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AFAA @ Fjelo] A2 wet vjol A e}

2]
Bole] g4 EAL BEE S ogoja
THGreen, Olivier, Crawley, Penn, & Silverstein,
2005). AH8] Q1A G A FAA2], A
A el digk vkt A, whgol &, <l
FHez 2R Utk 53 AREAA 9
© % vhgo] ETheory of Mind & ESle] B
5 o, &7, A4l el Aga o2 5

o

3}

¢

il

o Eelel AFE A3 Adee b
2 (Briine, 2005), ZdH 9 A AdHEH
2] AbE 73 dil#AV s oS5t W
olog FEE wlo}l YthBora et al, 2006;
Roncone et al., 2002; Tager-Flusberg, 2003). W}
olee e 34 =EE, Al B

d R, A, AEFA, ofelHy I}

!

AL A AHgdte], 93 B v A
Q2 o} o A gk

whgolgel i@ Tl AdA H2elA
Sprong, Schothorst, Vos, Hox ¢ Van Engeland
2007)= mhEolE AAZE 9@ PN
(construct)©] obd = QUthe oS EHITH
AFAEL vhgolBoleh A ol dhest
A AeRn Qe vhgole 24 =7E 27

4 Aelo] we} e 2ol Al Az B

A
 stict

g0l 28 sl d 7k del ALeH
T #3259 25 A S5 Aot

(Corcoran, Cahill., & Frith, 1997; Doody, Gotz,
Johnstone, Frith, & Cunningham Owens., 1998;
Frith & Corcoran, 1996; Mazza, De Risio, Surian,
Roncone, & Casacchia, 2001). Y2} &3 WL 3}
Ae Alvgled] AAE Sl 7 A

53 3713 Hardy-Baylé, Brunet, & Widlicher,
1999; Sarfati, Hardy-Bayle, Nadel, Chevalier, &
Widlocher, 1997; Satfati, Passerieux, & Hardy-
Bayle, 2000). Al WA &2 o]yt 2F
of 22 4 el tigt olsl® o]+ ElSl
o A4 AHE ddee FAe avad
(Corcoran, 2003; Corcoran & Frith, 2003; Corcoran,
Mercer, & Frith, 1995; Craig, Hatton, Craig, &
Bentall, 2004; Langdon, Davies, & Coltheart,
2002). vl AA 32 RIA R AR A
AlE =S FE B4 BHE FEe oY
< %713 cHKelemen, Erdélyi, Pataki, Benedek,
Janka, & Kéri, 2005; Kington, Jones, Watt,
Hopkin, & Williams, 2000; Russell, Rubia,
Bullmore, Soni, Suckling, Brammer, & Sharma,
2000). SAIRE EB FpAlE = FE A7t
suEg whgelze] 5449 EaElu
o BAgA s o} Be Wtk sow
AR 7| = BFCHSprong et al., 2007). BER| O
2, 2 ATlA AeE A8F A9l AAke
PAoltt. Aedgale £PEe 27901
2 ofullo] el FAl AEE FQlske A
o] th(Blakemore, Boyer, Pachot-Clouard, Meltzoff,
Segebarth, & Decety, 2003; Russell, Reynaud,
Herba, Morris, & Corcoran, 2006). °]& =& F
o Fdedel a7H7] Wi vE A

9} FHEE =MHo] I tHSprong et al., 2007).
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D4 QAFE M del ATl B9 B
9 we A9 A% A vest vmA
A9 AdelAl AAE A A E K ceiling
effecty7} YER = ddoz zAdrt
(Klin, 2000). 3+ AFo|} A}3]A AUz 9.2
Sl SAlA deln S Aaee
dehile BNES AT WAL Ag 9
A £2Fo] = HA  7]%E(compensatory
skills)?] AF&-2 8]8-5k7] wiEel, Al Akl
A egom A AH £l i AAY
o= 275t o] HrldNE B4 Bl e
TIPS B 7hs/del A=A, AA HAL
3l Aok QA A 7re) Aho] B4 gol
H)Z-S ol gthJohannesen, Lurie,
Bell, 2013; Klin, 2003). ©]¢} HEo] AA7}A
g AEaie A B Y 2oz TAE
3 S8F & AES sl oz 1A
ol o, APAE usE 713 = diH
< dok Bnz, A Flog PAH 23 5
Ho]l FQ3dtA HTkBel, Greig., &
Wexler, 2010). Wt o}zolu} 2173 Q1A] 7]
o] AstE eloA AT AL a1 A=
2 AAIA 7|5 Aoz FAe Aolx
ol wEel Astz M d AIAE
TE87] otk ©lo] A FTi(Carlson,
Moses, & Breton, 2002). ©]2|g A|FHER <
skl #HZ 59 W& HARC R mheolE
< Sgotedl AL e 2ol A7H
1 TH(Froese, Stanghellini, & Bertelli, 2013).
oleld oA, Froe SQOIE oHE0]
B2 A9ae o|EL DA F AR throl
AAeka oIT $4, B9 wE Bhlel 44
& AR AEAQ ol 88l o] Echeory

