
eprints@whiterose.ac.uk
https://eprints.whiterose.ac.uk

Universities of Leeds, Sheffield and York

Deposited via The University of Sheffield.

White Rose Research Online URL for this paper:
https://eprints.whiterose.ac.uk/id/eprint/160081/

Version: Published Version

Article:

Buehlmann, C., Mangan, M. and Graham, P. (2020) Multimodal interactions in insect 
navigation. Animal Cognition, 23 (6). pp. 1129-1141. ISSN: 1435-9448 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10071-020-01383-2

Reuse 

This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) licence. This licence 
allows you to distribute, remix, tweak, and build upon the work, even commercially, as long as you credit the 
authors for the original work. More information and the full terms of the licence here: 
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/ 

Takedown 

If you consider content in White Rose Research Online to be in breach of UK law, please notify us by 
emailing eprints@whiterose.ac.uk including the URL of the record and the reason for the withdrawal request. 

mailto:eprints@whiterose.ac.uk
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10071-020-01383-2
https://eprints.whiterose.ac.uk/id/eprint/160081/
https://eprints.whiterose.ac.uk/


Vol.:(0123456789)1 3

Animal Cognition 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10071-020-01383-2

REVIEW

Multimodal interactions in insect navigation

Cornelia Buehlmann1 · Michael Mangan2 · Paul Graham1

Received: 6 November 2019 / Revised: 2 April 2020 / Accepted: 6 April 2020 

© The Author(s) 2020

Abstract

Animals travelling through the world receive input from multiple sensory modalities that could be important for the guidance 

of their journeys. Given the availability of a rich array of cues, from idiothetic information to input from sky compasses and 

visual information through to olfactory and other cues (e.g. gustatory, magnetic, anemotactic or thermal) it is no surprise to 

see multimodality in most aspects of navigation. In this review, we present the current knowledge of multimodal cue use dur-

ing orientation and navigation in insects. Multimodal cue use is adapted to a species’ sensory ecology and shapes navigation 

behaviour both during the learning of environmental cues and when performing complex foraging journeys. The simultane-

ous use of multiple cues is beneficial because it provides redundant navigational information, and in general, multimodality 

increases robustness, accuracy and overall foraging success. We use examples from sensorimotor behaviours in mosquitoes 

and flies as well as from large scale navigation in ants, bees and insects that migrate seasonally over large distances, asking 

at each stage how multiple cues are combined behaviourally and what insects gain from using different modalities.

Keywords Multimodal navigation · Cue integration · Olfaction · Vision · Insects · Ants

Introduction

The world provides a host of information sources for an ani-

mal to use in controlling its behaviour, and we see in the nav-

igation of insects the use of a variety of sensory inputs from 

multiple sensory modalities. Multimodal cue use allows for 

redundant navigation strategies and this can increase robust-

ness, accuracy and overall foraging success. To maximise 

these benefits, we see that the multimodal aspects of sen-

sory systems and navigational strategies are adapted to the 

insects’ specific movement patterns, lifestyle and sensory 

ecology. The purpose of this review is to present the current 

knowledge of multimodal interactions during navigation in 

insects. Thus, we take examples from short-range sensori-

motor orientation behaviours up to large scale navigation, 

asking at each stage how cues are combined, what insects 

gain from different modalities and what we can learn about 

the mechanisms of these multimodal interactions.

Multimodal orientation: lessons 
from mosquitoes, moths and flies

One of the most fundamental orientation behaviours for 

many insects is to locate the source of an odour that may 

indicate food, a mating partner or oviposition site. We 

have all experienced how incredibly good mosquitoes are 

at finding us when we are enjoying a warm summer even-

ing outdoors. When female mosquitoes need a blood meal 

to get proteins for their eggs, they use a combination of 

sensory cues to successfully localise their host. Like other 

insects, mosquitoes are attracted by carbon dioxide natu-

rally exhaled by humans and other animals (Gillies 1980). 

Sensing  CO2 activates a strong attraction to visual objects 

which allows mosquitoes to approach a host and then when 

in closer proximity they eventually confirm a host using ther-

mal cues (van Breugel et al. 2015). This attraction to visual 

objects in the presence of  CO2 is an elegant way for mos-

quitoes to be directed towards potential victims (Fig. 1a). 

Considering the spatial scales over which these cues can 

be detected, the host-seeking behaviours are often triggered 
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sequentially, with the olfactory cues (Zollner et al. 2004) 

sensed from furthest away from the host followed by visual 

cues (Bidlingmayer and Hem 1980) and eventually thermal 

cues detected when very close to the target. Interestingly, 

the sensory modulation in mosquitoes is asymmetric with 

odours modulating vision but not vice versa, potentially 

reflecting the different effective distances of sensory modali-

ties (Vinauger et al. 2019).

Odour-gated attraction to visual cues has also been shown 

in other insects such as hawk moths (Raguso and Willis 

2002) and fruit flies (Fig. 1b). We all know the situation of 

having forgotten a delicious piece of fruit in the kitchen and 

ending up with a less delicious fruit and lots of fruit flies. 

To accurately approach such a decaying piece of fruit, flies 

require the use of both olfactory and visual cues. In general, 

it has been shown that multimodal interactions enhance per-

formance during perception (van Swinderen and Greenspan 

2003; Goyret et al. 2007; Chow and Frye 2008; van Breugel 

and Dickinson 2014) and learning (Rowe 2002; Guo and 

Guo 2005; Reinhard et al. 2006), but more specifically visual 

feedback is needed in flying insects for stabilizing an upwind 

flight (Reiser et al. 2004; Budick et al. 2007), which is a key 

component of plume tracking (Fadamiro et al. 1998; Frye 

et al. 2003). Specifically, the crossmodal interaction works 

because attractive odours enhance the gain of optomotor 

responses during flight (Chow and Frye 2008) and, there-

fore, through more precise flight, it is easier for the fly to 

track the spatial odour gradient (Duistermars and Frye 2010; 

Stewart et al. 2010).

So far, the highlighted studies have focused on flying 

insects and we don’t have the same detailed knowledge 

about similar cue integration in walking insects. It is known 

in walking cockroaches for instance, that plume-following 

behaviour is not enhanced in the presence of visual cues 

(Willis et al. 2011), however, ants do benefit from having 

visual information when following an odour plume, as paths 

Fig. 1  Multimodal orientation and navigation in insects. a Attraction 

to  CO2 exhaled by a host activates a strong attraction to visual cues in 

mosquitoes. Once the mosquito is close to the victim, thermal cues 

emitted by the host are detected and used for the final approach. Here 

and below, the  paths prior to and following sensory stimulation are 

shown as red dashed and red solid lines, respectively. b Drosophila 

flies accurately approach a piece of fruit using both olfactory and 

visual cues. The presence of visual cues enhances the tracking of an 

attractive odour plume. c Ants combine innate (e.g. path integration) 

and learnt navigational strategies to perform long and complex forag-

ing journeys. Idiothetic information, input from sky compasses (e.g. 

position of the sun and the polarised pattern in the sky shown as grey 

dashed lines), terrestrial visual information (e.g. from vegetation), 

prevailing wind direction, and odours emitted by the ants’ nest, dead 

arthropods and the environment (odour plumes shown in black) are 

shown here (colour figure online)
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are straighter with fewer turns (Buehlmann et al. 2020). 

Some differences may be a function of the sensory ecology 

being different for flying and walking insects, who encounter 

different challenges, even for shared orientation strategies. 

Volatile chemical compounds emitted by an odour source 

are dispersed, mixed, and diluted by air movements and form 

filamentous odour plumes with patchy spatiotemporal dis-

tributions of odour packets (Murlis et al. 1992, 2000; Riffell 

et al. 2008). However, the dynamics of olfactory informa-

tion (e.g. the temporal fluctuations) in an odour plume are 

very different at ground level and up in the air (Fackrell and 

Robins 1982; Crimaldi et al. 2002).

Multimodal navigation: lessons from ants 
and bees

While the challenge for some insects is to find a rotten fruit 

or a blood meal, some insects are capable of navigation over 

much larger scales, with ants and bees as the real champions. 

Such social insects are central place foragers and individu-

als become task specialists as expert navigators shuttling 

between their nests and foraging locations to collect food 

for the colony.

