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Supplementary Material
Experiment 2, Results
Table S1 
Percentage Error by condition and demographic characteristics of 13 participants from Experiment 2 included under pre-registered exclusion criteria but excluded under stricter criteria for reported analysis. 
	
	
	
	Percentage Error


	Group /     Participant
	Gender
	Age
	Self-
Con
	Self-
Incon
	Other-Con
	Other-Incon

	Avatar
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  60
	male
	43
	13
	42
	17
	17

	  73
	male
	23
	13
	17
	4
	46

	Arrow
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	Female
	57
	100
	50
	4
	0

	  5
	Female
	36
	13
	100
	0
	0

	  25
	Male
	20
	100
	50
	4
	0

	  30
	Male
	21
	0
	75
	0
	8

	  32
	Female
	45
	0
	100
	4
	4

	  40
	Female
	37
	4
	96
	8
	13

	  48
	Female
	38
	21
	46
	21
	8

	  57
	Male
	23
	4
	8
	13
	79

	  80
	Male
	29
	4
	100
	4
	0

	  83
	Male
	26
	4
	92
	0
	29

	  88
	Male
	26
	0
	54
	0
	29


Note:  Con: consistent; Incon: inconsistent
Data presented in Table S1 illustrates how the pre-registered exclusion criterion based on overall error rate (PE > 30) missed a number of participants that had very high levels of errors in one or more cells of the design that would indicate either misunderstanding of the task and/or deliberate stereotyped responding strategies.  Data from the 13 participants reported in Table S1 were omitted from the analyses reported in the manuscript.  
For transparency, results of the statistical analyses repeated with these 13 participants included are presented below, with effective sample sizes.  Symbols designate whether these analyses yield effects that are statistically significant but not present in the manuscript (+), absent but present in the manuscript (-), or identical statistical decision (=).  Note that the sample size for the Response Time analysis was smaller due to missing data for 5 participants that made 100% errors for one cell of the design.
Percentage Error analysis (N = 83)
ANOVA: 3-way mixed ANOVA: Directional Stimulus (b/s) x Perspective (w/s) x Simulus (w/s)
= Main effect of Consistency, F(1, 81) = 40.84, p < .001, ηp2 = .335
+ Main effect of Perspective, F(1, 81) = 9.72, p = .003, ηp2 = .107
+ Main effect of Directional Stimulus, F(1, 81) = 8.41, p = .005, ηp2 = .094

+ Consistency x Directional Stimulus, F(1, 81) = 6.80, p = .011, ηp2 = .077 
= Consistency x Perspective, F(1, 81) = 1.52, p = .221, ηp2 = .018
+ Perspective x Directional Stimulus, F(1, 81) = 5.34, p = .023, ηp2 = .062 

= Consistency x Perspective x Directional Stimulus, F(1, 81) = 2.11, p = .150, ηp2 = .025

t-tests examining Consistency effect at levels of Perspective, and Stimulus
during ‘other’ Perspective trials (egocentric intrusions):
= avatar stimuli, 6 points, t(42) = 3.57, p = .001
= arrow stimuli, 10 points, t(39) = 4.32, p < .001

during ‘self’ Perspective trials (altercentric intrusions): 
= avatar stimuli, 6 points, t(42) = 3.87, p < .001
= arrow stimuli, 18 points, t(39) = 3.31, p = .002

Response Time analysis (N = 78)
ANOVA: 3-way mixed ANOVA: Directional Stimulus (b/s) x Perspective (w/s) x Simulus (w/s)
= Main effect of Consistency, F(1, 76) = 19.29, p < .001, ηp2 = .202
= Main effect of Perspective, F(1, 76) = 1.00, p = .321, ηp2 = .013
= Main effect of Stimulus, F(1, 76) = 2.83, p = .097, ηp2 = .036

= Consistency x Stimulus, F(1, 76) = 1.88, p = .175, ηp2 = .024
- Consistency x Perspective, F(1, 76) = 2.68, p = .106, ηp2 = .034
= Perspective x Stimulus, F(1, 76) = 8.13, p = .006, ηp2 = .097

