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Evaluating the possible relationship between the
maternal emotional intelligence and children’s theory
of mind

Background and aim:the close and efficientmother-childinteraction iS  Akram Ghorbali*

shown to result in the proper formation of the child’s psychological M.A., Tehran University.

characteristics. Child’s theory of mind (TOM) is one of his/her abilitites = Mohammad Ali Besharat

receiving influence within this relationship. This ability is suggested to be  PhD., Professor of Psychology in

partly determined by the maternal emotional intelligence. The purpose of ~ Tehran University.

this study was to investigate the relationship between the maternal emotional

intelligence and children’s TOM. Methods: a total of 189 chilren aged 4-5

years (102 boys, 87 girls) were included in this study. The measurement

instruments used in this study comprised Emotional Intelligence Scale (EIS)

and 3 samples of the common False Belief Tasks (FBT). Results: our results

indicated a significant relationship between the total maternal emotional

intelligence score and children’s FBT. Results also demonstrated that among

the components of the emotional intelligence, utilization of emotions was the

sole variale which significantly correlated withthe children’s TOM ability.

Conclusions:Our current findings suggest that parents should have some

emotional awareness and appropriatelyexpress their emotional reactions in

order to act as suitable role models for their children. Moreover, parents

need to be well versed in taking appropriate steps when discussing emotions

with their children. This wouldimprove children’s emotional awareness and

regulation and consequently secure their position with respect toperspective-

taking and theory of mind as they age. )
*Corresponding Author:
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1.Theory of Mind (TOM)
2. Emotional Intelligence (EI)
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1. mentalizing
2. epistemic triangle
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1. regulation of emotions

2. utilization of emotions

3. appraisal of emotions

4. Emotional Intelligence Scale (EIS)

sy [Fr-Fa]APAY (Y o led VO Jlo ( o5bs p e sl

Latasin ol ol bty Slms 5 slass]
Slasl 5l gl 55 a8 Sla 3550l &S il O S
Celold eslirwl glowa 5 el S
Cale o Slome 5 el o )les A5
S (S5 S 5 Gled rar e 1)
YY)

P & amme Jolgo 45 Lm0 OLE a3y
Ll 0555 olai| Uy 55 g S sl
ol Sl - slanl gla Sl S
53 L el glasli, ilede 5 (S50 o
=Ll 4C_“e\j 03 (YY) s e 1,8 08558 L
Sobe 3l S ot Gladles S s i
(YY) ;j.lj/v_n SO S Glma Gga aS ol
LS s 5 e oo 51 S0 sl s 350
0Lz 3L dal 53 (F0) CnlgT | ymma0lomes (ol L,
L S35 5 s 0l ol Sloeos sl o Lol
(FA-YE) el ol as e ‘joLg.:;.-\ slaslsy g o
aS sl OLis (FA) e 5 35l - SO 5, plgs
Oolge 355 laplen V.:.E.'J); S Slhysle Q88
OVlor a0l 4 (g i ol 40 clipls S
S S8 058 SS sl s g e s
s e Slaea LIS Wsls QLS ooman L]
=l el ply sd e S S Slma UG c'l.» e
syl dlazm! eS8 5 OVlaa b acslis 55 OS5 S
sl ol OLEOYLin 5 ale sladbes o
LAk

ke o ki Sl &S (g e DS 5
AL 53 b & b LUl aS deagd Ol g5 o0 LS
ol el Lol sl Coeal elal OOl
3l OLSs58 53 Ol Jspos 0 e Jalse 5 o5l
(1 Syl 4 am 5 b Il ool o Sl o o
b g es Ll 4 TOM 5 Elsls o5l
e s Wl =S58 alas (Y il o U
Lafy (F 5 0asS e Ll S5 ,SEI ;TOM J s s
§ 50 TOM (sl atld L asdiy Sl
2ot 33 9y RS oSl R (nl e
155 & 530 BL LT &S ol it ol 4 g SSly
?a\Jli.s)l;MS;)STOM