Cataglyphis desert ants are an example of one of these 

expert navigators, performing foraging runs of hundreds of 

metres when searching for sparsely distributed dead arthro-

pods in the harsh desert environment (Wehner 1987b; Buehl-

mann et al. 2014; Huber and Knaden 2015). Across ants, the 

use of pheromone trails to recruit and navigate between the 

nest and reliable food locations is a common strategy (Czac-

zkes et al. 2015). However, in addition to, or even instead 

of trail pheromones, many ant species can navigate using 

personal navigational strategies (Wehner et al. 1996; Wehner 

2003, 2008; Collett et al. 2013; Knaden and Graham 2016). 

In this review, we focus on such individually navigating ants 

whose recipe for navigational success is the clever combina-

tion of innate navigational strategies and the learning of key 

features from the environment (Fig. 1c; Wehner 2003, 2008; 

Collett et al. 2013; Knaden and Graham 2016).

One widespread innate navigational strategy is path inte-

gration (PI), where ants keep track of direction (Wehner 

and Mueller 2006) and distance travelled (Wittlinger et al. 

2006) and continually integrate this information such that 

they can travel directly to their nest from any point dur-

ing a foraging journey (Wehner and Srinivasan 2003; Ron-

acher 2008; Collett 2019). This innate strategy allows ants 

to explore the environment while being safely connected to 

the nest and, furthermore, gives foragers the chance to learn 

relevant environmental cues about locations and foraging 

routes. Such learnt information about routes (olfactory cues: 

(Buehlmann et al. 2015; Huber and Knaden 2017), visual 

cues: (Collett et al. 1992; Baader 1996; Kohler and Wehner 

2005; Macquart et al. 2006; Mangan and Webb 2012)) and 

important places (olfactory cues: (Steck et al. 2009), visual 

cues: (Wehner and Raeber 1979; Wehner et al. 1996; Knaden 

and Wehner 2005), tactile cues: (Seidl and Wehner 2006), 

magnetic cues: (Buehlmann et al. 2012a), vibration cues: 

(Buehlmann et al. 2012a), thermal cues: (Kleineidam et al. 

2007)) can come from a range of sensory modalities and is 

essential for successful and accurate navigation.

Bees are fascinating navigators too, travelling up to 

several kilometres when visiting flower patches (Janzen 

1971; Osborne et al. 2008; Pahl et al. 2011; Woodgate et al. 

2016b). Within these foraging patches, we see multimodal-

ity for the successful detection of flowers, with bees using 

a combination of floral cues, such as temperature (Harrap 

et al. 2017), tactile cues (Kevan and Lane 1985), odours 

(Bhagavan and Smith 1997), floral iridescence (Whitney 

et al. 2009), flower pattern (de Ibarra and Vorobyev 2009) or 

colours (Lawson et al. 2017). Loaded with pollen or nectar 

from the flower, bee foragers then navigate back to their hive 

using a combination of path integration (Srinivasan 2015) 

and learnt terrestrial visual cues (see e.g. (Towne et al. 2017; 

Menzel et al. 2019)).

In the following section, we highlight interesting features 

of multimodality within and between the navigational strat-

egies highlighted above. We hope to demonstrate themes 

within insect navigation mechanisms that show how mul-

timodality helps animals adapt to their specific habitat and 

increase robustness to complex dynamic environments.

Multimodality within the insect compass 
system

Idiothetic information alone cannot guide animals over long 

distances (Cheung et al. 2007), as shown by the curved paths 

of humans trying to maintain a straight course in featureless 

environments (Souman et al. 2009) or the failure of wander-

ing spiders to accurately return to a safe place when exter-

nal orientation cues are removed (Seyfarth et al. 1982). To 

compensate for such errors, insects have evolved an array 

of compass systems that allow for more precise orientation, 

as most beautifully demonstrated by the yearly migrations 

of millions of monarch butterflies from their summer feed-

ing grounds in southern Canada to roosting sites in central 

Mexico (Brower 1995) relying on a highly tuned sense of 

direction (Reppert et al. 2010).

Across insects, the most well-studied compass system 

is the highly conserved celestial compass (Fig. 2a; ants: 

(Wehner 1984; Collett and Collett 2000); bees: (Hardie 

1986); wasps: (Ugolini 1987); flies: (Weir and Dickinson 

2012; Giraldo et al. 2018); desert locusts: (Mappes and 

Homberg 2004); monarch butterflies (Merlin et al. 2012); 

dung beetles: (el Jundi et al. 2019)) by which animals track 
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their orientation with respect to the solar or lunar azimuth, 

through both direct visual detection of the light source (sun 

compass: (Wehner and Mueller 2006; Beetz and el Jundi 

2018; Santschi 1911); moon compass (Dacke et al. 2004)), 

or by inference of its position through observation of cor-

related chromatic intensity gradients (diurnal: (Pfeiffer and 

Homberg 2007; el Jundi et al. 2014)), and polarised light 

patterns in the sky (diurnal: (Wehner 1976; Wehner and Lab-

hart 2006; Wehner and Mueller 2006); nocturnal: (Wehner 

and Duelli 1971; Dacke et al. 2003a, b)). Theoretically, the 

insect visual system could derive a celestial compass bearing 

accurate to less than one degree (Gkanias et al. 2019) but as 

the cues constantly move with respect to their observer, due 

to the rotation of the earth, compensation mechanisms are 

required for long-term use (see e.g. (Wehner and Lanfran-

coni 1981; Dyer 1987; Towne and Moscrip 2008)).

Insects can also derive local short-term compasses by 

tracking their orientation relative to visual features in 

their surroundings (Fig. 2b; Lent et al. 2010; Seelig and 

Jayaraman 2015; Buehlmann et al. 2016; Varga and Ritz-

mann 2016; Woodgate et al. 2016a)) and the prevalent 

wind direction (Fig. 2c; Wehner and Duelli 1971; Bell 

and Kramer 1979; Heinzel and Bohm 1989; Wolf and 

Wehner 2000; Mueller and Wehner 2007; Chapman et al. 

2008; Dacke et al. 2019)) most likely detected through the 

Johnson’s organ in the antennae (Wehner and Duelli 1971; 

Gewecke 1974; Dacke et al. 2019).

Furthermore, insects can also track their orientation 

with respect to the Earth’s magnetic field (Fig. 2d; Collett 

and Baron 1994; Guerra et al. 2014; Dreyer et al. 2018; 

Fleischmann et al. 2018)) which is largely stationary, but is 

likely much less accurate than a celestial compass (Mour-

itsen 2018). Insects sense their bearing with respect to 

the magnetic North–South axis either through trophocyte 

cells containing super-paramagentic magnetite that change 

activity relative to an induced magnetic field (Hsu and Li 

1994; Hsu et al. 2007), and/or crypotchrome activity in the 

visual pathways (Gegear et al. 2008; Phillips et al. 2010; 

Reppert et al. 2010).

Finally, despite its inherent susceptibility to accumula-

tive errors, insects can also track their orientation using 

proprioceptive cues derived from leg joint angles, and/or 

Fig. 2  Multimodal compasses in insects. a Insects derive their ori-

entation with respect to the solar and lunar azimuths either through 

direct observation (1.) or indirect measures (2. detection of the con-

trasolar/contralunar azimuth which has the highest degree of polarisa-

tion; 3. measurement of chromatic gradients; 4. sampling the polar-

ised light pattern). b Insects also orient with respect to prominent 

visual features such as the visual panorama (top) or the milky way 

(bottom). Background fisheye images are sampled from dung beetle 

habitats in South Africa and provided by Dr James Foster. c Consist-

ent wind provides a short-term orientation cue known to be used by 

ants and dung beetles. d Insects derive their orientation with respect 

to the Earth’s North–South axis but the sensory pathways remain 

unresolved. e Proprioception tracks changes in animal heading itera-

tively, which is suitable for direction tracking over short durations, for 

instance, changing direction alters haltere orbits. Insect species com-

bine these multimodal and multiscale compasses differently depend-

ing on their navigational need, for example, simple course stabilisa-

tion in dung-beetles, central-place navigation in ants, and long-range 

migration in butterflies
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the halteres (Fig. 2e; Wehner 1992; Kim and Dickinson 

2017)).

