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1. Introduction
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2. Experiment 1
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Fig. 1. Stimuli and procedure used in a spatial Fig. 2. Means and standard errors of RT
perspective taking task (Experiment 1, 2, and 4). data in Experiment 1 and 2.
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3. Experiment 2
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4. Comparison between Experiment 1 and 2
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5. Experiment 3
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6. Experiment 4
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7. General discussion
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