9

U oler O3S daa ) e cpl bl Al

43 Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 15, No. 2, 2013


www.SID.ir

S s o o581

LS Ly Laads OV 5 "€ 5y 4 iliS LS |,
"¢
@Z‘Wﬁé’/%ﬁ—ﬂjﬂbi\ﬁm
Slas s esls Ol Ky slde s ys dar S S5 S
uﬁjﬁﬁ@}ﬁjﬁe&wmsy@cwf
3 35=d 3l a5 e TUAL o e 5D
mlﬁ%ﬂwybaﬁ&p-}ugﬁjs
M;JJ)\J\A:\.:&?-)J OJL.:_}J .;JJJ‘JAMJOM
u_SdAJ_(.eYb-" b}...I:L;a d‘j:-«ﬂ SJJS)‘jJ}&;;a
5355 Sl e TR e
DL sl gl (B s e oo sl 51 gt ]
Q‘J—*"dj—:’;“—’;é’;ﬁﬁé%-’bw
3 S P s g dtal 2t S8 Sl s M
Sl ol o801 5 K 1 55 Ol ss o i
rl_,) c_;_wﬁj_f\u_;swj_ﬁ" ZJ)_JT:L;A a.l.:m]é
Ladl st opl 5l (i sl L G w058 S1."¢
sl sl Sl gl S Jlgt e SOl Ol
0y ol A s o) " il () 05l e
.(O\)"?%J{Llw|

STl 5o 0l 3590 50 OBl LIS
osb =l g el QLA SssS 4 e Sup e K
5 i o G S S 3 pd e (B
Ssjje\_;&_wjfcgl_:.&«ﬁ.w|ji;:ﬁu;<wj|
s Ol M (55 5 &ty OF 53 45 gy (Sl
e s w0 JF L) el s e
S55S 51 d =S Jlgw A s 03l Ol (Gl K
S € o bty a1 355 e s
<38 L s by C'”li Jisie cpl a S8 a0l
J_n.“g:" J}-ﬁtﬁb.&:ﬂﬂ&j))ﬁ)‘)—ijcﬁiu
el e S At &S J= 55558 o (Sas )
S O sl 51 8 aoas o ol a1y s nl 5
I ol g o JLs 4 "S’:)b L;wl.w;-\ o LS
Sﬂds‘yb-" J}J&ewﬁdzﬁj‘&k.@;d}s
mﬁﬂ):eud_g-)hjab;jl{bm&g
OS5l sleds "ol wlusl (o
LSS s IS pl 4SS e Ol (FF)

el iy Ssel alrals

siias OLES a5 el s /AT S &gl Sl S
el e el olesTil oLl
Slaplide 5138 5L IS 1B 5k S
=kt .J.;wa»)b_%o:u:ml 3550 O855S )5 yad
Callas LIS ol S Slmen 5 olsslit
Jdesl s ol e de (YP-Y0) coul il SolS
05 e 5 dS caal SasS Olla s Slas
J—E’ J\ ;L:J\_ij u—i| aS o3l> QL..'L; quS)ij %j&:
J_:‘a.l_&bﬂxt_w‘&j)d;‘jdjﬁ&@wdb)
ol sl VA 55 Ogasl opl sl LLL L(FY)
J_«”JUJUJJL%&')LJP‘ )= 3 (\c\/) S
e aS e s cul s (ool slaloy
IS5 s o a5 40 c(FA) o 23 & i bl
u:_\eur.h(fv> .Jw“«L’ als J}J.b Z)Lw ;;3‘))))"‘)"
Lu}u)jbt_ﬂ_:lgsjébj_(ln&do.)\ﬁw
Sla pae (L3NS a1 ol lacle &
03 Cmmgoes 5w s (Sl glaclge Joo) ool
cLA&Qd\QyQ.JJJMQYW@j;
O 5 Olajes slasl ghls O3S 55l aJSS
)jta. %j&‘)—’a)w 4.<.u‘ JSJ Qlil.& (\GV) Sl
i oslizad OF 51 gags opl 55 aSe dsl 45, L3S
St b slad sl ad i by v (¢l
c%ﬁUr))@f%)SlSJJL{%JKSASJJ‘oM 6.7-\}19
i B ol Ly Gl 0835 a8 bl 51 g e
ol ) Sl il o (S ka2 |
CJ_.i(a\JjJ_AJ)}_AJJASJ_JOJU&_w‘J}‘L_Jf
3 o 033 (6 ate