Taken as a whole, the evidence above shows the exploi-

tation of a vast range of sensory cues. Insects are able to 

combine these multiscale, multireference, and multimodal 

compasses in different, flexible manners depending on the 

context or particular ecology. For example, dung beetles try-

ing to maintain a straight course away from the crowded 

dung pile, simply minimise any change in sensory input 

across their short journey (el Jundi et al. 2016, 2019; Dacke 

et al. 2019), whereas central place foragers that visit the 

same feeding site over successive days, or migratory insects 

that navigate for long periods per day, use matched filters 

(Wehner 1987a, 1989; Bech et al. 2014; Warrant 2016) to 

derive a robust, time-invariant, geocentric compass. Desert 

ants and dung beetles demonstrate the flexible transfer of ori-

entation information from one modality to another (wind to 

celestial: (Wystrach and Schwarz 2013; Dacke et al. 2019); 

visual to celestial (Schwarz et al. 2017a); between polarisa-

tion and sun compass (Lebhardt and Ronacher 2015)) to 

markedly extend their behavioural capacity. Moreover, mul-

tiple celestial cues can be used simultaneously and when 

cues are experimentally set in conflict, the insects’ headings 

often represent an intermediate direction with different cues 

weighted depending on the relative strength of their input 

(Lebhardt and Ronacher 2014; Wystrach et al. 2014).

How sensory ecology drives the balance 
of cue use

One way of looking at how cues from different modalities 

interact with each other is to look at how different species 

have adapted to their particular habitat or sensory ecology. 

We have seen in the previous section that dung beetles can 

use multiple celestial cues such as the sun, the moon and 

the pattern of polarised light for their straight-line orienta-

tion away from the dung pile. Interestingly, when we look 

at celestial cue use in diurnal and nocturnal beetles experi-

encing different light levels, we find the same orientation 

behaviours in both species, but we see differences in the cue 

weighting (el Jundi et al. 2015), which dynamically allows 

beetles to successfully orient across different environmen-

tal conditions using whatever compass cue is available and 

reliable.

In individually foraging desert ants that don’t use pher-

omone trails, there are interesting interactions between 

path integration and visual guidance that vary with habi-

tat. Closely related desert ant species inhabit similar eco-

logical niches as they are all thermophilic scavengers, but 

their environments can differ fundamentally, with different 

levels of clutter and vegetation, thus, different amounts of 

visual information available for navigation. For instance, 

North African Cataglyphis fortis foragers navigate through 

sparsely vegetated salt pans while Australian Melophorus 

bagoti ants inhabit a densely cluttered habitat. We know 

from both ant species that they use the visual panorama for 

navigation (C. fortis: (Huber and Knaden 2015); M. bagoti: 

(Graham and Cheng 2009a, b)). But unsurprisingly, we see 

that C. fortis ants inhabiting an environment that is poor in 

visual information rely strongly on path integration, while 

M. bagoti ants rely more strongly on terrestrial visual cues 

and show less trust in their PI vector (Buehlmann et al. 

2011). Looking across multiple species, we see a general 

trend that ants were taken from a feeder and released in an 

unfamiliar location follow path integration before starting 

a systematic nest search (Wehner and Srinivasan 1981; 

Schultheiss and Cheng 2011), with the proportion of the 

home vector followed being inversely proportional to the 

typical density of vegetation (Cataglyphis fortis: (Buehl-

mann et al. 2011); Melophorus bagoti: (Narendra 2007b; 

Buehlmann et  al. 2011; Cheng et  al. 2012; Schultheiss 

et al. 2016); Formica japonica: (Fukushi 2001; Fukushi 

and Wehner 2004); Gigantiops destructor: (Beugnon et al. 

2005)). These results indicate that the weighting of differ-

ent navigational strategies differs across species, with ants 

from visually rich habitats relying less heavily on PI (see 

also (Cheung et al. 2012)). Moreover, these species-specific 

behavioural differences are further shaped by the ants’ very 

specific local habitat characteristics. Experiments performed 

with M. bagoti ants reveal that ants from a nest in a highly 

cluttered area relied less strongly on PI when displaced to an 

unfamiliar test field than ants from a more open area (Cheng 

et al. 2012). Hence, a crucial factor in these displacement 

tests is the visual mismatch between the ants’ memorised 

views and the views experienced at the novel location (see 

also (Islam et al. 2020)). Moreover, experienced ants with a 

strong memory of learnt visual scenes along their habitual 

foraging route will experience a higher visual mismatch 

when displaced to a novel location than naïve ants, and thus 

run off a shorter proportion of their home vector when dis-

placed (Schwarz et al. 2017b).

Above we have seen how interactions between path inte-

gration and visual guidance are adaptive and tailored to a 

species’ sensory ecology. We see similar interactions in sys-

tematic nest-search behaviours. If an ant runs off its entire PI 

vector, is captured near its nest entrance and then released 

at a novel location, it will search for the nest (Wehner and 

Srinivasan 1981; Schultheiss and Cheng 2011). Upon 

release, ants from featureless environments will initially 

head in a random direction before producing a search distri-

bution that is symmetrical about the release point (Wehner 

and Srinivasan 1981). Ants that are experienced in visually 

rich environments do not show these random initial direc-

tions when displaced, rather, their bearings are biased in 

the nest-to-feeder direction (Wystrach et al. 2013), i.e. the 
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ants walk opposite to the direction they had just travelled 

(Fig. 3a). Experiments show that it is the recent experience 

of the visual surroundings near the nest that leads to this 

backtracking behaviour (Wystrach et al. 2013; Graham and 

Mangan 2015). In summary, we see adaptive interactions 

between navigational strategies and the nature of these inter-

actions depends on the animals’ sensory ecology as well as 

individual experience.

How insects apply multimodal information

Ants can benefit from the use of multiple navigational cues 

(see above) because in some situations cues act additively in 

determining the ants’ path accuracy (Buehlmann et al. 2020). 

However, in addition to a general improvement in accuracy, 

there are nice examples of more complex interactions in how 

multiple cues interact to control spatial behaviour.

The egocentric nature of path integration means that 

small errors accumulate along a path (Sommer and Wehner 

2004; Merkle et al. 2006). This is why it is so important 

to supplement PI with the learning and use of other cues 

(Knaden and Graham 2016). Thus, at most times in a forag-

er’s life an ant will have PI, as well as learnt environmental 

information, available for guidance between the nest and a 

foraging site. The integration of path integration and vision 

is relatively well studied, and behavioural experiments have 

shown that these cues are used simultaneously, i.e. they are 

redundant navigational strategies that contribute to an ant’s 

heading direction during its journey (Narendra 2007a, b; 

Reid et al. 2011; Collett 2012; Legge et al. 2014) and might 

even be weighted optimally based on their reliability (Vick-

erstaff and Cheung 2010; Legge et al. 2014; Wystrach et al. 

2015). A typical way of looking at such interactions between 

PI and visual guidance is to observe the ants’ behaviour 

when the direction indicated by the path integration system 

is at odds with the information from visual cues. In experi-

ments, creating a subtle conflict between the PI vector and 

the direction indicated by the familiar visual scene usually 

results in ants heading in intermediate, compromise direc-

tions (Fig. 3b; Collett 2012; Wehner et al. 2016)).

Another example of how visual guidance interacts 

with other guidance systems comes from ants walking 

backwards which they do when they have to move a large 

piece of food (Fig. 3c). When moving backwards, ants are 

able to approach their nest either under the control of PI 

(Pfeffer and Wittlinger 2016) or without PI information 

(Ardin et al. 2016), the latter case suggesting guidance 

by familiar visual cues. One notable feature of ants’ paths 

when moving backwards is that they occasionally drop 

their piece of food and perform small loops nearby (Pfeffer 

and Wittlinger 2016). During these loops, familiar visual 

scenes may be experienced that allow the ants to set an 

accurate direction for the route once they reacquire the 

food and resume their journey, albeit with their heading 

being controlled by celestial compass information, not the 

familiar visual scene, whilst moving backwards (Schwarz 

et al. 2017a).

We have these interesting examples of how PI and 

visual guidance influence the behaviour of navigating 

ants, but we can also ask about the role of olfaction in 

individually navigating ants and how odour use interacts 

with other navigational strategies. Following an attractive 

odour plume up to its source (Fig. 1) is a common strategy 

seen in many insects such as flies (Budick and Dickinson 

2006; van Breugel and Dickinson 2014), moths (Baker and 

Kuenen 1982; David et al. 1983; Kennedy 1983; Carde 

and Willis 2008; Willis et al. 2013), cockroaches (Wil-

lis and Avondet 2005) or ants (Wolf and Wehner 2000; 

Buehlmann et al. 2012b, 2014). Desert ants, when search-

ing for perished arthropods, combine a high sensitivity to 

food odours with specific movement patterns that increase 

the time they spend moving crosswind (Buehlmann et al. 

