward-moving target 
motion conditions, steering actions were often accompanied by sign switches in dβ/dt (see Fig. 3 for examples), 
with dβ/dt values subsequently remaining in the switched state for long periods at large magnitudes. The finding 
that such prolonged periods of a strong dβ/dt-induced drive to change direction did not lead to compensatory 
steering behaviour rules out dβ/dt-nulling as a feasible option for the control of steering under the present cir-
cular target motion conditions. We note that under uniform rectilinear target motion conditions dβ/dt-nulling 
has also been ruled out as a feasible option for the control of steering, as it cannot explain the sign-switch 
observed during the initial steering action for targets moving outward from an initial position straight-ahead 
of the  participant4,5,23. Under such conditions the outward-moving target immediately creates an opening of the 
β angle, with the agent thus lagging the target. Yet, participants subsequently do not steer so as to adequately 
null this opening (i.e., null dβ/dt); they in fact systematically steer ahead of (i.e., lead) the target, giving rise to 
a sign-switch in both dβ/dt and β. Acknowledging this problem, it has been  suggested37 that a dβ/dt-nulling 
strategy could still be maintained if one introduced the additional constraint of always keeping target-heading 
angle β at a lead value. Interestingly, the present results (e.g., see Fig. 3a) reveal that, under the specific condi-
tions of circular target motion, participants do not systematically steer ahead of (i.e., lead) the target, as β mostly 
continues to lag the target, thereby invalidating the generalisability of such an enhanced dβ/dt-nulling strategy.

Taking a step back, we noted that the QuID plots of Fig. 3 revealed strong (negative) covariation between 
ϕ-based signals and β-based signals (cross correlation of second-order ϕ and β signals: median r = − 0.943, 
IQR = 0.067), while θ-based signals evolved at a much slower timescale (cross correlation of second-order ϕ and 
θ signals: median r =  + 0.711, IQR = 0.146). This is due to the fact that target-heading angle β is directly affected 
by changes in heading direction ϕ, while the target’s bearing angle θ is not. Indeed, when freezing out the effects 
of target motion, it is clear from the graphical definitions depicted in Fig. 1a that β is affected by both agent 
rotation and agent translation while θ is affected only by agent translation. Yet, the apparently parsimonious 
θ-based first-order (CBA) strategy of driving interception behaviour by nulling dθ/dt17,23 did not adequately 
capture the present results either:  d2θ/dt2 information was required to complement dθ/dt information later on, 
after around 1 s into a trial.

The present finding in a velocity-constrained interception-by-steering task of behavioural effects implicating 
reliance on both dθ/dt and  d2θ/dt2 information when targets follow curved trajectories replicates and extends 
our earlier results obtained in a direction-constrained lateral locomotor interception  task3. As in both cases 
explanation of the observed interception behaviour implicates the operation of some kind of combination of 
dθ/dt and  d2θ/dt2 information, one may wonder why, if indeed accessible, interception of curving trajectories 
would not simply fully rely on  d2θ/dt2 information. For the interception of fly balls following trajectories curv-
ing in the sagittal plane, a second-order informational strategy of nulling acceleration of the optical elevation 
angle ε (i.e., nulling  d2ε/dt2) has indeed been  proposed9,11,12,14. Interestingly, however, in the light of the human 
visual system’s low sensitivity to optical  acceleration40–43 reliance on detection of some intermediate form of 
change in optical velocity has been argued to be possible and  sufficient9. Such intermediate forms of change 
could be parsimoniously captured through opening up the space between classical integer-order derivatives by 
considering fractional-order  derivatives3,44–48. In this perspective, interception could be controlled by nulling 
an informational variable dθα/dtα where derivative order α can be any real value, in the present case situated 
between 1 (first-order derivative) and 2 (second-order derivative). To illustrate the feasibility of reliance on such 
a fractional-order derivative of θ, Fig. 5 again presents the four exemplary trials depicted in Fig. 3, but this time 
with a 1.6th-order fractional θ derivative added. As becomes clear from inspection of these new QuID plots, 
in all cases such an intermediate θ derivative correctly predicted the upcoming changes in steering direction 
marked by the horizontal lines. Moreover, it largely eliminated the rapid and prolonged sign-switching observed 
for  d2θ/dt2 following the first steering event. We stress that the choice for an α = 1.6 fractional order derivative 
was made here purely for illustrative purposes. More systematically determining the exact fractional order(s) 
required for fully explaining the behaviours observed under all different target trajectory  conditions3 is beyond 
the scope of the present study.