= Consistency x Perspective x Stimulus, F(1, 76) = 0.63, p = .431, ηp2 = .008
	t-tests examining Consistency effect at levels of Perspective, and Stimulus
during “other” trials (egocentric intrusions):
= avatar stimuli, Mdiff = 33ms, t(42) = 3.51, p = .001
= arrow stimuli, Mdiff = 41ms, t(34) = 2.32, p = .027 

during “self” trials (altercentric intrusions): 
= avatar stimuli, Mdiff = 4ms, t(42) = 0.57, p = .569
+ arrow stimuli, Mdiff = 31ms, t(34) = 2.15, p = .038


Experiment 3, Results

Table S2
Percentage Error by condition and demographic characteristics of 6 participants from Experiment 3 included under pre-registered exclusion criteria but excluded under stricter criteria for reported analysis. 
	
	
	
	Percentage Error


	Group /       Participant
	Gender
	Age
	Self-
Con
	Self-
Incon
	Other-Con
	Other-Incon

	Original
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  42
	female
	38
	79
	46
	4
	4

	  67
	Male
	67
	96
	67
	0
	21

	Modified
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  3
	female
	25
	96
	67
	8
	17

	  40
	female
	41
	4
	8
	4
	96

	  53
	Male
	34
	100
	58
	4
	4

	  74
	Male
	40
	37
	46
	8
	50


Note:  Con: consistent; Incon: inconsistent
Data presented in Table S2 illustrates how the pre-registered exclusion criterion based on overall error rate (PE > 30) also missed a number of participants from Experiment 3 that likely either misunderstood the task and/or adopted deliberate stereotyped responding strategies.  Data from the 6 participants reported in Table S2 were omitted from the analyses reported in the manuscript.  
For transparency, results of the statistical analyses repeated with these 6 participants included are presented below, with effective sample sizes.  Note that the sample size for the Response Time analysis was smaller due to missing data for one participant that made 100% errors for one cell of the design.
Percentage Error analysis (N = 85)
	ANOVA: 2-way mixed ANOVA: Consistency (w/s) x Version (w/s)
= Main effect of Consistency, F(1, 83) = 5.31, p = .024, ηp2 = .060
= Main effect of Version, F(1, 83) = 0.001, p = .972, ηp2 = .000
= Consistency x Version, F(1, 83) = 0.59, p = .443, ηp2 = .007 
	t-tests examining Consistency effect for self-perspective (altercentric intrusions) at levels of Version:
= original version, Mdiff = 4 points, t(42) = 2.18, p = .035
- modified version, Mdiff = 2 points, t(41) = 1.08, p = .287
Response Time analysis (N = 84)
	ANOVA: 2-way mixed ANOVA: Consistency (w/s) x Version (w/s)
= Main effect of Consistency, F(1, 82) = 14.85, p < .001, ηp2 = .153
= Main effect of version, F(1, 82) = 39.14, p ,.001, ηp2 = .323 
= Interaction Consistency x Version, F(1, 82) = 25.90, p < .001, ηp2 = .240 
	t-tests examining Consistency effect for self-perspective (altercentric intrusions) at levels of Version:
= original version, Mdiff = 77 ms, t(42) = 5.52, p < .001
= modified version, Mdiff = - 11 ms, t(40) = 1.08, p = .286


Bayes Factors
Table S3
Bayes Factors, calculated using JASP version 0.18.3 with default settings, for one-tailed paired t-tests assessing altercentric intrusion effects (self-perspective: consistent < inconsistent) for all analyses by Experiment, Condition, and DV
	
	BF0-

	Experiment / Comparison
	RT
	PE

	Experiment 1
	   0.179
	  0.011

	  
	
	

	Experiment 2
	
	

	  avatar
	   2.941
	  0.014

	  arrow
	   2.509
	  0.006

	  
	
	

	Experiment 3
	
	

	  modified
	   9.621
	  0.050

	  original
	< 0.001
	  0.002

	  
	
	

	Experiment 4
	
	

	  mixed
	   2.672
	  0.102

	  self-only
	 10.685
	12.656