2014). This combination of wind and odour information 

use increases food detection speeds in the harsh Tunisian 

salt pan (Fig. 3d). After discovering a food item, the next 

challenge is to safely return back to the nest where olfac-

tory information can also be useful (Steck et al. 2009). 

Homing C. fortis follow the PI vector back to the close 

vicinity of the nest from where they pinpoint it by walking 

upwind, i.e. they follow a nest-derived  CO2 plume back 

to the nest (Buehlmann et al. 2012b). In homing ants, PI 

overrides olfactory information and ants only respond to 

nest odours when they are close to home, which is crucial, 

as homing ants may pass through multiple  CO2 plumes 

emanating from foreign nests at earlier stages of their 

homeward journey (Buehlmann et al. 2012b). However, 

in the same species, foraging ants heading to a regular 

foraging area always find food odours attractive and thus 

olfactory information overrides PI information about 

feeder locations (Buehlmann et al. 2013). This is a clever 

way of avoiding entering a wrong nest but maximising 

foraging efficiency.

We have seen before that compass information can be 

transferred from one modality to another (e.g. (Dacke et al. 

2019)). In ants, we see additional interactions between the 

visual compass and wind information when they are blown 

away from their familiar route by a sudden gust (Fig. 3e). 

The moment before they are blown away, ants ‘clutch’ on 

the ground to resist the wind and this is the moment they 

compute and store the compass direction of the wind using 

their current heading and the relative direction of the wind 

to their body (Wystrach and Schwarz 2013). If their clutch-

ing behaviour fails, and they are blown away, they can use 

the integrated information to walk back in the direction 
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Fig. 3  Examples of multimodal interactions in navigating ants. a If an 

ant runs off her entire PI vector (1.), is captured near her nest entrance 

and displaced and released at a novel location (2.), she will search for 

the nest. Ants from visually rich environments do not show random 

initial directions, rather, their bearings are biased in the nest-to-feeder 

direction (3.). The recent experience of the visual surroundings near 

the nest leads to this backtracking behaviour. b Ants are trained to 

navigate along a route (shown as arrows) using PI and visual guid-

ance (1.). PI and visual cues are used simultaneously and when infor-

mation from PI and visual guidance are in conflict (2.), ants head in 

intermediate directions (shown in blue). c Ants with a large piece of 

food walk backwards (1.). Occasionally they drop their piece of food 

and perform small loops, allowing familiar visual scenes to correct 

their heading direction (2.). Backwards walking is resumed with their 

updated heading subsequently controlled by celestial compass infor-

mation (3.). d Foraging desert ants combine a high sensitivity to food 

odours with specific movement patterns that increase the time they 

spend moving in crosswind paths and this combination of wind (1.) 

and odour information (2.) increases food detection speeds. e When 

there are strong gusts of wind, ants ‘clutch’ to the ground to resist 

being blown away, and compute and store the compass direction of 

the wind using their current heading and the relative direction of the 

wind to their body (1.) After they are blown away (2.), ants can use 

the integrated information to walk back in the direction opposite to 

the one they had just been blown away (3.). f At the beginning of 

each ants’ foraging career or when the appearance of the world has 

changed (1.), ants start with short excursions in the close vicinity of 

the nest (2.). The characteristically structured elements of these learn-

ing walks are shaped by multiple information sources, such as PI, 

terrestrial visual information, wind direction, or the earth’s magnetic 

field (shown as grey lines in the sky) (colour figure online)
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opposite to the one they had just been displaced (Wystrach 

and Schwarz 2013).

How innate behaviours support learning

In the examples of orientation and navigation above we 

have shown how multimodal interactions shape behaviour. 

Such interactions are also present during the learning of 

environmental cues. The topic of insect learning, in gen-

eral, is discussed elsewhere (e.g. reviewed in (Avargues-

Weber et al. 2011; Giurfa 2013; Perry et al. 2017)) and 

we focus in this section on how innate behaviours shape 

learning for navigation. At the beginning of each forager’s 

career or when the appearance of the world has changed, 

individuals do not immediately perform long foraging 

journeys but implement little excursions in the close vicin-

ity of the nest and these choreographed movements allow 

the learning of key features from the environment (Collett 

and Zeil 2018; Zeil and Fleischmann 2019). These so-

called learning walks or flights are essential to learn infor-

mation required on subsequent foraging journeys (ants: 

(Judd and Collett 1998; Nicholson et al. 1999; Wehner 

et al. 2004; Graham and Collett 2006; Mueller and Wehner 

2010; Stieb et al. 2012; Fleischmann et al. 2016, 2017; 

Grob et al. 2017; Jayatilaka et al. 2018), bees: (Philip-

pides et al. 2013; Degen et al. 2015), wasps: (Collett and 

Lehrer 1993; Stuerzl et al. 2016)). The characteristically 

structured elements of these paths are matched to the ants’ 

visual ecology (Fleischmann et  al. 2017) and are also 

shaped by multiple information sources (Fig. 3f), such as 

PI (Graham et al. 2010; Mueller and Wehner 2010), wind 

direction (Vega Vermehren et al. 2020) or the Earth’s mag-

netic field (Fleischmann et al. 2018).

Innate navigational strategies such as path integration, 

pheromone trails and innate responses to ecologically rel-

evant stimuli can also all facilitate learning (Voss 1967; 

Collett 1998, 2010; Heusser and Wehner 2002; Collett 

et al. 2003; Graham et al. 2003, 2010; Mueller and Weh-

ner 2010; Graham and Wystrach 2016). PI safely connects 

an ant with its nest during a learning walk, but it is also 

essential for longer distance scaffolding. For instance, 

ants using PI in unfamiliar terrain will take consistent 

and direct paths, potentially simplifying the learning of 

visual information along a route (Collett et  al. 2003). 

Importantly, although PI plays an important role in the 

learning of visual information, PI itself involves little or 

no learning (Narendra et al. 2007; Merkle and Wehner 

2009). Moreover, the visual cues can later be retrieved 

and utilised independently of the path integration system 

(Collett et al. 1992, 2001; Kohler and Wehner 2005; Man-

gan and Webb 2012). Another interaction between PI and 

visual learning is the modulation of visual experience via 

walking speed (Buehlmann et al. 2018) where the ants’ 

speed is modulated in a way that might help ants search 

for, utilise or learn environmental information at important 

locations. Therefore, path integration mediated movement 

characteristics might assist ants in adequately learning or 

responding to sensory cues at locations of importance, by 

allowing those other cues to act for a longer period of time 

(see also (Chittka et al. 2009)).

Learning is facilitated by innate strategies but there are 

also synergies between sensory modalities when different 

cue types are being learnt. Ants learning bimodal cues (vis-

ual and olfactory cues presented together) learn faster than 

ants that only have single cues to learn (Steck et al. 2011). 

Interestingly, we see that bimodal landmarks are first learnt 

as their individual components but later stored as a unit. 

That means, although initially the presence of a second sen-

sory cue enhances learning performance of a unimodal cue 

(Steck et al. 2011), the components of the bimodal cue are 

often fused together after several training trials and ants will 

no longer respond accurately to either of the components 

presented alone (Steck et al. 2011; Buehlmann et al. 2020). 

Although this cue binding can be shown to be dynamic and 

depends both on the navigational context and the specific 

information provided by each modality (Buehlmann et al. 

2020).

Conclusions

In this review, we have shown the rich and diverse ways 

that evolution has provided insects with mechanisms for 

orientation and navigation using multimodal information. 

We have seen that multimodal strategies and information 

sources interact in many ways and navigational strategies 

are tuned to the current needs of behaviour and the specific 

sensory ecology. This further confirms that insects, despite 

their small brains, are sophisticated and dynamic in their 

spatial cognition and not in the least simple or robotic.

Funding Cornelia Buehlmann has received funding from the Bio-

technology and Biological Sciences Research Council (Grant Num-

ber: BB/R005036/1). Michael Mangan has received funding from the 

Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council (Grant Number: 

EP/P006094/1). Paul Graham has received funding from the Biotech-

nology and Biological Sciences Research Council (Grant Number: 

BB/R005036/1) and the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research 

Council (Grant Number: EP/P006094/1).

Compliance with ethical standards 

Conflict of interest All three authors have no conflict of interest.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons 

Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, 



Animal Cognition 

1 3

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/.

