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TEA $7 F2d% Qo Fa2d9
ke 97 Y ol

AN A’ ek AR Y

FHo % 2R B S F4%
2737 e gt Bl
FHo % 2R B S F4%

nHEel71ek WhALE A fEe] B % HESP] e, a4 T Fad AnAEe] vk 7] 5
Aadsd v Hla A2 Pad Aanpe T AP EHWJJ, lﬂli AzAEET B odl Se3}
SRl o159 mhs 8] %Q% Azt olell, A A, A el sHoE SPIk A7 A, Had
A A7 olaiek HA 14 wHol TU AR HEET Azt 059 A4 oldf THL 2T o)
FEINAL, BA A4 sEL FHY FEOIUTh 53] Aad AaAEe Aol AR

Yoo nHIEISH Bdste] Fetele NdA Az sgo] wokom, shd dF RHE QA
Aad Aaakse] A oY sH A TH H2 AT Aol 7t giiet ol@

£ 92 oleliske ARRIIAIA Y] Aol HEA et Hdo] gles AR

?

J

_12i 011‘

F00 :vhg o, vhe 971, B WASA 3%, $A4

el QAT T Al 35S Ha A alEe FAd Qaid dAEE )9 sl WHQd vt
o] A7, o&, HA e} 2L vk AEE FEL IRE SREEC QsiA fdEe As gotok sk, o]
AR Qe olo|E B¥, I olo|7} HAE Folslw 3 e bt vl AEE ke dedaAedl g
A, BAE g Aojailed), HA) Bltka A o8l E vk o] E(theory of mind)o|2}al P9 (Premack
7%}1( 1.9, S Woda athauew) #HEtt & Woodruff, 1978; Wellman, 1990), wh&o] &S AL43]
&S gAY FEaE W 47k vk AeEe] o9A A vk AEE FE5E AE 7S ¢17](mind-reading)
BHAH A (S B0, Wgo] vy} o2 2 slxm, ga Atk eEddE vk o] BolglE fof7t nked

*

£ e 2005 i AR ALl JAH DFEEHAKRR 2005-079-HM0004),

2 a7l FojelF & AaAed Al Ege FA ERldRAREA U GYEA AR
ZAAZL A, (361—763) T8 A7 FYT 7WE A 48R SRS A2Ig, st 043) 2612194,
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thet 214 % oheh o8 AbgElel THES gl Bt
2 z3she on)& AH8-¥ 3 9 THBaron-Cohen, 1995/
2005).

Baron-Cohen(2003/2007;, Baron-Cohen & Wheelwright,
20042 o3 vhe 9718 Fael @ ZWow Heih
aE AFAOR o e G2o] ZAH B 94

A dow 789 4 glon, I3 o] F UM 848
w5 et sk 29 37 2Fad 1 32l
A, BMA aae BiRle] HE BAY @A HE
HAZ A7 e A, S ekl A4 el A4
g AR whgshe 21 Tt el F3ke] 1AF

S T AR 7ol e, w711, YEAE

IE3F Baron-Cohen(1995/2005)2 ©|23t nlg- ¢17] &
o] 7127} He Ul 7] 7IAIES Aljket, o] 7IAIE
QIZEe] w587 AAE Fdske 5HE 4R
2 sdvka ssith 1 3 WA ZIAle A3 BRI
(Intentional Detector : ID)Z, §2lo|= A=-& <A 4 v}
o FEIQ] BA T vl 71234 djAshe A7 o
t} a% ol diAe] H|E 2R/E WA BAHE,

FAole e AIAL ofd AR FAE= A B
te o ve dgoleta At vk ¢7]e] T WA
1 €&¥A]7](Eye-Direction Detector : EDD)Z &

Aol AEA "Alska, Aldde] o]
A& Ak, thE 1A 1] Aldde] o
A=W 1 FAVE 2 BUE B 9
He 715 @tk Al WA, T T 71A
(Shared-Attention Mechanism : SAM)= A}, A}l
azja e AR WA Bdshs 7ee &, Tt
Ao g whgo|2 7]A|(Theory-of-Mind Mechanism :
ToMM)= P52 RE vk s FE3= A, S
ol B2 AMSehE AAlE Eeth