— Al S e gl s b /0T - Sl adsSS
3 S el 3 5l gl IS SIS @0) o
k_jﬁ:lﬁ‘é)_:‘)J u;)b} a:\.&:M\J))AL;K;)r._{f
rU@AS:ﬁya:\:QLﬁS:ﬁg&M}fﬁ
Como 35 e n LS Bre e S5 5 e
)‘%’k—:-&‘)>~>)u§&-)‘f“&bbg:~ludts>}~:&
= SIS e a3 g adls A Sl l.@jdl.o
ijjj\f&.&hw(‘)b.ajj?&ﬂwm.o)l{_gb
Ol 02,5 1y 6l L S " 1258 e Il i
xS Jlga 53 dlgta opl Jos & "9SS dal g

FooFA]ATAY Y okl O Jle (s ls Loyt €
[l e

Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 15, No. 2, 2013 44


www.SID.ir

38 5 &5 U1 b lple s bm A,

ol Laio 5 Slmad Sien b 0O 5ol Gl Ol yod (omt (SSmnod sl g6 (s lo —) Jgaz

[ f Y Y ) pue VoY
) @3 el ST -

\ <\YY ols 2L, -Y

\ e [YYY AJevy ol gl ¥

\ <h-Y S RIARY eV 0 ol 5l 90 440 -F

\ EX AN s+ [YYA s [FAY EXIATAIN Sd sigd M5 6005 -0

JEoeyg ) Sy o..\..’l)J.g...anRz 5R2 R s esly -Y Jous
Sld e adlao 59, 5 GO 5ol LIS Wl e

pree; sl R’ oo dmlyceps  Juw
» st B g s
2 _ -
R 3391 2 od R R)
D) V/-¥a N7 VY \
S g5 Ao

A S S G S 0l 0L gy cnl glaasily
s b Gloms Sose g adl3e 5 Olpole Slmen
35 olslime ddaly OILS sl LSS s OIS 5S
(YY) La iasiy ol slaal bl ) ol
Ol e Laaml ool s 6l ol Salan

RO T PRGN
Sl il (YA) 0LSan 5 eilS b
33 o 3 oIS s laa e 5l S il
el OS5 S Laoloes 0 elann| K5
S35 3l el Sl 48 Ul Sloea 13 2ads
e yoms 4y o5 0 Bl 4 oS35 5 W5 O o
Dl Lacstls s vl 51 glanboleslu
Qlj_<l>)aj_>'- Slalloma 4 Cod 35 45 555
S u_,lx:.:a oty ke sladaly sl L;\.L (YA 5505
ol S35 Gl S 3 S (S35 5 Al Olos
o aS o e glad )l o e LS, Sl &S
il Sy S35 (S5 o 53wy IS5
50— J—lse (S Ol Slaes isa (VT

clo N e jo (g ol w00 mhaw jo (g lolies

4l

Slmr Sha el s n Sl il e
S OBlS sl LSS s 0SS &l e 5 Olysle
o pS 05 5 o 5 Oy (Stan oy
M ol el e Sl ) Jode A eslaad flS
Osle Glmea Jrsa L O3 5k LIS Ol e
oo 45 5 5b Olea s e OLE 1 OF (glaad 3o
S 6 e Of Gbaailge 5 Sl 5o Ol 5l el
g0 e se 5 (1=158,p<.05) Jlmr 5sa
3L IS ol s L (=205, p < .01) aol=ea
Al lslas e il O3

L= 1 plS 4 oS 0 S5 o 8 Y Jatr
slaad e 555 51 08555 3 55k Ol Lty
sdalie a5 j4b Ol das oo LS Jla Ssa
Cad 5 WY O 85 el o S s e
Lo ¥ s Sole el s w4 /0 s
Ly ilS sl iS55 0S5 58 ol el ol i
S (o o Olsle Slnea s

Sl it O S0 il e ¥ s o
Sl s glaad fe 55 5 I sk IS
Sl edsitr 53 gotie gl elol el 0kt 0351
oo adie b Sl sa glaadie o
LSS Ol el gl Slslae sueS oo A a0l
Uslas gl o) bl el 008355 L3S 5t
Wl 25 e R ot