In the present framework we evaluated the potential of β-based and θ-based informational variables to guide 
locomotor interception behaviour under the assumption that control was grounded in continuously nulling (i.e., 
magnitude minimising) of any such informational variable(s). The analytic method deployed to this effect con-
sisted of hunting for qualitative inconsistencies in the relation between observed and informationally-specified 
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Figure 5.  Modified QuID-plots for the four exemplary trials: (a) P10, Block 3 S20/R20-OUT (rightward), (b) P11, Block 3 S20/R40-OUT (leftward), (c) P7, Block 3 S20/R40-IN (rightward), 
(d) P12, Block 3 S10/R40-IN (leftward). Compared with Fig. 3, the time-evolutions of target-heading angle β related signals have been removed and a 1.6th-order time derivative of the target’s 
bearing angle θ has been added (dotted black) to the θ related signals.
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steering behaviour. Focussing to this end on quintessential changes in steering behaviour (i.e., from initially mov-
ing straight-ahead to moving leftward or rightward and, subsequently, from moving leftward to moving rightward 
or vice versa), the QuID method exploits transient regimes to pin down underlying operative control, by a process 
of elimination. In so doing, it differs fundamentally from methods focussing on steady-state regimes that reason 
on the basis of expected constancy of a particular informational  variable31–38. In this light it is important to real-
ise that online nulling of an informational variable does not necessarily lead to this variable becoming zero at 
some point, that is, to the system attaining a steady state. Indeed, empirical work on interception-by-steering of 
uniformly moving  targets4,5,22,37,38 has revealed that under particular target trajectory conditions β and/or θ may 
become constant, as implicated by CTHA and CBA heuristics, but that under other target trajectory conditions 
interception may still be achieved without this being the case. Interestingly, in the present study with targets fol-
lowing circular trajectories, steering behaviour typically never settled into a clearly visible steady-state regime. 
This persistence of transients in steering behaviour over the course of action can in fact be readily understood 
as directly resulting from the non-uniformity of the target’s motion: for targets following circular trajectories, 
target motion continuously changes direction and thereby incessantly affects the state of informational variables, 
logically leading to continual (information-driven) changes in steering direction. Nevertheless, even without 
ever fully reaching a steady state, the combined dθ/dt and  d2θ/dt2 nulling strategy identified in the present study 
allowed participants to intercept the target on the vast majority of the trials. Inspection of Fig. 5 does reveal that 
the exemplary 1.6th fractional order θ derivative did in fact approach zero in the later stages of action, before 
“blowing up” shortly before  contact38. This latter effect no doubt arises from participants’ exploitation of the 
considerable (2-m radius) physical extent of the target, allowing them to contact the target without precisely 
aiming for its centre all the time.

In the end, the identified strategy of nulling some kind of combination of  d1θ/dt1 and  d2θ/dt2 information, 
that may in fact operate as a single informational variable of fractional-order dθα/dtα with 1 < α < 2, adequately 
captured the observed characteristics of the evolution over time of steering behaviour at the level of the individual 
trials under all curving target trajectory conditions that we tested. In our opinion this extraordinarily power-
ful result, fully compatible with comparable earlier  work3, demonstrates the operational validity of the control 
by online information-nulling framework adopted. Of course, this does not imply that alternative theoretical 
frameworks for understanding trajectory formation in locomotor interception should simply be discarded. 
However, we do believe that we may reasonably argue that, in order to challenge the empirically well supported 
and conceptually  parsimonious8,19,20 online information-nulling framework, alternative frameworks such as the 
model-based  approach49–51 first need to move beyond anecdotal validation of their potential and demonstrate a 
comparably comprehensive explanatory ability of locomotor interception behaviour under varying target motion 
conditions. We note that the (to our knowledge) only locomotor interception study empirically assessing dif-
ferential predictions from online- and model-based control perspectives concluded in favour of online  control20.