References

Ardin PB, Mangan M, Webb B (2016) Ant homing ability is not dimin-

ished when traveling backwards. Front Behav Neurosci 10:69

Avargues-Weber A, Deisig N, Giurfa M (2011) Visual cognition in 

social insects. Annu Rev Entomol 56:423–443

Baader AP (1996) The significance of visual landmarks for naviga-

tion of the giant tropical ant, Paraponera clavata (Formicidae, 

Ponerinae). Insect Soc 43:435–450

Baker TC, Kuenen LPS (1982) Pheromone source location by flying 

moths: a supplementary non-anemotactic mechanism. Science 

216:424–426

Bech M, Homberg U, Pfeiffer K (2014) Receptive fields of locust brain 

neurons are matched to polarization patterns of the sky. Curr 

Biol 24:2124–2129

Beetz MJ, el Jundi B (2018) Insect orientation: stay on course with the 

sun. Curr Biol 28:R933–R936

Bell WJ, Kramer E (1979) Search and anemotactic orientation of cock-

roaches. J Insect Physiol 25:631–640

Beugnon G, Lachaud JP, Chagne P (2005) Use of long-term stored 

vector information in the neotropical ant Gigantiops destructor. 

J Insect Behav 18:415–432

Bhagavan S, Smith BH (1997) Olfactory conditioning in the honey 

bee, Apis mellifera: effects of odor intensity. Physiol Behav 

61:107–117

Bidlingmayer WL, Hem DG (1980) The range of visual attraction and 

the effect of competitive visual attractants upon mosquito (Dip-

tera: Culicidae) flight. Bull Entomol Res 70:321–342

Brower LP (1995) Understanding and misunderstanding the migra-

tion of the monarch butterfly (Nymphalidae) in North America: 

1857–1995. J Lepid Soc 49:304–385

Budick SA, Dickinson MH (2006) Free-flight responses of Drosophila 

melanogaster to attractive odors. J Exp Biol 209:3001–3017

Budick SA, Reiser MB, Dickinson MH (2007) The role of visual and 

mechanosensory cues in structuring forward flight in Drosophila 

melanogaster. J Exp Biol 210:4092–4103

Buehlmann C, Cheng K, Wehner R (2011) Vector-based and landmark-

guided navigation in desert ants inhabiting landmark-free and 

landmark-rich environments. J Exp Biol 214:2845–2853

Buehlmann C, Hansson BS, Knaden M (2012a) Desert ants learn vibra-

tion and magnetic landmarks. PLoS ONE 7:e33117

Buehlmann C, Hansson BS, Knaden M (2012b) Path integration con-

trols nest-plume following in desert ants. Curr Biol 22:645–649

Buehlmann C, Hansson BS, Knaden M (2013) Flexible weighing of 

olfactory and vector information in the desert ant Cataglyphis 

fortis. Biol Lett 9:20130070

Buehlmann C, Graham P, Hansson BS, Knaden M (2014) Desert ants 

locate food by combining high sensitivity to food odors with 

extensive crosswind runs. Curr Biol 24:960–964

Buehlmann C, Graham P, Hansson BS, Knaden M (2015) Desert ants 

use olfactory scenes for navigation. Anim Behav 106:99–105

Buehlmann C, Woodgate JL, Collett TS (2016) On the encoding of 

panoramic visual scenes in navigating wood ants. Curr Biol 

26:2022–2027

Buehlmann C, Fernandes ASD, Graham P (2018) The interaction of 

path integration and terrestrial visual cues in navigating desert 

ants: what can we learn from path characteristics? J Exp Biol 

221:jeb167304

Buehlmann C, Aussel A, Graham P (2020) Dynamic multimodal inter-

actions in navigating wood ants: what do path details tell us about 

cue integration? J Exp Biol 223:7

Carde RT, Willis MA (2008) Navigational strategies used by insects to 

find distant wind-borne sources of odor. J Chem Ecol 34:854–866

Chapman JW, Reynolds DR, Mouritsen H, Hill JK, Riley JR, Sivell 

D et al (2008) Wind selection and drift compensation optimize 

migratory pathways in a high-flying moth. Curr Biol 18:514–518

Cheng K, Middleton EJT, Wehner R (2012) Vector-based and land-

mark-guided navigation in desert ants of the same species inhab-

iting landmark-free and landmark-rich environments. J Exp Biol 

215:3169–3174

Cheung A, Zhang S, Stricker C, Srinivasan MV (2007) Animal navi-

gation: the difficulty of moving in a straight line. Biol Cybern 

97:47–61

Cheung A, Hiby L, Narendra A (2012) Ant navigation: fractional use 

of the home vector. PLoS ONE 7:e50451

Chittka L, Skorupski P, Raine NE (2009) Speed–accuracy tradeoffs 

in animal decision making. Trends Ecol Evol 24:400–407

Chow DM, Frye MA (2008) Context-dependent olfactory enhance-

ment of optomotor flight control in Drosophila. J Exp Biol 

211:2478–2485

Collett TS (1998) Rapid navigational learning in insects with a short 

lifespan. Connect Sci 10:255–270

Collett M (2010) How desert ants use a visual landmark for 

guidance along a habitual route. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 

107:11638–11643

Collett M (2012) How navigational guidance systems are combined 

in a desert ant. Curr Biol 22:927–932

Collett T (2019) Path integration: how details of the honeybee wag-

gle dance and the foraging strategies of desert ants might help 

in understanding its mechanisms. J Exp Biol 222:jeb205187

Collett TS, Lehrer M (1993) Looking and learning: a spatial pattern 

in the orientation flight of the wasp Vespula vulgaris. Proc R 

Soc Lond B 252:129–134

Collett TS, Baron J (1994) Biological compasses and the coor-

dinate frame of landmark memories in honeybees. Nature 

368:137–140

Collett M, Collett TS (2000) How do insects use path integration for 

their navigation? Biol Cybern 83:245–259

Collett TS, Zeil J (2018) Insect learning flights and walks. Curr Biol 

28:R984–R988

Collett TS, Dillmann E, Giger A, Wehner R (1992) Visual land-

marks and route following in desert ants. J Comp Physiol A 

170:435–442

Collett TS, Collett M, Wehner R (2001) The guidance of desert ants by 

extended landmarks. J Exp Biol 204:1635–1639

Collett TS, Graham P, Durier V (2003) Route learning by insects. Curr 

Opin Neurobiol 13:718–725

Collett M, Chittka L, Collett T (2013) Spatial memory in insect naviga-

tion. Curr Biol 23:R789–R800

Crimaldi JP, Wiley MB, Koseff JR (2002) The relationship between 

mean and instantaneous structure in turbulent passive scalar 

plumes. J Turbul 3:1–24

Czaczkes TJ, Grueter C, Ratnieks FLW (2015) Trail pheromones: an 

integrative view of their role in social insect colony organization. 

Annu Rev Entomol 60:581–599

Dacke M, Nilsson DE, Scholtz CH, Byrne M, Warrant EJ (2003a) 

Insect orientation to polarized moonlight. Nature 424:33

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 Animal Cognition

1 3

Dacke M, Nordstrom P, Scholtz CH (2003b) Twilight orientation to 

polarised light in the crepuscular dung beetle Scarabaeus zam-

besianus. J Exp Biol 206:1535–1543

Dacke M, Byrne MJ, Scholtz CH, Warrant EJ (2004) Lunar orientation 

in a beetle. Proc R Soc Lond B 271:361–365

Dacke M, Bell ATA, Foster JJ, Baird EJ, Strube-Bloss MF, Byrne MJ 

et al (2019) Multimodal cue integration in the dung beetle com-

pass. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 116:14248–14253

David CT, Kennedy JS, Ludlow AR (1983) Finding of a sex-pheromone 

source by gypsy moths released in the field. Nature 303:804–806

de Ibarra NH, Vorobyev M (2009) Flower patterns are adapted for 

detection by bees. J Comp Physiol A 195:319–323

Degen J, Kirbach A, Reiter L, Lehmann K, Norton P, Storms M et al 

(2015) Exploratory behaviour of honeybees during orientation 

flights. Anim Behav 102:45–57

Dreyer D, Frost B, Mouritsen H, Gunther A, Green K, Whitehouse M 

et al (2018) The earth’s magnetic field and visual landmarks steer 

migratory flight behavior in the nocturnal Australian bogong 

moth. Curr Biol 28:2160–2166

Duistermars BJ, Frye MA (2010) Multisensory integration for odor 

tracking in Drosophila: behavior, circuits, and speculation. Com-

mun Integr Biol 3:31–35

Dyer FC (1987) Memory and sun compensation by honey bees. J Comp 

Physiol A 160:621–633

el Jundi B, Smolka J, Baird E, Byrne MJ, Dacke M (2014) Diurnal 

dung beetles use the intensity gradient and the polarization pat-

tern of the sky for orientation. J Exp Biol 217:2422–2429

el Jundi B, Warrant EJ, Byrne MJ, Khaldy L, Baird E, Smolka J et al 

(2015) Neural coding underlying the cue preference for celestial 

orientation. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 112:11395–11400

el Jundi B, Foster JJ, Khaldy L, Byrne MJ, Dacke M, Baird E (2016) 