R

2]

Fiszdon, &

Fiszdon,

A
vhgol BS el A

theory)< Boste=
959 Woz olan o% 2o, HA|E

Ateld el Al ME7sd 3 ofH| Etdet A7

(simulation theory)S E}Ql9] PE& o Z3=
Aol Eele WY wAdle o
438 4 e ool AEAL vl
g w2w whgole HAE FaAsh
£ v Halel 34 4HE B 3
o) dadid B 45 Asae
A geel] Y@ olal glol w4
0 BRVE FAA olFol 2
& slte ge o ARE Asolgon
(Dennett, 1978) ZH o] Eojr]o} o|<} #AH3l
‘A 2}tH  RAP(Embodied Simulation)®} - H
AgA A WA Ut Gallagher}
Frich20099] whER, AkElA A9l dAke o
g nhgele e Zgekt vhgolEd
FEHE vhgol 2 248w, ad we 5
A4 ¥ 99 9 g2} Qo] e, wa,
Gobbini,
oon7k S "E AR ARA AL AL
E 44 A AAE 3 wek vlase]
BslE = HYGE Vs A BE 9
(MRDE Faf &Ik 23, 5 25 olopy]
E FE 553 Y(Temporo- parietal junction;
TPNE, AH3A A< AAR] SR
3% Superior Temporal Sulcus; STS)S A3} A
712 Az weith Ae i Azl
Lele sT89] 2she Eklel dFe dEst
Adto 2% X35 = gdo 2]
S} Bl e EYsiE ol
58S A o 29e 3

2, /‘Mﬁ A

Al 63_*(}01

=

Koralek, Bryan, Montgomery2} Haxby

(] ‘!‘oﬂ

o

m S 1o ug rlr do rir
1 4
1=
s
Lo -
ﬂ
i
£
H‘F
olr

EEE e
(understanding the intention of action)¥} E}12]

A A S A 4] SKmentalization) = A] 28] ©

Ygola] 2w
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ZAAHSAT: Social Attribution Task)v= S4

64z B AAEE BT ShHe A

i ks e 9l shtel AA)
=

A
e Y Pao

oft N
o

A s 285t 2-A01t) Heider 9} Simmel
o

A
et A3 A& #H7t
= »

27w AANE AAeEA 19
3 ]

Z7tAd o g2 9173 3\

=1

N

- R o T

BANE AR e A AAE AL
o ol ARAAE TR 4

B 2

31, FA7Fe] Hitste A&l A
Hoh= X &o] YA THBe et al, 2010).
webAl, Bell 520102 AAARHE st
1 BA7EY H= ddsy] g8, Ak
A ANAAES AR ATHSAT-MC,  Multiple
choic) © 2 7R BIGATE AFAEC] =8H $
S dew ARSA A9 HAF AT #
2L GAlg A3l SAT-MCo e JAS
H1 ZHME o4 7}A|9] BLERT(The Bell
Lysaker Emotion Recognition Task)$}2] “g¥-&-
r=47, p<.001, SIEZA| = r=137, p<.001 2
THEIEE A5t Johannesen 5(2013)