FBT=UE x 0.06 + 0.338

Sld gd sadlge 59 3l @I Hob LT Ol ped (St a5y el po - Jou

t Jlois! t i Syliibol ey g 3 il glbas JUETIU Joe
® oy B)

-0-¥ ISV 10+ YA ol
TS Y/£04 VY RN AJePY

Ll 51 5590y

1. meta- emotion philosophy

¢o [f'—\‘\] \Y4Y Y ‘JL“‘:" Mo JL g?u (_515 &5L“°J.U

45 Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 15, No. 2, 2013


www.SID.ir

S s o o581

Joer 3l 2 6 Slo3 B 33l e B 1 08358 0L
Q:da;wv_modﬁl cJﬁ&JL’#C}J&MQJﬂ
(OV) a8 L | Olzuls

OLS3S Gl Jhsa Nl oS ol 51 (S
ConlaOlen r..la.u 03 ol s Ul 3 IS
Sl 2SI pllly Gl i sl lgs (YF)
5w dald (.jb O35 (OA) 55, 0 sl 4 O S
sdalie Lo ua Ot = Ol sladlsen )'\J_ﬂ
Sk, k)3 S35 48 350 o o H3le Slasls,
Sl el Je cpl sleg Jdes o (sl Slees
Sy KPS 3 L (sla0los a5 55 4
(08) das o oisel sl a s Llgl o e 5 510
O wlazxrl St gladyl 53101 4 Ay ol
St b b e del 3 5 a0l S5L)s Comms i)
O JN“@ (5v) das JL)}»T SsS @ (ol
SLa0loms i 5l Ll o Lidizes (FA)
SSls 5 AL las g Sl AT o 5l s
e il B S Sl el Sl a3l
Ll e i3l S355 (sl ol 801 5
5550 DLl 5 L b sk baobes 55053
u.al_ﬂj\ Shwe g ol 5> a.x;iba B L@;T‘\S BULY
5 S s 53 5 O i Olps (Sl
S5l sl b &k

Aok daly 4 A esls S 0S8 Jlas
S Dlye o Dsle s g 5 DIS3 S a3
s ol glaasl bl sl 0 by e S 55l
Laoloma L)l 4l 5e an Ols 51 85 das e 0L
idse Lo is LaOlows 5l (o0 g0 slaOls o las
S8 sl LS Dl L Ol Sl gose 40
opl o esdle s sl Sen daly OS5 S
L&é:\;dﬁﬁr@qrgoﬂﬁ)&};&@u
Sl oblre o i Olsle Sls (5550 4 4dl 5o
Uity 4l ol ol 0555 L3 sl S & o
ks oS e gghe il a5 L OlS e 350
ity il jo s (gl (DET) 3o (sladlonea
Sl oo e 5 (BR)T Slows o a5 (BK) ' Sl
35 el 5 g &S e e (BU) el

1. Differential Emotions Theory (DET)
2. Emotional Knowledge (EK)

3. Emotion Regulation (ER)

4. Emotion Utilization (EU)

(F0) gl @ anly Sl (gl 3uS pns
OLEIL 3 3 Ol S1ol a0 o llly mspaly (S8
5 Sl i LUl Sl Sl el
Sllas ol OLsSs S syl Ll Sloma s
OLS355 Ly aulie 55 AisS oo G2 53 laOlbnes
St ! LgJ:f}_lg-jéjlstdu;iu\j
L Slabest 5 le 5 St o b 5 Slules|
Josls Laploes 3l S SHs ‘J\_;.',bda u.i)')( Qi-l
lailos 3550 5 ab wly o 68 5 oaS (VF)
Szl el s wsls ol el esl Sl
B
O3 oo opl ol LOF) 355 o Slmas oIl
S iy Sl g oS Glole s S (6 S
4S AsS e B, g5k s S S ey ls
aomilor sl e 65 Slamd sa s e
e o Sl s A s SNy
o3 Al s il e S @ k8 Bl
Jolsas —ad glac b Sos sl el o)le
I e ST EE P NI SR
o Sl slacJb= st ;.u,;fﬂ 05 oAb g Lk
L Sloma hya dows & 5 e 45 Sl 01500
5 S5 i) i Sl Gl LB 055 b
S ot 1 01,05 sLallrs (s Lol