A snapshot-based mechanism for celestial orientation. Curr Biol 

26:1456–1462

el Jundi B, Baird E, Byrne MJ, Dacke M (2019) The brain 

behind straight-line orientation in dung beetles. J Exp Biol 

222:jeb192450

Fackrell JE, Robins AG (1982) Concentration fluctuations and fluxes 

in plumes from point sources in a turbulent boundary layer. J 

Fluid Mech 117:1–26

Fadamiro HY, Wyatt TD, Birch MC (1998) Flying beetles respond as 

moths predict: optomotor anemotaxis to pheromone plumes at 

different heights. J Insect Behav 11:549–557

Fleischmann PN, Christian M, Mueller VL, Roessler W, Wehner R 

(2016) Ontogeny of learning walks and the acquisition of land-

mark information in desert ants, Cataglyphis fortis. J Exp Biol 

219:3137–3145

Fleischmann PN, Grob R, Wehner R, Roessler W (2017) Species-spe-

cific differences in the fine structure of learning walk elements 

in Cataglyphis ants. J Exp Biol 220:2426–2435

Fleischmann PN, Grob R, Mueller VL, Wehner R, Roessler W (2018) 

The geomagnetic field is a compass cue in Cataglyphis ant navi-

gation. Curr Biol 28:1440–1444

Frye MA, Tarsitano M, Dickinson MH (2003) Odor localization 

requires visual feedback during free flight in Drosophila mela-

nogaster. J Exp Biol 206:843–855

Fukushi T (2001) Homing in wood ants, Formica japonica: use of the 

skyline panorama. J Exp Biol 204:2063–2072

Fukushi T, Wehner R (2004) Navigation in wood ants Formica 

japonica: context dependent use of landmarks. J Exp Biol 

207:3431–3439

Gegear RJ, Casselman A, Waddell S, Reppert SM (2008) Cryp-

tochrome mediates light-dependent magnetosensitivity in Dros-

ophila. Nature 454:1014–1018

Gewecke M (1974) The antennae of insects as air-current sense organs 

and their relationship to the control of flight. In: Browne BL (ed) 

Experimental analysis of insect behaviour. Springer, Berlin, pp 

100–113

Gillies MT (1980) The role of carbon dioxide in host-finding by 

mosquitoes (Diptera: Culicidae): a review. Bull Entomol Res 

70:525–532

Giraldo YM, Leitch KJ, Ros IG, Warren TL, Weir PT, Dickinson MH 

(2018) Sun navigation requires vompass neurons in Drosophila. 

Curr Biol 28:2845–2852

Giurfa M (2013) Cognition with few neurons: higher-order learning in 

insects. Trends Neurosci 36:285–294

Gkanias E, Risse B, Mangan M, Webb B (2019) From skylight input 

to behavioural output: a computational model of the insect polar-

ised light compass. PLoS Comp Biol 15:e1007123

Goyret J, Markwell PM, Raguso RA (2007) The effect of decoupling 

olfactory and visual stimuli on the foraging behavior of Manduca 

sexta. J Exp Biol 210:1398–1405

Graham P, Collett TS (2006) Bi-directional route learning in wood ants. 

J Exp Biol 209:3677–3684

Graham P, Cheng K (2009a) Ants use the panoramic skyline as a visual 

cue during navigation. Curr Biol 19:R935–R937

Graham P, Cheng K (2009b) Which portion of the natural panorama 

is used for view-based navigation in the Australian desert ant? 

J Comp Physiol A 195:681–689

Graham P, Mangan M (2015) Insect navigation: do ants live in the 

now? J Exp Biol 218:819–823

Graham P, Wystrach A (2016) The emergence of spatial cognition 

in insects. In: Olmstead MC (ed) Animal cognition: princi-

ples, evolution, and development. Nova Science Publishers 

Inc, Hauppauge

Graham P, Fauria K, Collett TS (2003) The influence of beacon-

aiming on the routes of wood ants. J Exp Biol 206:535–541

Graham P, Philippides A, Baddeley B (2010) Animal cogni-

tion: multi-modal interactions in ant learning. Curr Biol 

20:R639–R640

Grob R, Fleischmann PN, Grubel K, Wehner R, Roessler W (2017) The 

role of celestial compass information in Cataglyphis ants during 

learning walks and for neuroplasticity in the central complex and 

mushroom bodies. Front Behav Neurosci 11:226

Guerra PA, Gegear RJ, Reppert SM (2014) A magnetic compass aids 

monarch butterfly migration. Nat Commun 5:4164

Guo FZ, Guo AK (2005) Crossmodal interactions between olfactory 

and visual learning in Drosophila. Science 309:307–310

Hardie RC (1986) The bee’s celestial compass. Nature 323:106–107

Harrap MJM, Rands SA, de Ibarra NH, Whitney HM (2017) The diver-

sity of floral temperature patterns, and their use by pollinators. 

Elife 6:e31262

Heinzel HG, Bohm H (1989) The wind-orientation of walking carrion 

beetles. J Comp Physiol A 164:775–786

Heusser D, Wehner R (2002) The visual centring response in desert 

ants, Cataglyphis fortis. J Exp Biol 205:585–590

Hsu CY, Li CW (1994) Magnetoreception in honeybees. Science 

265:95–97

Hsu CY, Ko FY, Li CW, Fann K, Lue JT (2007) Magnetoreception 

system in honeybees (Apis mellifera). PLoS ONE 2:e395

Huber R, Knaden M (2015) Egocentric and geocentric navigation dur-

ing extremely long foraging paths of desert ants. J Comp Physiol 

A 201:609–616

Huber R, Knaden M (2017) Homing ants get confused when nest cues 

are also route cues. Curr Biol 27:3706–3710

Islam M, Freas CA, Cheng K (2020) Effect of large visual changes on 

the navigation of the nocturnal bull ant, Myrmecia midas. Anim 

Cogn. https ://doi.org/10.1007/s1007 1-020-01377 -0

Janzen DH (1971) Euglossine bees as long-distance pollinators of 

tropical plants. Science 171:203–205

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10071-020-01377-0


Animal Cognition 

1 3

Jayatilaka P, Murray T, Narendra A, Zeil J (2018) The choreography 

of learning walks in the Australian jack jumper ant Myrmecia 

croslandi. J Exp Biol 221:jeb185306

Judd SPD, Collett TS (1998) Multiple stored views and landmark guid-

ance in ants. Nature 392:710–714

Kennedy JS (1983) Zigzagging and casting as a programmed response 

to wind-borne odor: a review. Physiol Entomol 8:109–120

Kevan PG, Lane MA (1985) Flower petal microtexture is a tactile cue 

for bees. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 82:4750–4752

Kim IS, Dickinson MH (2017) Idiothetic path integration in the fruit 

fly Drosophila melanogaster. Curr Biol 27:2227–2238

Kleineidam CJ, Ruchty M, Casero-Montes ZA, Roces F (2007) Ther-

mal radiation as a learned orientation cue in leaf-cutting ants 

(Atta vollenweideri). J Insect Physiol 53:478–487

Knaden M, Wehner R (2005) Nest mark orientation in desert ants Cat-

aglyphis: what does it do to the path integrator? Anim Behav 

70:1349–1354

Knaden M, Graham P (2016) The sensory ecology of ant navigation: 

from natural environments to neural mechanisms. Annu Rev 

Entomol 61:63–76

Kohler M, Wehner R (2005) Idiosyncratic route-based memories in 

desert ants, Melophorus bagoti: how do they interact with path-

integration vectors? Neurobiol Learn Mem 83:1–12

Lawson DA, Whitney HM, Rands SA (2017) Colour as a backup for 

scent in the presence of olfactory noise: testing the efficacy 

backup hypothesis using bumblebees (Bombus terrestris). R Soc 

Open Sci 4:170996

Lebhardt F, Ronacher B (2014) Interactions of the polarization and the 

sun compass in path integration of desert ants. J Comp Physiol 

A 200:711–720

Lebhardt F, Ronacher B (2015) Transfer of directional information 

between the polarization compass and the sun compass in desert 

ants. J Comp Physiol A 201:599–608

Legge ELG, Wystrach A, Spetch ML, Cheng K (2014) Combin-

ing sky and earth: desert ants (Melophorus bagoti) show 

weighted integration of celestial and terrestrial cues. J Exp Biol 

217:4159–4166

Lent DD, Graham P, Collett TS (2010) Image-matching during 

ant navigation occurs through saccade-like body turns con-

trolled by learned visual features. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 

