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In the original paper performance predicted by the modified topographic model was, due to an author error, erroneously
considered relative to reference sound location rather than to the mean location of reference and target sounds. When this cor-
rection is applied (amended Fig. 3C) there is no longer a difference in performance for outward and inward moving sounds.
Therefore, listeners’ performance in the low-pass condition is consistent either with the two-channel model or the modified
topographic model, rather than with the two-channel model alone as stated in the paper. Behavioural performance in the
broadband and high-pass conditions remains inconsistent with any of the models.
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