Methods
Participants. Fourteen (post)graduate students from Aix-Marseille University (eight men and six women, 
aged 19.6 ± 1.3  years, M ± SD) participated in this experiment. They all had normal or corrected-to-normal 
vision. All participants provided informed consent before participating in the study. The study was approved by 
the French National Ethics Committee for Research in Sports Sciences (CERSTAPS) and conducted according 
to University regulations and the Declaration of Helsinki.

Experimental set-up. The experiment took place in a large virtual reality facility (https:// www. crvm. eu/). 
The setting consisted of four projection surfaces: a 3 × 3-m floor surface and three 4-m high × 3-m wide walls. 
The two sidewalls were set at 90° angles with respect to the front wall. The basic driving simulator, consisting of a 
seat, a set of (here non-operative) pedals, and a steering wheel, was positioned in the middle of the floor surface, 
with the steering wheel at a distance of 1.10 m from the front wall. Stereopsis was ensured with Volfoni® EDGE 
VR 3D Active glasses (120 Hz, 60 Hz per eye). These glasses were equipped with a configuration of reflective 
markers, allowing real-time motion capture of the head by an 8-camera Advanced Realtime Tracking (ART, 
Weilheim, Germany) opto-electronic system. The visual scene was refreshed at 60 Hz, taking into account the 
position and orientation of the participant’s head relative to the virtual environment.

Task and procedure. Using in-house developed software (ICE), we simulated a virtual environment con-
sisting of a large grass-like flat plain, containing both fine and gross texture, bordered by distant mountains. The 
seated participant was instructed that on each trial the goal was to steer the “car” so as to intercept (i.e., drive 
into) a horizontally-moving yellow cylinder (2-m radius, 3-m high). Prior to trial onset, participants moving at 
20 m/s were to align locomotor direction with a yellow line by bringing the centre of the car (i.e., the seat) within 
a maximal lateral distance of 3 cm from the middle of the line, whilst moving in a direction that deviated less 
than 0.1° from the line orientation. Following successful alignment, the yellow line disappeared and a red portal 
appeared 40 m ahead. Participants were instructed to keep their steering wheel centred when moving toward 
the portal, thus steering straight toward it. During that period the steering wheel was deactivated with wheel 
orientation recalibrated to zero, so that when the participant crossed the portal and the target appeared they 
were moving straight ahead with ϕ = 0° and dϕ/dt = 0°/s. A trial ended when the participant drove into the tar-
get’s circumference (successful interception), or when the car’s in-depth (Z-axis) position exceeded the target’s 
in-depth position by 20 m.

Targets moved at 10 m/s along circular trajectories of 20-m or 40-m radius, starting at a constant in-depth 
(Z) distance of 60 m, from five possible lateral (X) departure positions: − 20, − 10, 0, + 10, + 20 m. Targets could 
move either leftward or rightward, giving rise to a total of 2 × 5 × 2 = 20 different target trajectories. The full set of 

https://www.crvm.eu/
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20 target trajectories was presented in a random order in each block of trials. Participants completed six blocks, 
for a total of 120 trials. In order to familiarise them with the environment and steering equipment, participants 
completed a block of 12 training trials in which they were to intercept targets moving along straight trajectories 
before start of the experiment.

Data analysis. Participant position (x, z) and heading angle (ϕ) were sampled at 100 Hz and filtered using 
a fourth-order Butterworth filter with a 4-Hz cut-off frequency. For each individual trial, the presence of any 
salient steering action was determined following a two-criterion inclusion protocol. The first criterion was that 
the agent’s heading angle (ϕ) changed by at least 10° over the course of the trial. The second criterion was 
that at some point, after a minimal 100-ms duration into the trial, the rate of change in heading angle (dϕ/dt) 
exceeded an absolute value of 4°/s. Both criteria were met in 1659 of the total of 1680 trials; 21 trials were thus 
excluded. For each included trial, the time of onset of a steering action was determined by searching backward 
in time from the moment of occurrence of dϕ/dt > 4°/s to the moment that dϕ/dt first exceeded 1°/s for the first 
identified event or 0°/s for later events within the same trial, adding the criterion that the steering direction on 
a subsequent event needed to be opposite to the direction of the previous steering event. Finally, to ensure that 
the observed change in steering direction was sufficiently substantial, we required that heading angle changed at 
least 4° following a change in steering direction. If not, the event was not taken into account. To avoid extreme 
values in the final part of the interception action, we limited the timeframe for our search to maximally 200 ms 
before the moment of interception.