107:16348–16353

Macquart D, Garnier L, Combe M, Beugnon G (2006) Ant navigation 

en route to the goal: signature routes facilitate way-finding of 

Gigantiops destructor. J Comp Physiol A 192:221–234

Mangan M, Webb B (2012) Spontaneous formation of multiple 

routes in individual desert ants (Cataglyphis velox). Behav Ecol 

23:944–954

Mappes M, Homberg U (2004) Behavioral analysis of polarization 

vision in tethered flying locusts. J Comp Physiol A 190:61–68

Menzel R, Tison L, Fischer-Nakai J, Cheeseman J, Balbuena MS, Chen 

XX et al (2019) Guidance of navigating honeybees by learned 

elongated ground structures. Front Behav Neurosci 12:322

Merkle T, Wehner R (2009) Repeated training does not improve the 

path integrator in desert ants. Behav Ecol Sociobiol 63:391–402

Merkle T, Knaden M, Wehner R (2006) Uncertainty about nest posi-

tion influences systematic search strategies in desert ants. J Exp 

Biol 209:3545–3549

Merlin C, Heinze S, Reppert SM (2012) Unraveling navigational strate-

gies in migratory insects. Curr Opin Neurobiol 22:353–361

Mouritsen H (2018) Long-distance navigation and magnetoreception 

in migratory animals. Nature 558:50–59

Mueller M, Wehner R (2007) Wind and sky as compass cues in desert 

ant navigation. Naturwissenschaften 94:589–594

Mueller M, Wehner R (2010) Path integration provides a Scaffold for 

landmark learning in desert ants. Curr Biol 20:1368–1371

Murlis J, Elkinton JS, Carde RT (1992) Odor plumes and how insects 

use them. Annu Rev Entomol 37:505–532

Murlis J, Willis MA, Carde RT (2000) Spatial and temporal structures 

of pheromone plumes in fields and forests. Physiol Entomol 

25:211–222

Narendra A (2007a) Homing strategies of the Australian desert ant 

Melophorus bagoti I. Proportional path-integration takes the ant 

half-way home. J Exp Biol 210:1798–1803

Narendra A (2007b) Homing strategies of the Australian desert ant 

Melophorus bagoti II. Interaction of the path integrator with 

visual cue information. J Exp Biol 210:1804–1812

Narendra A, Si A, Sulikowski D, Cheng K (2007) Learning, retention 

and coding of nest-associated visual cues by the Australian desert 

ant, Melophorus bagoti. Behav Ecol Sociobiol 61:1543–1553

Nicholson DJ, Judd SPD, Cartwright BA, Collett TS (1999) Learning 

walks and landmark guidance in wood ants (Formica rufa). J Exp 

Biol 202:1831–1838

Osborne JL, Martin AP, Carreck NL, Swain JL, Knight ME, Goulson 

D et al (2008) Bumblebee flight distances in relation to the forage 

landscape. J Anim Ecol 77:406–415

Pahl M, Zhu H, Tautz J, Zhang SW (2011) Large scale homing in 

honeybees. PLoS ONE 6:e19669

Perry CJ, Barron AB, Chittka L (2017) The frontiers of insect cogni-

tion. Curr Opin Behav Sci 16:111–118

Pfeffer SE, Wittlinger M (2016) How to find home backwards? Naviga-

tion during rearward homing of Cataglyphis fortis desert ants. J 

Exp Biol 219:2119–2126

Pfeiffer K, Homberg U (2007) Coding of azimuthal directions via time-

compensated combination of celestial compass cues. Curr Biol 

17:960–965

Philippides A, de Ibarra NH, Riabinina O, Collett TS (2013) Bum-

blebee calligraphy: the design and control of flight motifs in 

the learning and return flights of Bombus terrestris. J Exp Biol 

216:1093–1104

Phillips JB, Jorge PE, Muheim R (2010) Light-dependent magnetic 

compass orientation in amphibians and insects: candidate recep-

tors and candidate molecular mechanisms. J R Soc Interface 

7:S241–S256

Raguso RA, Willis MA (2002) Synergy between visual and olfactory 

cues in nectar feeding by naive hawkmoths, Manduca sexta. 

Anim Behav 64:685–695

Reid SF, Narendra A, Hemmi JM, Zeil J (2011) Polarised skylight and 

the landmark panorama provide night-active bull ants with com-

pass information during route following. J Exp Biol 214:363–370

Reinhard J, Srinivasan MV, Zhang SW (2006) Complex memories 

in honeybees: can there be more than two? J Comp Physiol A 

192:409–416

Reiser MB, Humbert JS, Dunlop MJ, Del Vecchio D, Murray RM, 

Dickinson MH et al (2004) Vision as a compensatory mechanism 

for disturbance rejection in upwind flight. In: Proceedings of the 

2004 American Control Conference, vol 1, pp 311–316

Reppert SM, Gegear RJ, Merlin C (2010) Navigational mechanisms 

of migrating monarch butterflies. Trends Neurosci 33:399–406

Riffell JA, Abrell L, Hildebrand JG (2008) Physical processes and real-

time chemical measurement of the insect olfactory environment. 

J Chem Ecol 34:837–853

Ronacher B (2008) Path integration as the basic navigation mechanism 

of the desert ant Cataglyphis fortis (Forel, 1902) (Hymenoptera: 

Formicidae). Myrmecol News 11:53–62

Rowe C (2002) Sound improves visual discrimination learning in avian 

predators. Proc R Soc Lond B 269:1353–1357

Santschi F (1911) Observations et remarques critiques sur le mécan-

isme de l’orientation chez les fourmis. Rev Suisse Zool 

19:303–338



 Animal Cognition

1 3

Schultheiss P, Cheng K (2011) Finding the nest: inbound searching 

behaviour in the Australian desert ant, Melophorus bagoti. Anim 

Behav 81:1031–1038

Schultheiss P, Stannard T, Pereira S, Reynolds AM, Wehner R, Cheng 

K (2016) Similarities and differences in path integration and 

search in two species of desert ants inhabiting a visually rich and 

a visually barren habitat. Behav Ecol Sociobiol 70:1319–1329

Schwarz S, Mangan M, Zeil J, Webb B, Wystrach A (2017a) How ants 

use vision when homing backward. Curr Biol 27:401–407

Schwarz S, Wystrach A, Cheng K (2017b) Ants’ navigation in an unfa-

miliar environment is influenced by their experience of a familiar 

route. Sci Rep 7:14161

Seelig JD, Jayaraman V (2015) Neural dynamics for landmark orienta-

tion and angular path integration. Nature 521:186–191

Seidl T, Wehner R (2006) Visual and tactile learning of ground struc-

tures in desert ants. J Exp Biol 209:3336–3344

Seyfarth EA, Hergenroeder R, Ebbes H, Barth FG (1982) Idiothetic 

orientation of a wandering spider: compensation of detours and 

estimates of goal distance. Behav Ecol Sociobiol 11:139–148

Sommer S, Wehner R (2004) The ant’s estimation of distance travelled: 

