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Adults’ cognitive processing of children’s TOM
behavior: How do mothers understand
their children’s mind?

Osaka Shoin Women’s University

Haruo KIKUNO

ABSTRACT

It was examined in this study how mothers processing information of TOM behavior
that is a sign of children’s mind and clarified the mechanism of mother’s meta—TOM.
Participants were classified into two groups that are High—cognition and Low—cognition
group and then their cognition of children’s TOM behavior were examined. The results
showed that participants in High—cognition group had a lot of attention to TOM behavior
on body more than those in Low—cognition group. These results were discussed based on
visual information processing superiority assumption and body’s information processing
superiority assumption.

Key words: sign of mind, theory of mind, visual information processing superiority ass
umption, multiple body's information processing superiority assumption
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