Data availability
All data generated or analysed during this study are included in graphical form in this published article and 
its supplementary information files. The numerical datasets are available from the corresponding author on 
reasonable request.

Received: 14 April 2022; Accepted: 17 November 2022

References
 1. Bastin, J., Craig, C. & Montagne, G. Prospective strategies underlie the control of interceptive actions. Hum. Mov. Sci. 25, 718–732. 

https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. humov. 2006. 04. 001 (2006).
 2. Bastin, J., Jacobs, D. M., Morice, A. H. P., Craig, C. & Montagne, G. Testing the role of expansion in the prospective control of 

locomotion. Exp. Brain Res. 191, 301–312. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00221- 008- 1522-6 (2008).
 3. Bootsma, R. J., Ledouit, S., Casanova, R. & Zaal, F. T. J. M. Fractional-order information in the visual control of lateral locomotor 

interception. J. Exp. Psychol. Hum. Percept. Perform. 42, 517–529. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ xhp00 00162 (2016).
 4. Casanova, R., Ceyte, G. & Bootsma, R. J. Visual guidance of locomotor interception is based on nulling changes in target bearing 

(not egocentric target direction nor target-heading angle). Hum. Mov. Sci. 82, e102929. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. humov. 2022. 
102929 (2022).

 5. Ceyte, G., Casanova, R. & Bootsma, R. J. Reversals in movement direction in locomotor interception of uniformly moving targets. 
Front. Psychol. 12, 562806. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fpsyg. 2021. 562806 (2021).

 6. Chardenon, A., Montagne, G., Laurent, M. & Bootsma, R. J. The perceptual control of goal-directed locomotion: A common control 
architecture for interception and navigation?. Exp. Brain Res. 158, 100–108. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00221- 004- 1880-7 (2004).

 7. Chardenon, A., Montagne, G., Laurent, M. & Bootsma, R. J. A robust solution for dealing with environmental changes in intercept-
ing moving balls. J. Mot. Behav. 37, 52–64. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00221- 005- 0239-z (2005).

 8. Fajen, B. R. Visual Control of Locomotion (Cambridge University Press, 2021). https:// doi. org/ 10. 1017/ 97811 08870 474.
 9. Fink, P. W., Foo, P. S. & Warren, W. H. Catching fly balls in virtual reality: A critical test of the outfielder problem. J. Vis. 9(14), 

1–8. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1167/9. 13. 14 (2009).
 10. McBeath, M. K., Shaffer, D. M. & Kaiser, M. K. How baseball outfielders determine where to run to catch fly balls. Science 268, 

569–573. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ scien ce. 77251 04 (1995).
 11. McLeod, P., Reed, N. & Dienes, Z. How fielders arrive in time to catch the ball. Nature 426, 244–245. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 42624 

4a (2003).
 12. McLeod, P., Reed, N. & Dienes, Z. The generalized optic acceleration cancellation theory of catching. J. Exp. Psychol. Hum. Percept. 