{0

],

Of

o 519l dEae ez AN A
B 719 A ATh AT ME SATMCS}
BLERTS] At#o] r=.28, p<.052 H1F S}
Bell, Corbera, Johannesen, Fiszdon, & Wexler
013)¢] =AY o] ARSI} 54 4
e A Al B AT AHEE A9
AR Ackesh 844 B2k AEel saNse]
2E, A 9 FE3e Ao =25
p<.092 Folata &S 4 B FA
£ 9148+ FA| 9l BLERT(The Bell Lysaker
Emotion Recognition Task)9} r=.34p< O0DZ
o3t A#E Bt E3 Lysaker(2013)9] %3
W ko] vwERRIAl, AREIQIA], A1 Q1A Rt
WAE A Apdde AE A AN
Arkelo] WEIAR} A% SekaMasA)t
r= -30p<. 0522 23 S Bk
Johannesen 5(2013)2 ALS]A F<l FHALY
S e 2o AAEEd 1) AEA
AN At FELR AAHY FAPE A
2y ol ojd]l TS R S Ee
D ARBA A ARk T A, sl 9,
shpel AAzon FAH ol A7 3
HAe 8571 #Hadteo] givh F2 AR
QA AAlel AHgEE A% e B
gl 92 =gaa ded ok Al
Z(visuomotor) 27l 'd (Streit, Wolwer, & Gaebel,
1977 A= FEH APS kel =
(Turetsky, Kohler, Indersmitten, Bhati, Charbonnier,
& Gur, 2007; Walther, Federspiel, Horn, Bianchi,
Wiest, Wirth, & Mfiller, 2009) TL2FIA <1 A3
A Hd 8-S a7 drh kA, of

.
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Hhgo]l FALA Z2 ARSA ©Ad] digk F
23 e AR oA B3] G A
3]4 AH Aol ok $EH QA (mplicie) =
e Aold ol @4 AVlE 9dsE =
TEC, 29 B3 A4 9o EAEE A4
NZ 4 Qe ol ARe AFY ue
AA #A FHE A&t WHstsiH, s
e w2 ZPate YA thecles
59 2w 248 AR Wt 7
£ 9ZA(Johannesen et al., 2013)3} A Z o
£ olel@ 27149 AEE Q1 Bl 4
S0l sl Ae) A vk olge] Aw
Bol9] phegE F20 0% ojele Aolet

g
= JAx A7 A THFroese et al., 2013).

A el e g Rasta 9 5A
o) w2t el meA A s o
59 aTdte 4¢ 212 dKin 200,
AEA AW ol @ A F7 8
2% 24ecd §88 Aoz awdd
250 $hthHoran et al., 2009). T}oF8l F-3lo]
A gt obEel AMEA dyuoldel %
ote FZole =g SA4AQ ARlA 7
2 3theE AFE(Abell, Happe, & Frith, 2000;
Berry, Misovich, Kean, & Baron, 1992; Berry &
Springer, 1993; Castelli, Happé, Frith, & Frith,
2000; Hashimoto, 1966; Marek, 1966)©] )2
qHE gl ABE AANAN ALH
A2 S (Mentalizing) 2}y A7 HEHIE &4
A71e Ao e A thBlakemore & Decety,
2001; U. Frith & Frith, 2003; Gobbini et al.,
2007).

AzAEe] Al 2ASH, AF7HA P
oM AFEA A HALS B-3E sAU AL
& Ag= dad v ogloh webd, & A7t
Me Adls didem gzt o Foxl

ﬂ
~
Ol
~
>
o
1
]
©°
oY
=
il
0
d
or
0x

E
=
£
m

n
Io
Q2
-

AEE ALAAE s b deds o
Foz Abgd & A AZs 9§, @
[e]
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gl Aot} o] Eaf, d=elEe] AUl
I iR R 289 89S Hu 5744
o2 Atgd AL A HAEE Aotk
o], Ats]A AJNAAATE HFET Wl
solES SHse U 24 =7 4 o
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wgo] AAEL 18 T AEAd A
Atk AEA A BAL F, EPrime o2 AA|
HE AU HAG ZAALTAE AAIS}
Ak wirgtoz AANA} 3 EDA Q)
Adegles 22 Yo ¢olen didd=s

sech

AA A A4
B ATANE A7 Ao BRge B
@ AbEA A9 A4 ATE e Agsar

Ak 2ol A4 Hest AET B
917 WEe S HE e ¥ 5 2 Ad o
A AREA NeT ¥ =IL AFsshA

Mesles slgith ole AFoles WS

2 3 Klin(2000) AT A 6422 GAES F

23
T
2

N

£ ol dis A-FA Tale

ge] A AN g 198 ATkEA S g
ato] Abgaiit AHEel We 3y Al

Jolsh Fole] w3 olFlolal 17o
Aoz AT o 399l Aelgtat
AT o] FoIATt BT AH W
& AT o2 B dge oFdel A}
A gelz dulelg g adn %
YAk BFe A BEE AH HF 9e
Atk SAT-MC AT (Bell et al., 2010)°0] B+=+
oMol AHg< setaigion Ayl Aol
FoARZANA 2L olop] & whEolES T

oK $A AT glo] AfAEE B

—

A% F AR AeE FHsGT el
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Sgom Ade AT B 2 AA oo}
7] detelq Adshl AAE @ shtel &
of 1o AP FHE %