289, 17k 9 olelg VAES 2 ==k
oA EEA el 9 Aee FoAF e nfga #

H3A ofalsl=rtr olo dgk XstEd A wE
< 9= T8 3o 2HeR 714 drh(Baron-Cohen,
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2l 1. 32 Z8(Baron-Cohen & Wheelwright, 2004,
P.165)

1995/2005; Humphrey, 1984). ©]Eol w2, Ale]2 4

SAHgo] 23 KM} 2 AT BRI o] i
S 9t Ao Y5 wa EEXLE el o=
W Ag4 FHA1E ANk aeb ARe] 2] Pl =

of A7) AR AR R kg we ol8le 4 9]
£ A QR AET WAS 8 5 99lm, 2 A3 9
e gsAes oeg 9w ot 59 2 99
The glolek, A5} ol HUYLE S IAF 5

Eo| ojx Hxol vkg ¢71E T 4+ ) oH(Tomassell,
Call, & Hare, 2003), "l 31715 ®d38lE ¥ 4] &
AGehs AR (ARAIEE W8-S B, o8, Hag], &3
&, 2007) ol2fg dHe A .

N

13,

Tt QT Aol ofxds] ARl AlAlel A 3
o), Tie Ajgel A7, A, I 58 sHetehe ele
Arjele] A4 AL E 83| F2F ko]
o webd BES B9l vk e Basle] ol
R 58, 2 vhealrlt A4 QRS 4E0 Age =
#ol ST, H) AR o= HE AY 4
483 B0 Y& Ao T F dk

olelg AL e B obET AU S toR A
o whg ol8] 2Fo] AEA AT Belo] YTt
ARG APATENN A% AAHAS, o F
Astington?} Jenkins(1995)7} oFg<] ml ©]3l %Eﬁ,%
238 o] 4PN A YBS BIAS 1,
PR A ofsfah oFBe AT W A A
= 7:161:0] 1.;01-—7 7P Eo)E & o) 93 dFS A sl=
7380l A3Att. Lalonde®} Chandler(1995)9] SA-ollA %=
o1 ok5e] vk olal S MBS WK uf
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TE4 52 Haum gt gade| oig 9| 53 Fol

T oflelA AReE Ao Re A Al
2 3%5-S(conventional social behaviors)ZH= #Ho] ¢l
Ao, esficls A7 Azale, 479 w5l o

< W gAS n@eIs e JEA AEA BBE
(intentional social behaviors)ZH= 3291 TA 7} UATh
G okge] nkg ol8] $HE WA AFS Agele
o Z1 10| 0™ (Capage & Watson, 2001), °Fz°]u}
B ABA 71 9 Qe Ble] JQITH A,
Zalle, A, AV, F%, o), HAS, 2008;
7w, 7V, Ards, ke, 2008; A

REEEE=EEY

1
UEAIE A3 & g2 HE A E daahgl A
Zvel BA|71 Qe AFFEC] neS & eA] EIeAE
HAESH= Aot} o3 A xe T2 2 oS uld
o2 o]Fojfth Alg]q FEo| £/3H A ofFo] vt
< 4R B, vk g7 HAAEQ A Y ds
g Q3 7|5 o &  UE Aot) A9
ol=9] ul29]7]+= Baron-Cohen, Leslie, 12|31 Frith

(1985l oJellA AEez HEHE, o2 A
obE, FAAA okE, aEla 73 W ofEell “Sally

7} 7S A =1 UZF Alo] Amne’} o] AL BE
SAE W Sallyt Boleb e ol ol 2
AP E e PO vhE old e ZPP
olE% Aol FRF T e, vk dehe B
(representation)©] 7] Wl Sallye AR(Ad7ro] A4