(V%)
Il el 550050 03,5 Cumeo pl 5o sdle
o Sl Sy bl sk ) S8 L5
L) S35 OS5y b pltd OLusT 5 ohis o
Shmlas el a2 50 S s colules ALl s
5 Lailoma 5 Laslts) o ke Lalsy S35l gl
ol LaOlomn o (gl sla by (8L riomen
JSE s a3 A 5 0Ly (B b 510F) das e
=Ll L, .00) Wyls bliyl Kusy b (slodmy
S e Ll ol an B S s e 8 S5
L0s S Jas L) mols oad glacdl= bl
Ol 5 s VAl i (- SelBuns 5 0150
o5 4Lk 4 Sl a ol b ol asly oS
(01 ,55) —ad glac b au 0sls Lme &ylga |
OT L inlmtd IS5 4 5 0L e or SR
L Sl 5 Sl 0 (09) 35l 0
Ol Osls olis Sl O84S 5 ol annly 0L 4 o3
s Sl UlS el O3S sk IS s

FroFA]ATAY Y o led N0 e (o5 ls Lo €7
[l e

Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 15, No. 2, 2013 46


www.SID.ir

38 5 &5 U1 b lple s bm A,

Lot 0S5 quitns oSl 51 o sgie Bl
(FO) ol o slite Olmen Ly b e slasli,
Sl ol A 5o S Ol5 oo 1) Ol 51 (550 54
5 (akad a5 (5V=$5) b S L s Sl s Sles
31y Coealolile 5 S50 Sbea 5 elal s She
SLE L Joe b S8 G Wbl 51 (9500 ((F))
j#uéuwogjp&w@sW\
Uil il By 4 0T 51 i ol ey s
S Gl b Sl ol s Sl
J_<.3: o 3 35 e sl Gl Clulusd
el ol 5 plerl (ol o)l J pame
(S5sd e s Sl o Jslss (aly 3 (1)
oAl SRl e 5 larrl 5 ible (bl
JSid 1y bl 51 ose e A5 sbaal ¢ Sl
o Blus) ol Ladkes Ks ol 4t
Copde 5 ks S5 IS0 4 S8 e (s S
350 okl 5 S lo gt Al L 2
e BSU ls 5 (FYER) U5 ,S 1 o0
o dm WS oy o dg A 4 Sley Sl B
wx Sicnl posdhe (5)) 35 e WObres 31 555
e R B OV A R P
s Ol Y b sy Ll oo 58 allms 51 (5550 54

(BV=55) 55, a5 o

WP cllés ol VN0 callés Lo

1. Blair RJR. Did Cain fail to represent the thoughts
of Abel before he killed him? The relationship
between theory of mind and aggression. In:
Repacholi B, Slaughter V, editors. Individual
differences in theory of mind. Macquarie
monographs in cognitive science. Hove, E.
Sussex: Psychology Press; 2003. p. 143-70.

2. Taylor JL, Kinderman P. An analogue study of
attributional complexity, theory of mind deficits
and paranoia. British Journal of Psychology
2001;93:137-40.

3. Flavell JH, Miller PH. Social cognition. In: Kuhn
D, Siegler R, editors. Handbook of child
psychology. cognition, perception, and language.
New York: Wiley; 1988. Vol. 2 p. 851-87.

4. Borklund DF. Children’s thinking developmental
function and  individual  differences.3™  ed.
Belmont, CA: Wadsworth; 2000.

5.Paal T, Bereczkei T. Adult theory of mind,
cooperation, machiavellianism: The effect of
mindreading on social relations. Personality and

