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Participants were told that there was a cannon in the middle of ‘ thsspatial - Thus, theta is positively correlated with
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the circle, and a cannonball was released on each trial from the
cannon. The angle of the cannon was unknown to participants.
Participants were asked to move a green shield to the location on
the circle where they predicted the cannonball would be fired to
maximize their chance of blocking the cannonball.
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Participants experienced two statistical contexts which helped
inform their predictions: one in which changes in cannonball
location were persistent (changepoint), and one in which A
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These results suggest that theta is not a direct learning signal as
previously speculated, but rather may play a role in modulating
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