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Introduction Results E3&E4

As a foraging facilitator, Inhibition of return (IOR) must be coded in spatiotopic coordi-

nates. Early reports confirmed this suggestion (e.g., Abrams & Pratt, 2000; Maylor & E3: Gradient distance: MRT
Hockey, 1985; Posner & Cohen, 1984) but recent results have shown that IOR is coded in

both spatiotopic and retinotopic reference frames (e.g., Pertzov et al., 2010; Hilchey et
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al., 2012; Mathot & Theeuwes, 2010; Kruger & Hunt, 2012). The present study was de-
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