\J

gt} Klino00)ol Al FAAZE Al
¥ Qo4 Aol AL elaA e A
o= WndTh AEAARA Hoel U]
2 Al 2] %Z(Cronbach’s a)F .83, Spearman-Brown
o A FAL o7 W AL AFE
TSR AFHEE FFEORE HAuEThB,
Fiszdon, Greig, & Wexler, 2010).

3] E 3} #]| (Hinting task)

?‘ﬁEJ% A|(Corcoran et al., 1995)= 10712 &
A1 Mmi FHE vk o8 3%
5:%1 7 AEY digtel] FAZ ou| S o}
FEshe —:«ag  ACREE T
252 Yol FTE £RULN
v HEPIERY
- zte daty
)% HaE ns
o 4% 42E 25 oy

T2 1. ARl HARMERE (AL

H O8] Efgst AT

AR o= tid M} SHE s 24
Wy A gisA XIs ¢ JEE
A T &S ToH 17z AQFHETh
T35, AT, FHT0060S Wty oA
Aol 2A] e 28-S AL “dd

a5 A

A o@ o|Fold sRYe =PE

IAES YO 39S o,
A AX]Z(Cronbach’s @)F 0.652 H I ¥ e
el dAFelME WA A= At Hu
94 g9t ¥ dTdds ud 93wt
0.152 w5~ Skt

A4 A4
d= #F

University Facial Expression Collection; 71%-$-, &
201)& AR = GAR
Al AAKK-FEIT, Facial Expression Identification
Tl AHUA 99 F A%, B oE

ot ek
Al
oft
o
=

o

A} =H(KUFEC: Korea

Z
T, %A,

L =9 &%
FA, gALH Lo GAE 92 EHL 5
A4S FEE YR F s0Rges
FHE AR EPimeg AHgA ANE A2
A9 3NE B9 s BolE A B
Hom gsle] gom WAE YFE @ B

& o 1Moz ARAT B AT AA
Q1A AHALe] A2 %(Cronbach’s )= 852 =%
= At

@Y ZARE A

=l A= B ASKUEEG AV, 3
T4, 2EH, 2010E ARSRE A W A
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st AlE|stElR Yt

(K-FEDT; Facial Expression Discrimination Task)

ANE 9F FAH FAE WdbsE 59
< FHE F 155EFeR 7Y AAE
E-Prime& AM&-3l] A ]L A= Ao =
ol Fasle d= 4 A5 *Mo}b K
oz pAH] glov] £ A 9

T Hg 3 —,—6]- g 1doz AQAsgct.
BodAFeA HA wWE Aol AFk
(Cronbach’s @)= 952 =¥tk

A
J

© v &
= 7F 23S SPSS S ALgsle] BAE
o 718 ATeM A 52 oo A
o] 29 7 134 FHoR AHEHE A3
2 FQ AAE Agdel 54 3 AEA A
AR AT BYES TUd pdow ¥ 4
A=A o]EHA  gE(dichotomous response to

2
an item)@] QQ1FZE Q1sly] 93l, 2PL IRT
R d(two parameter logistic IRT model)S %] -3}
Aok XS #3357 Y8l Mplus v5.18 A}

BT, B QTS LS AU
Vel ke A8 el A4 A 4

> r

b EAT foln@ AR welx ge 19
RRE AT 1) B9 AF AFAL

2 3

AlE|H el HAHSAT)oIMS] F2HH AlelH
Tlolo{5 &l

Al A A AAL GtE B |
A Aess 3 100e A F 98

slol&= A=l thsto]
AE Y elolg Rofstglon], (g oAl Ab
gL Holm & ARE opx], A AR
o=, Faghle oF=9 AFolrth ofHA|
Feg EWn A7 ol5e ohilAE 7]
SEE F7F AATE $9E
o= &7t =gl B4 «lﬂl(%bﬂ alAl.
b WA, FAAAY, Fsi
@ A7 EF r68aemel gE =,
£2E Hy 7Aoo F AlsA A

2 e orr
k—ﬂ
2
e
ﬂ“:
In

o Hi —{m
o off &

l

e sEe B3 wadel Qe 14
EANY 4 U= Heider 9} Simmel(1944)2] 7}
o

A5 AR A A<
Uztol(d: 639, of: 98m)E= AR LTt
(#(159)=-.86, p=.39).