experiments with desert ants, Cataglyphis fortis. J Comp Physiol 

A 190:1–6

Souman JL, Frissen I, Sreenivasa MN, Ernst MO (2009) Walking 

straight into circles. Curr Biol 19:1538–1542

Srinivasan MV (2015) Where paths meet and cross: navigation by 

path integration in the desert ant and the honeybee. J Comp 

Physiol A 201:533–546

Steck K, Hansson BS, Knaden M (2009) Smells like home: desert 

ants, Cataglyphis fortis, use olfactory landmarks to pinpoint 

the nest. Front Zool 6:8

Steck K, Hansson BS, Knaden M (2011) Desert ants benefit 

from combining visual and olfactory landmarks. J Exp Biol 

214:1307–1312

Stewart FJ, Baker DA, Webb B (2010) A model of visual-olfactory 

integration for odour localisation in free-flying fruit flies. J Exp 

Biol 213:1886–1900

Stieb SM, Hellwig A, Wehner R, Roessler W (2012) Visual experi-

ence affects both behavioral and neuronal aspects in the indi-

vidual life history of the desert ant Cataglyphis fortis. Dev 

Neurobiol 72:729–742

Stuerzl W, Zeil J, Boeddeker N, Hemmi JM (2016) How wasps 

acquire and use views for homing. Curr Biol 26:470–482

Towne WF, Moscrip H (2008) The connection between land-

scapes and the solar ephemeris in honeybees. J Exp Biol 

211:3729–3736

Towne WF, Ritrovato AE, Esposto A, Brown DF (2017) Honeybees 

use the skyline in orientation. J Exp Biol 220:2476–2485

Ugolini A (1987) Visual information acquired during displacement 

and initial orientation in Polistes gallicus (L.) (Hymenoptera, 

Vespidae). Anim Behav 35:590–595

van Breugel F, Dickinson MH (2014) Plume-tracking behavior of 

flying Drosophila emerges from a set of distinct sensory-motor 

reflexes. Curr Biol 24:274–286

van Breugel F, Riffell J, Fairhall A, Dickinson MH (2015) Mosqui-

toes use vision to associate odor plumes with thermal targets. 

Curr Biol 25:2123–2129

van Swinderen B, Greenspan RJ (2003) Salience modulates 20–30 

Hz brain activity in Drosophila. Nat Neurosci 6:579–586

Varga AG, Ritzmann RE (2016) Cellular basis of head direction and 

contextual cues in the insect brain. Curr Biol 26:1816–1828

Vega Vermehren JA, Buehlmann C, Fernandes SDA, Graham P (2020) 

Multimodal influences on learning walks in desert ants (Catagly-

phis fortis). https ://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.17.04683 9

Vickerstaff RJ, Cheung A (2010) Which coordinate system for mod-

elling path integration? J Theor Biol 263:242–261

Vinauger C, van Breugel F, Locke LT, Tobin KKS, Dickinson MH, 

Fairhall AL et al (2019) Visual-olfactory integration in the 

human disease vector mosquito Aedes aegypti. Curr Biol 

29:2509–2516

Voss C (1967) Uber das Formensehen der roten Waldameise (For-

mica rufa Gruppe). Z Vgl Physiol 55:225–254

Warrant EJ (2016) Sensory matched filters. Curr Biol 26:R976–R980

Wehner R (1976) Polarized-light navigation by insects. Sci Am 

235:106–115

Wehner R (1984) Astronavigation in insects. Annu Rev Entomol 

29:277–298

Wehner R (1987a) Matched filters’—neural models of the external 

world. J Comp Physiol A 161:511–531

Wehner R (1987b) Spatial organization of foraging behavior in indi-

vidually searching desert ants, Cataglyphis (Sahara desert) and 

Ocymyrmex (Namib desert). In: Pasteels JM, Deneubourg JL 

(eds) From individual to collective behavior in social insects. 

Birkhaeuser Verlag, Basel, Boston, pp 15–41

Wehner R (1989) The hymenopteran skylight compass: matched fil-

tering and parallel coding. J Exp Biol 146:63–85

Wehner R (1992) Arthropods. In: Papi F (ed) Animal homing. Chap-

man and Hall, London

Wehner R (2003) Desert ant navigation: how miniature brains solve 

complex tasks. J Comp Physiol A 189:579–588

Wehner R (2008) The desert ant’s navigational toolkit: procedural 

rather than positional knowledge. Navigation 55:101–114

Wehner R, Duelli P (1971) Spatial orientation of desert ants, Cat-

aglyphis bicolor, before sunrise and after sunset. Experientia 

27:1364–1366

Wehner R, Raeber F (1979) Visual spatial memory in desert ant, 

Cataglyphis bicolor (Hymenoptera: Formicidae). Experientia 

35:1569–1571

Wehner R, Lanfranconi B (1981) What do ants know about the 

roation of the sky. Nature 293:731–733

Wehner R, Srinivasan MV (1981) Searching behavior of desert 

ants, genus Cataglyphis (Formicidae, Hymenoptera). J Comp 

Physiol 142:315–338

Wehner R, Srinivasan MV (2003) Path integration in insects. In: 

Jeffrey KJ (ed) The neurobiology of spatial behaviour. Oxford 

University Press, Oxford, pp 9–30

Wehner R, Mueller M (2006) The significance of direct sunlight and 

polarized skylight in the ant’s celestial system of navigation. 

Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 103:12575–12579

Wehner R, Labhart T (2006) Polarisation vision. In: Warrant EJ, 

Nilsson DE (eds) Invertebrate vision. Cambridge University 

Press, Cambridge, pp 291–348

Wehner R, Michel B, Antonsen P (1996) Visual navigation in insects: 

coupling of egocentric and geocentric information. J Exp Biol 

199:129–140

Wehner R, Meier C, Zollikofer C (2004) The ontogeny of foraging 

behaviour in desert ants, Cataglyphis bicolor. Ecol Entomol 

29:240–250

Wehner R, Hoinville T, Cruse H, Cheng K (2016) Steering interme-

diate courses: desert ants combine information from various 

navigational routines. J Comp Physiol A 202:459–472

Weir PT, Dickinson MH (2012) Flying Drosophila orient to sky 

polarization. Curr Biol 22:21–27

Whitney HM, Kolle M, Andrew P, Chittka L, Steiner U, Glover BJ 

(2009) Floral iridescence, produced by diffractive optics, acts 

as a cue for animal pollinators. Science 323:130–133

Willis MA, Avondet JL (2005) Odor-modulated orientation in walk-

ing male cockroaches Periplaneta americana, and the effects 

of odor plumes of different structure. J Exp Biol 208:721–735

Willis MA, Avondet JA, Zheng E (2011) The role of vision in odor-

plume tracking by walking and flying insects. J Exp Biol 

214:4121–4132

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.17.046839


Animal Cognition 

1 3

Willis MA, Ford EA, Avondet JL (2013) Odor tracking flight of male 

Manduca sexta moths along plumes of different cross-sectional 

area. J Comp Physiol A 199:1015–1036

Wittlinger M, Wehner R, Wolf H (2006) The ant odometer: stepping 

on stilts and stumps. Science 312:1965–1967

Wolf H, Wehner R (2000) Pinpointing food sources: olfactory and 

anemotactic orientation in desert ants, Cataglyphis fortis. J 

Exp Biol 203:857–868

Woodgate JL, Buehlmann C, Collett TS (2016a) When navigat-

ing wood ants use the centre of mass of a shape to extract 

directional information from a panoramic skyline. J Exp Biol 

219:1689–1696

Woodgate JL, Makinson JC, Lim KS, Reynolds AM, Chittka L 

(2016b) Life-long radar tracking of bumblebees. PLoS ONE 

11:e0160333

Wystrach A, Schwarz S (2013) Ants use a predictive mechanism 

to compensate for passive displacements by wind. Curr Biol 

23:R1083–R1085

Wystrach A, Schwarz S, Baniel A, Cheng K (2013) Backtracking 

behaviour in lost ants: an additional strategy in their naviga-

tional toolkit. Proc R Soc Lond B 280:20131677

Wystrach A, Schwarz S, Schultheiss P, Baniel A, Cheng K (2014) 

Multiple sources of celestial compass information in the cen-

tral Australian desert ant Melophorus bagoti. J Comp Physiol 

A 200:591–601

Wystrach A, Mangan M, Webb B (2015) Optimal cue integration in 

ants. Proc R Soc Lond B 282:20151484

Zeil J, Fleischmann PN (2019) The learning walks of ants (Hyme-

noptera: Formicidae). Myrmecol News 29:93–110

Zollner GE, Torr SJ, Ammann C, Meixner FX (2004) Dispersion of 

carbon dioxide plumes in African woodland: implications for 

host-finding by tsetse flies. Physiol Entomol 29:381–394

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 

jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


	Multimodal interactions in insect navigation
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Multimodal orientation: lessons from mosquitoes, moths and flies
	Multimodal navigation: lessons from ants and bees
	Multimodality within the insect compass system
	How sensory ecology drives the balance of cue use
	How insects apply multimodal information
	How innate behaviours support learning
	Conclusions
	References