'A% [Fr-Fa]APAY (Y o led VO Jlo ( o5bs p e sl

S0 Jobd Glmea (201 e slallmes & ki G
lailons 5, Shee 5 Slals) (Dlos mms
Sladl b 8a0 S s Glomer oo B3 il e
3 Al (L sE g e s o) LS e
3 oz Al o Sloms S SSl delsl L
te 33linal 53 S ol ladyl s els 5 Lol
sl Al (FY) s5ls o Sl M\ﬁ 3l
Sl — ezl o, e laair Sl (ol 2
S o 5 S e Wl gles xS 5B G L
3,05 age Lol S8 8 Sbres 5 slnl o
Jlie Lol S 5 Sl Linils il5l (5Y)
5 Sl bl Ll e Gl 5 Oles
N 53 Gl - planrl gla Sl
S o0l el gla B g5 51 (ol 53 (Jl-
b jib i Sloen il 5 Sl Ll Ol
o adely cud b 5l aS cnl sl s 4 0/YY
(Sl i gl ol ol OF) Sl s 1>
aS Slasiss 5 Las aly ( Glea Al Lo dle
S s s e o ) Wl 5150 4

(F) el
s SIS Ll o o s Sy Lalbea 51 550 42
bl ol OF (sladiyl 3 oS el o i
Sl SSiln a bg e 25500 5 65505 S
Laloms 51 (shs0 40 ol slisle fae 5 SO (sl

(v:_:U.o

Individual Differences 2007; 43:541-51.

6. Peterson CC, Siegal M. Insights into Theory of
Mind from Deafness and Autism. Mind and
Language 2000; 15: 123-45.

7. Laranjo J, Bernier A, Meins E, Carlson SM. Early
Manifestations of Children’s Theory of Mind: The
Roles of Maternal Mind-Mindedness and Infant
Security of Attachment. Infancy 2010;15:300-23.

8. Happé FG. The role of age and verbal ability in
the theory of mind task performance of subjects
with autism. Child Development 1995; 66: 843-55.

9. Astington Jw. Sometimes necessary, never
sufficient, false belife understanding and social
competence. In: Repacholi B, Slaughter V,
editors. Individual differences in theory of mind.
New York: Psychology Press; 2003. P. 13-38.

10. Frith CD. Editor. Schizophrenia as a disorder of
self-awareness, The Cognitive Neuropsychology of
Schizophrenia. Erlprebaum; Hove; 1992. p. 113-
35.

11. Aminyazdi A. Social Cognition: Development

47 Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 15, No. 2, 2013


www.SID.ir

S s o o581

of theory of mind reasoning. Studies in Education
and Psychology 2005; 5: 43-66 [Persian].

12. Davis MH, editor. Empathy: A social
psychological approach. Boulder, CO: West view
Press; 1994.

13. Baron-Cohen S. Autism: The Empathizing-
Systemizing (E-S) Theory. Annals of the New
York Academy of Sciences 2009; 1156:68-80.

14. Flavell JH. Development of children's
knowledge  about the  appearance-reality
distinction. American Psychologist 1986;41:418-
25.

15. Flavell JH, Flavell ER, Green FL. Development
of the appearance-reality distinctrion. Cognitive
Psychology 1983; 15: 95-120.

16. Wimmer H, Perner J. Beliefs about beliefs:
representation and constraining function of wrong
beliefs in young children’s understanding of
deception. Cognition 1983; 13: 103-28.

17. Wellman HM, Woolley JD. From simple desires
to ordinary beliefs: The early development of
everyday psychology. Cognition 1990;35:245-75.

18. Flavell JH. Cognitive Development. Translated
to Persian by: Maher F. Tehran: Roshd pub; 1998
[Persian].

19. Ferguson FJ, Austin EJ. Associations of trait and
ability emotional intelligence with performance on
Theory of Mind tasks in an adult sample.
Personality and Individual Differences 2010; 49:
414-18.

20. Barlow A, Qualter P, Styliano M. Relationships
between machiavellianism, emotional intelligence
and theory of mind. Personality and Individual
Differences 2010;48:78-82.

21. Stone VE, Baron-Cohen S, Knight RT. Frontal
lobe contributions to theory of mind. Journal of
Cognitive Neuroscience 1998; 10:640-56.

22. Astington JW, Harris PL, Olson DR, editors.
Developing  theories of mind. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press; 1988.

23. Perner J, editor.  Understanding  the
representational mind. Cambridge: MIT Press;
1991.

24. Gopnik A, Wellman H. The ‘‘theory theory’’.
In: Hirschfield L, Gelman, S, editors. Domain
specificity in culture and cognition. New York:
Cambridge University Press; 1994. P. 257-93.