O

oY YEED U (EE LX)

Ho

ARSI AQl HAKSAT-MCO) F33 frojn| g
FHE Holx] @& 1 S A A3
A AL ATt 18] wEe] HdE AE
E2 80.02%(SD=13.35, Range 54.7% -96.3%)
ojtt THE 1t AT 18p<.05)°dA .66
<0l AEZZ fFou|at F2A AAS HAurh
187 23ke] AlglA Al AAlY BE 7+
X% (Chrobach’s @) 7402 AAE A

=2 29

> rug

ARlH el AL 2 ot AH

M plus v5.1& o] &3te] 1HES A|Q3k AL
2 A A 187 &3 °ﬂ e, =3kl

A el 494 29 298 B 2, BY

o = =]
29E Fgshe Zom

e

\
X0
o
2
%,
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=15848, df=118, p<0.01, CFI=0.925, RMSEA
=0.046). o|& 7|Z AFEA A3 AAAA}
Actgo] o|2Aor T QQloR 71 E
FHoR )| A S CHBell et al.,
2013;

242 Ae
2010; Bell et al., 2013; Johannesen et al.,
Lysaker, Buck, Dimaggio, & Brune, 2013).

74 %Eﬂ
291n0]t}. 3 E 2
A whdo] 14988D=1.15), =8 A <212
A 50w T4 i 508 TR 40.79
(SD=5.00), 3+=& Al WHEH AALY 15573}
24 e 1558 Tl 139.67(SD=6.29)2.
2 UEITHGE 1.

ARSI FRJIAARATE 9ol B TE mhx
ol A TET/A ] FHL r= 43, p<
012 27t A% goudt AR ARS B
Atk ol F A BT whgo| EIA EA
Mz FAEE T AR & 5 9

M (SD) Hagh, HAdigk
SAT-MC* 14.40 2.91) [6,18}
Hinting task**  14.98 (1.15) {11,161
K-FEIT* 40.79 (5.00) [24,49
K-FEDT* 139.67 (6.29) [115,149]

*SAT-MC: Social Attribution Test-Multiple Choice
(N=161); K-FEIT: Facial
Identification Task; K-FEDT: Korean Facial Emotion
Discrimination Task; **Hinting task (N= 84).

Korean Emotion

Ateld el Ak ME7sY

H O8] Efgst AT

2. dARE 24 (N=100)

inting
= SAT-MC KFEIT  KFEDT
tas
SAT-MC 45%% .01 .06
Hinting task* -.04 .07
KFEIT 48%%*
KFEDT

*Hinting task (N= 84).

=g AREA A HAF AdTE Abg <l
A A T AA A4 GG &3k A=y
A 14 HAKK-FEID S =g FA Wl
HAAKKFEDT) oh= Zgde]l Jehdx] kgt
o] A= AlSlA AAAReE HAQlA] 9 H
A7 A2 PaEs 99S Sk 3l

< Ho FTHHE 2).

2= ,\}54341 Aol HAALE gt=olL 1)
AAF R WA ATol AFA 7
H giEtol Al AAEA S o,

489 ngov, A4 kg
o U, e T

iy

AsleA el A 3 g
e}

2l 3@ o

ofr
ol
2 o
o
=)
—
N
U8
~

(SD=2.93)Z, Bell 5(2010)8] ATFto|A] dut A
dE didez ANt de& HAFFM=15,
SD=3)¢} fAlsit}. gk ALS|A FQ1 AANE
B 3 AfAes & oA F 98%7t 0w
g A flol®= S74AH0R T3 AUS
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et=ai2lstalX]: et