Perform. 32, 139–148. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ 0096- 1523. 32.1. 139 (2006).
 13. Michaels, C. F. & Oudejans, R. R. D. The optics and actions of catching fly balls: Zeroing out optical acceleration. Ecol. Psychol. 4, 

199–222. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1207/ s1532 6969e co0404_1 (1992).
 14. Morice, A. H. P., François, M., Jacobs, D. M. & Montagne, G. Environmental constraints modify the way an interceptive action is 

controlled. Exp. Brain Res. 202, 397–411. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00221- 009- 2147-0 (2010).
 15. Rushton, S. K., Harris, J. M., Lloyd, M. R. & Wann, J. P. Guidance of locomotion on foot uses perceived target location rather than 

optic flow. Curr. Biol. 8, 1191–1194. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0960- 9822(07) 00492-7 (1998).
 16. Rushton, S. K. & Allison, R. S. Biologically-inspired heuristics for human-like walking trajectories toward targets and around 

obstacles. Displays 34, 105–113. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. displa. 2012. 10. 006 (2013).
 17. Wang, W., McBeath, M. K. & Sugar, T. G. Optical angular constancy is maintained as a navigational control strategy when pursuing 

robots moving along complex pathways. J. Vis. 15, 16. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1167/ 15.3. 16 (2015).
 18. Warren, W. H. & Fajen, B. R. Behavioral dynamics of visually guided locomotion. In Coordination: Neural, Behavioral and Social 

Dynamics (eds Fuchs, A. & Jirsa, V.) 45–75 (Springer-Verlag, 2008). https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-3- 540- 74479-5_3.
 19. Warren, W. H. How do animals get about by vision? Visually controlled locomotion and orientation after 50 years. Br. J. Psychol. 

100, 277–281. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1348/ 00071 2609X 414150 (2009).
 20. Zhao, H. & Warren, W. H. On-line and model-based approaches to the visual control of action. Vision Res. 110, 190–202. https:// 

doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. visres. 2014. 10. 008 (2015).
 21. Zhao, H. & Warren, W. H. Intercepting a moving target: On-line or model-based control?. J. Vis. 17, 12. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1167/ 

17. 10. 714 (2017).
 22. Fajen, B. R. & Warren, W. H. Visual guidance of intercepting a moving target on foot. Perception 33, 689–715. https:// doi. org/ 10. 

1068/ p5236 (2004).
 23. Fajen, B. R. & Warren, W. H. Behavioral dynamics of intercepting a moving target. Exp. Brain Res. 180, 303–319. https:// doi. org/ 

10. 1007/ s00221- 007- 0859-6 (2007).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humov.2006.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-008-1522-6
https://doi.org/10.1037/xhp0000162
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humov.2022.102929
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humov.2022.102929
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.562806
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-004-1880-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-005-0239-z
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108870474
https://doi.org/10.1167/9.13.14
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.7725104
https://doi.org/10.1038/426244a
https://doi.org/10.1038/426244a
https://doi.org/10.1037/0096-1523.32.1.139
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15326969eco0404_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-009-2147-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0960-9822(07)00492-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.displa.2012.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1167/15.3.16
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-74479-5_3
https://doi.org/10.1348/000712609X414150
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2014.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2014.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1167/17.10.714
https://doi.org/10.1167/17.10.714
https://doi.org/10.1068/p5236
https://doi.org/10.1068/p5236
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-007-0859-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-007-0859-6


12

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:20246  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-24625-4

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 24. Gonzalez-Bellido, P. T., Fabian, S. T. & Nordström, K. Target detection in insects: Optical, neural and behavioral optimizations. 
Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 41, 122–128. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. conb. 2016. 09. 001 (2016).

 25. Kane, S. A. & Zamani, M. Falcons pursue prey using visual motion cues: New perspectives from animal-borne cameras. J. Exp. 
Biol. 217, 225–234. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1242/ jeb. 092403 (2014).

 26. Pal, S. Dynamics of aerial target pursuit. Eur. Phys. J. Spec. Top. 224, 3295–3309. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1140/ epjst/ e2015- 50084-6 
(2015).

 27. Boeddeker, N. & Egelhaaf, M. Steering a virtual blowfly: Simulation of visual pursuit. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. B 270, 1971–1978. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1098/ rspb. 2003. 2463 (2003).

 28. Haselsteiner, A. F., Gilbert, C. & Wang, Z. J. Tiger beetles pursue prey using a proportional control law with a delay of one half-
stride. J. R. Soc. Interface https:// doi. org/ 10. 1098/ rsif. 2014. 0216 (2014).