25. Cohen LB, Cashon CH. Infant Cognition. In:
Kuhn D, Siegler RS, Damon W, Lerner RM,
editors. Handbook of child psychology: Cognition,
perception, and language. 6" ed. New York: John
Wiley & Sons Inc; 2006.Vol.2 p.214-51.

26. Carpendale JEM, Lewis C, editors. How
children develop social understanding. Oxford:
Blackwell; 2006.

27. Vinden PG. Parenting attitudes and children’s
understanding of mind: A comparison of Korean
American and  Anglo-American  families.
Cognitive Development 2001;16:793-809.

28. Astington JW. What is theoretical about the
child’s theory of mind? a Vygotskian view of its
development. In: Carruthers P, editor. Theories of

theory of mind .Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press; 1996. P. 184-99.

29. Mayer JD, Salovey P. Emotional intelligence.
Imagination, Cognition Personality 1990;9:185-
211.

30. Engelberg E, Sjoberg L. Emotional intelligence,
affects intensity, and social adjustment.
Personality and Individual Differences 2004; 37:
533-42.

31. Greshman F, Elliott S, editors. The social skills
rating system. Criclepines MN: American
Guidance services; 1999.

32. Aydogan Y, Klinc FE, Tepeta S. Identifying
parent views regarding social skills. Procedia-
Social and Behavioral Sciences 2009; 1: 1507-12.

33. Elias MJ, Tobias SE, Friedlander BS, editors.
Emotionally intelligent parenting: How to raise a
self disciplined, responsible, and socially skilled
child. New York: Hyperion; 2001.

34. Lagace- Seguin DG, Coplan RJ. Maternal
emotional styles and child social adjustment:
Assessment, correlates, outcomes and goodness of
fit in early childhood. Social Development 2005;
14:613-36.

35. Kehoe CE. Parents meta-emotion philosophy,
emotional intelligence, and relationship to
adolescent emotional intelligence [dissertantion].
Swinburne University of Technology; 2006.

36. Gottman J, editor. Meta-emotion: The Measures.
Mahwah, NIJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates;
1997.

37. Gottman J, Declaire J, editors. Raising an
Emotionally Intelligent Child: The Heart of
Parenting. New York: Fireside; 1997.

38. Gottman J, Fainsilber-Katz L, Hooven C,
editors. Meta-emotion: How Families
Communicate ~ Emotionally. =~ Mahwah, NI:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates; 1997.

39. Denham S, Renwick-DeBardi S, Hewes S.
Emotional communication between mothers and
preschoolers: Relations with emotional
competence. Merrill-Palmer Quarterly 1994; 40:
488-508.

40. Schutte N, Maluff J, Hall LE, Haggerty DJ,
Cooper JT, Golden CJ, et al. Development and
validation of emotional intelligence. Personality
and Individual Differences 1998;25:167-77.

41. Austin EJ, Saklofske DH, Huang SHS,
McKenney D. Measurment of trait emotional
intelligence: testing and cross-validating a
modification version of Schutte et al.'s (1998)
measure. Personality and Individual Differences
2004;36:555-62.

42. Saklofske DH, Austin EJ, Minski P. Factor
structure and validity of a trait emotional
intelligence measure. Personality and Individual
Differences 2003;34:707-21.

43. Besharat MA. The validation of the Emotional
Intelligence Scale (EIS). Research Reports.
Tehran: Tehran University; 2005 [Persian].

44. Besharat MA. Psychometric properties of Farsi
version of the Emotional Intelligence Scale-41

FooFA]ATAY Y okl O Jle (s ls Loy €A
[l e

Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 15, No. 2, 2013 48


www.SID.ir

38 5 &5 U1 b lple s bm A,

(FEIS- 41). Personality and Individual Differences
2007; 43:991-1000.

45. Charman T, Campbell A. Reliability of theory of
mind task performance by individual with a
learning disability: a research note. Journal of
Child Psychology and Psychiatry 1997; 38:725-
30.

46. Hughes C, Adlam A, Happe F, Jackson J, Taylor
A, Caspi A. Good test-retest reliability for
standard and advanced false-belief tasks across a
wide range of abilities. Journal of Child
Psychology and Psychiatry 2000; 41:483-90.