ALEA g ARl @ Aew = owl, AHEA JIEFATL o= Ao du2 EASHAT
Q1 HAIA F7E7E =fe] Folsks AF @d8] 22 AE Ana of7)71¢l o2 A
34 ot AL tig Aol 3k o eyt 58 B dPdie Ed 2
2 WA WAglel fAteide e E1E & A ikl AEIRAE ARESIIAT, T
T AT 2 ATl R LG WAe T FAEY 2E AR AEIAD7E Ao
2 Aol el it S4AA ARl 7 A @A A oEsi Bl Al
Ql T8 A&l ANEL 5T W ol TS FAdR dvke AHddM 2 Akl
A AEG A FJdE ste] ARe STk Stk

o= Aud A S Bzt 2 5 St L AL QA G T kol &ot

AbE A

QA ATHel §ARE mhgo] & AEA A AL ATHET AbE AX) 9
s zgett AEdAs 37 AR A4 o F A A4d Sohe 377 34 94
ABe 1Y Aol I dAee A% ANKED 2 @=d g4 Wy g

= AU ole F A BF vheolE3l (KFEDT) 9f] F#H2 frolshA] eoh AEA
A oz F=o #AGE T Aoz A AL A4 Avde] My 3 s d
Zee B, F 7 HAPE diEF 16%e] e ARBIRIA 492 Sche o A A
Wgun e ToItE AFde=45E F AA} o2 Holth olE Briine005)0]A &YW g
Ede 8 2oty BoldE thah T 2ol nlgolE A HEe dF ¥A Q4
27b k. 53] o] A= AR/ =W 9] AR ko] Aol folehA] dtke AT
oA whgolE AR A ol ARSel & Akeh dAH.

SEGAG ALEA FAAAAF Be 2L B AT AHozs oA gaty Aok
THEAN vk olEE sk tE 54 o st A7t ARH] A £ o
< Ade Fe AT AdEg #4c] "ojxle Sl dnh LEPE‘r

(Gallagher & Frith, 2003). Gobbini $42007)& & ?i?%ﬂ Me AT 41«]
A RS FAA A BEF eI S :

S Bl Elole] #ES olgfske AT AL 7F Utk mEE, B ooEjadT 1 t izt
34 AL HrtA AU BRe s (N=161)7} Fof, HAEE MR BYslele
olfste FHFoNA FfEe Aol EAA  H FEl7h UAT Guadagnolis} Velicer(1988)°]

W oERE TEEE o gUe BYsel ¥ med, 353 82 o He, Fe 994
99 47928 Agdntan FPEn Z b 9% 59 v§ 5S MO QA
Bl =g olafshs Aol vheolBe F AWE AFE RE TFEle of dhumb)ol
SJelAwt o] ozehs Adel Yol b &

e
2 ole BuH BT BPHE ¥ F b o 16098 sARgoany
Az 78E 5 AolthGobbini er al, ] AHHL BRI REG Ao A
2000, ©] ApANE B ApAsh FUs, ARk we] B Aol B A4
mhgol 2 FAZ Folt AEE A FAS A AAe dRTEI Al ANG o
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[¢] RS
28 AdZoor It w3 vlgol B 33
e T BASCE), B 2 3, 49

A, olelel B B)g EFste] & AT
e ARFE At U4g Aol 3
[e)

ﬂ%ﬂﬁ»4ﬁ%piéﬂﬂ%ahwﬂah;n
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The Social Attribution Test - Multiple Choice (SAT-MC):
Feasibility and Preliminary Validation Study

Myeong-Ju Song Kee-Hong Choi'

Department of psychology, Korea University

Theory of Mind (ToM) is the ability to predict and explain others’ behavior based on the mental
representations of their intentions, desire and knowledge. ToM measures have been introduced, however,
some concerns such as high dependence on verbal memory or external cues have been raised. Social
Attribution Test-Multiple Choice (SAT-MC, Bell et al., 2010) is known to be less reliant on verbal ability
or external cues as the SAT-MC assesses participants’ ability to detect and understand the intent of the
movement. In the current study, we aimed to translate the SAT-MC into Korean and to evaluate its
feasibility and preliminary validity in a Korean sample of college students. The results showed that 98%
of participants made immediate social attributions to the animations of two triangles and a circle, even
without external cues. The SAT-MC appeared to have a singe factor structure and acceptable internal
consistency, as reported in Western samples. The SAT-MC scores had significant positive correlations with
those on other ToM measures but non-significant correlations with those on facial affect perception tasks.
It is concluded that the SAT-MC would be feasibly applicable to measure ToM of Korean samples. Thus,
in future studies, it should be examined whether the SAT-MC measures ToM with good reliability and
validity in specific samples with various clinical conditions such as autism spectrum disorders and

schizophrenia.
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