 29. Land, M. F. & Collett, T. S. Chasing behaviour of houseflies (Fannia canicularis). J. Comp. Physiol. A 89, 331–357. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ BF006 95351 (1974).

 30. Zhang, S. W., Xiang, W., Zili, L. & Srinivasan, M. V. Visual tracking of moving targets by freely flying honeybees. Vis. Neurosci. 4, 
379–386. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1017/ S0952 52380 00045 82 (1990).

 31. Chardenon, A., Montagne, G., Buekers, M. J. & Laurent, M. The visual control of ball interception during human locomotion. 
Neurosci. Lett. 334, 13–16. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0304- 3940(02) 01000-5 (2002).

 32. Chohan, A., Savelsbergh, G. J. P., van Kampen, P., Wind, M. & Verheul, M. H. G. Postural adjustments and bearing angle use in 
interceptive actions. Exp. Brain Res. 171, 47–55. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00221- 005- 0239-z (2006).

 33. Chohan, A., Verheul, M. H. G., Kampen, P. M. V., Wind, M. & Savelsbergh, G. J. P. Children’s use of the bearing angle in intercep-
tive actions. J. Mot. Behav. 40, 18–28. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3200/ JMBR. 40.1. 18- 28 (2008).

 34. Lenoir, M., Musch, E., Janssens, M., Thiery, E. & Uyttenhove, J. Intercepting moving objects during self-motion. J. Mot. Behav. 31, 
55–67. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00222 89990 96018 91 (1999).

 35. Lenoir, M. et al. Intercepting moving objects during self-motion: Effects of environmental changes. Res. Q. Exerc. Sport 70, 349–360. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 02701 367. 1999. 10608 055 (1999).

 36. Lenoir, M., Musch, E., Thiery, E. & Savelsbergh, G. J. P. Rate of change of angular bearing as the relevant property in a horizontal 
interception task during locomotion. J. Mot. Behav. 34, 385–401. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00222 89020 96019 55 (2002).

 37. Zhao, H., Straub, D. & Rothkopf, C. A. The visual control of interceptive steering: How do people steer a car to intercept a moving 
target?. J. Vis. 19, 11. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1167/ 19. 14. 11 (2019).

 38. Zhao, H., Straub, D. & Rothkopf, C. A. How do people steer a car to intercept a moving target: Interceptions in different environ-
ments point to one strategy. Q. J. Exp. Psychol. 70, 1686–1696. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 17470 21821 10074 80 (2021).

 39. Bastin, J., Fajen, B. R. & Montagne, G. Controlling speed and direction during interception: An affordance-based approach. Exp. 
Brain Res. 201, 763–780. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00221- 009- 2092-y (2010).

 40. Brouwer, A.-M., Brenner, E. & Smeets, J. B. J. Perception of acceleration with short presentation times: Can acceleration be used 
in interception?. Percept. Psychophys. 64, 1160–1168. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3758/ BF031 94764 (2002).

 41. Calderone, J. B. & Kaiser, M. K. Visual acceleration detection: Effect of sign and motion orientation. Percept. Psychophys. 45, 
391–394. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3758/ BF032 10711 (1989).

 42. Werkhoven, P., Snippe, H. P. & Toet, A. Visual processing of optic acceleration. Vision Res. 32, 2313–2329. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 
0042- 6989(92) 90095-Z (1992).

 43. Zaal, F. T. J. M., Bongers, R. M., Pepping, G.-J. & Bootsma, R. J. Base on balls for the Chapman strategy: Reassessing Brouwer, 
Brenner, and Smeets (2002). Atten. Percept. Psychophys. 74, 1488–1498. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3758/ s13414- 012- 0328-6 (2012).

 44. Anastasio, T. J. The fractional-order dynamics of brainstem vestibulo-oculomotor neurons. Biol. Cybern. 72, 69–79. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ BF002 06239 (1994).

 45. Jacobs, D. M., Vaz, D. V. & Michaels, C. F. The learning of visually guided action: An information-space analysis of pole balancing. 
J. Exp. Psychol. Hum. Percept. Perform. 38, 1215–1227. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ a0027 632 (2012).