47. Wellman HM, Cross D, Watson J. Meta-
Analysis of Theory- of-Mind Development: The
Truth about False Belief. Child Development
2001;72:655-84.

48. Repacholi B, Slaughter V, editors. Individual
differences in theory of mind. New York:
psychology press; 2003.P.1-38.

49. Perner J, Wimmer H. John thinks that Mary
thinks that....: attribution of second-order false
beliefs by 5- to 10- year old children. Journal of
Experimental Child Psychology 1985; 5:125-37.

50. Baron-Cohen S, Leslie AM, Frith U. Does the
autistic child have a" theory of mind"?. Cognition
1985;21:37-46.

51. Farhadian M, Rohani A, Mariani M, Redzuan
M, Kumar V. Parental Demographics and
Preschool Children’s Theory of Mind. Journal of
Human Ecology 2010;29:121-8.

52. Qualter P, Barlow A, Styliano MS. The
relationship between trait and ability emotional
intelligence and theory of mind. British Journal of
Developmental Psychology. In press 2012.

53. Mallatesta CZ, Haviland JM. Signals, symbols
and socialization: The modification of emotional
expression in human development. In: Lewis M,
Saarni C, editors. The socialization of emotion.
New York: Plenum Press; 1985.

54. Kopp CB. Regulation of distress and negative
emotions: a developmental view. Developmental
Psychology 1989; 25:343-54.

55.Miller CA. Developmental Relationships
between Language and Theory of Mind. American
Journal of Speech-Language Pathology 2006;
15:142-54.

56. Smith Pk. Language and evolution of mind-
reading. In: Carruthers P, Smith Pk, editors.
Theories of theories of mind. Cambridge, England:
Cambridge University Press; 1996. p. 344-54.

57. Jenkins J, Astington J. Cognitive factors and
family structure associated with theory of mind
development in young children. Developmental
Psychology 1996;32:70-8.

58. Denham S, Mitchell-Copeland J, Strandberg K,
Auerbach S, Blair K. Parental contributions to
preschoolers' emotional competence: Direct and
indirect effects. Motivation and Emotion 1997,
21:65-86.

59. Denham S, Kochanoff AT. Parental contribution
to preschoolers; understanding of emotion.
Marriage & Family Review 2002; 34: 311-43.

60. Kerllenevich MA. The role of social

¢9 [f'—\‘\] \Y4Y Y ‘JL“:" Mo JL gL;‘:'-LL.f: (}lﬁ 6‘.&6}“’

understanding in the emotion regulation of young
children: independent and mutual influence on the
development of the emotional competence in the
head start preschoolers [dissertation]. Clark: Clark
University; 2006.

61.1zard CE, Woodburn EM, Finlon KJ,
Krauthamer-Ewing ES, Grossman SR, Seidenfeld
A. Emotion Knowledge, Emotion Utilization and
Emotion Regulation. Emotional Review 2011;
3:44-52.

62. McClure-Tone EB. Socioemotional functioning
in bipolar disorder versus typical development:
Behavioral and neural differences. Clinical
Psychology: Science and Practice 2009; 16:98-
113.

63. Trentacosta CJ, Fine SE. Emotion knowledge,
social competence, and behavior problems in
childhood and adolescence: a meta-analytic
review. Social Development. In Press.

64. Izard CE, Krauthamer-Ewing ES, Woodburn
EM, Finlon KJ, Rosen J. Emotion—Cognition
interplay in motivating and guiding plans and
actions: Commentary on  McClure-Tone’s
socioemotional functioning in bipolar disorder.
Clinical Psychology Science and Practice 2009;
16:114-20.

65. Eisenberg N, Spinard TL. Emotion- related
regulation: Sharpening the definition. Child
Development 2004; 75:334-39.

66.Izard CE. Basic emotions, natural kinds,
emotion schemas, and a new paradigm.
Perspectives on Psychological Science 2007,
2:260-80.

67. Izard CE, Stark K, Trentacosta C, Schultz D.
Beyond emotion regulation: Emotion utilization
and adaptive functioning. Child Developmental
Perspectives 2008; 2:156-63.

49 Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 15, No. 2, 2013


www.SID.ir