 46. Lundstrom, B. N., Higgs, M. H., Spain, W. J. & Fairhall, A. L. Fractional differentiation by neocortical pyramidal neurons. Nat. 
Neurosci. 11, 1335–1342. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ nn. 2212 (2008).

 47. Machado, J. T. And I say to myself: “What a fractional world!”. Fract. Calc. Appl. Anal. 14, 635–654. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2478/ s13540- 
011- 0037-1 (2011).

 48. Podlubny, I. Fractional differential equations: an introduction to fractional derivatives, fractional differential equations, to methods of 
their solution and some of their applications. https:// www. scien cedir ect. com/ books eries/ mathe matics- in- scien ce- and- engin eering/ 
vol/ 198/ suppl/C. (Academic press, 1999).

 49. Belousov, B., Neumann, G., Rothkopf, C. A. & Peters, J. R. Catching heuristics are optimal control policies. in Proceedings of the 
30th International Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems 1434–1442, (Curran Associates Inc, 2016) https:// doi. org/ 
10. 5555/ 31570 96. 31572 57

 50. Loomis, J. M. & Beall, A. C. Model-based control of perception/action. In Optic Flow and Beyond (eds Vaina, L. M. et al.) 421–441 
(Springer, Netherlands, 2004). https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-1- 4020- 2092-6_ 19.

 51. Sheikh, A. M. & Dodd, T. J. Prediction-based dynamic target interception using discrete Markov chains. In Analytical and Stochastic 
Modeling Techniques and Applications Vol. 6148 (eds Al-Begain, K. et al.) 339–350 (Springer, Berlin Heidelberg, 2010). https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ 978-3- 642- 13568-2_ 24.

Acknowledgements
We gratefully acknowledge William H. (Bill) Warren’s constructive contribution to this work through extended 
discussions on conceptual and programmatic issues. Bill even made an unpublished dataset (collected by J. M. 
Owen) available to us of participants walking to intercept targets following circular trajectories in the VenLab. 
Although we could unfortunately not exploit this dataset, we continue to draw inspiration from his work.

Author contributions
All authors participated in conceiving the study, A.O. and R.C. realised and implemented the design and ran the 
formal analyses, all authors participated in interpreting the data, A.O., F.Z. and R.B. prepared successive drafts, 
all authors reviewed the manuscript.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1038/ s41598- 022- 24625-4.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2016.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1242/jeb.092403
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2015-50084-6
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2003.2463
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2003.2463
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2014.0216
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00695351
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00695351
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0952523800004582
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3940(02)01000-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-005-0239-z
https://doi.org/10.3200/JMBR.40.1.18-28
https://doi.org/10.1080/00222899909601891
https://doi.org/10.1080/02701367.1999.10608055
https://doi.org/10.1080/00222890209601955
https://doi.org/10.1167/19.14.11
https://doi.org/10.1177/17470218211007480
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-009-2092-y
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03194764
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03210711
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(92)90095-Z
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6989(92)90095-Z
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13414-012-0328-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00206239
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00206239
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0027632
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2212
https://doi.org/10.2478/s13540-011-0037-1
https://doi.org/10.2478/s13540-011-0037-1
https://www.sciencedirect.com/bookseries/mathematics-in-science-and-engineering/vol/198/suppl/C
https://www.sciencedirect.com/bookseries/mathematics-in-science-and-engineering/vol/198/suppl/C
https://doi.org/10.5555/3157096.3157257
https://doi.org/10.5555/3157096.3157257
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-2092-6_19
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-13568-2_24
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-13568-2_24
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-24625-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-24625-4


13

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:20246  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-24625-4

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to R.J.B.

Reprints and permissions information is available at 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 licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence 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 licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

© The Author(s) 2022

www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Characterisation of visual guidance of steering to intercept targets following curving trajectories using Qualitative Inconsistency Detection
	Results
	Exemplary trials. 
	Steering events. 

	Discussion
	Methods
	Participants. 
	Experimental set-up. 
	Task and procedure. 
	Data analysis. 

	References
	Acknowledgements