Bell 313} the mha Aeicddatol Adl slvke A7
£ 7H 4 9o, Sally?] 3F2 Sally7}F 2Hal & ©]
A3 £ Wo(false-belieh) o] JsA AFHTE A, =
0|8 2t glojok g, o)5e] AT Aol
o} B opjel AAAA olEHThE Hoe
A Fald mhgesld Agol ik Aow w4l
ool Aokl vhe e olalstA %
Ak AMe del Apsd e AAH0
(Baron-Cohen, 2000).
A3 o] nhe AE|E olalahn] Adte] itk
A7) o|slo] 84 7o) 48 ThE AREL ol
371 d& 5o, E3 4l (conduct disorder), 21 A

(psychopath), ¥4} ¥1353]7](bullying) 9} 22 AR

-
to rlo o
2,
ox 1
il
ll‘
pk

o oft

P& A} 1 YT 7S HEARE A EA7L
AE AREA Psolgie He FEEch uEbA wALEE
P E2 Ao} rR7IA 2 vk o]aje] F-Eol|A] H]EE]
A= & ek ol 7Hdel 4284 Happét Frith
(1996)= F& 7l ob&e] nhs olal 55 B% ot s
Felwdct 1 AR, FPN obs v AL
ST A5 g ATE B0, 3 ol
3} T3 FFo 7 £l W-E(false-belief) & o3|
Uk

tE R g% Jis ddeR P wod= nizt
7RIR, A1 K psychopathy) 52 vHe HE 52
sta #AFske 580l U3 (Blair, Sellars, Strickland,
Clark, Williams, Smith, & Jones, 1996; Richell, Mitchell,
Newman, Leonard, Baron-Cohen, & Blair, 2003), &l
A eE qu—s & oF5(bully) 3 vl olal7} 7153
THAFAIEF W82 Sutton, 2003). 2SS thAFo 2 &
=W AT 257 Tl A vk 7] e
&) Z‘Wib‘r E9ka, YWt BAF ] FE = Ao/}

Stk A =], 1713, 2006).

a2H %%l?& AREA 7159 el Eeta
AF olEE vl o3 FHo| Hojd Wi, wixls] A
T ke a8 27 old tiE] Blair2003)= ‘7S

2 opille] mhg e el Asigr] wiEel] ARlS 3l
w7behe 2R3 A nheelrle 34489 #AE A
EPHA, =7A-HF5A WAL A 8% (instrumental-

154354 A}

nonimpulsive anti-social behavior)Z} ¥
3] e} F(reactive-impulsive anti-social behavior)< -
oA mele Best ik A

E7A WA Wold o) wA, BAH, BEAY
Aoz vole] A5t BAS AR BES Wik
ek FgNt A A% A (psychopath), 2FA+ &3
(bullying) 3} 2], A7) Phe-& AaH3] olafshe Al
thEo] MolE Aow daldl Yyrel WAEY YEe
ST Z5H 30 AU dE Sol At AR
2 S weA Eele A sl el v
AN, A7t 54 Folok ek, mk whe-S e Belo]
fom =74 99 wMAEE A o) N5, o
o3 TEL o]z)et HrE| A P2 sl 9oiA &

7F 2 & 3ok

]

3

oo oo
o,
kit
-
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AR Al 32

B vhe-A-FE A HialslA g5 dubdoR 9 Ty o590 WS AT AE vk ¢7]eh RSt
Folut 2 Foll Ul whgo 2 fis= viAE Aol o kg Y7|R A 2a vk vk A7)
FEAQ BEA gpolete HollA] o =Ao|a A& (thinking)’, ‘:=FTh(feeling)’, ‘BFTHwanting)” 59 A
Al gl T WA A QB FRECE o7 o] & Fdske T vk AHER ot Aol
w2 ZAA Aol nkS olg) w8 52 FH2e®  (Whiten & Perner, 1991), FX & vl-e Ao &dsla
O A7 EEAT, Blair2003)E thedh 2 9ol A /1242 vk ¢7)el] ZFETE Wellman(1990) 5
A heA FART vhg 719 #A 7FsAdE AT 919 vk o] o] R, Ala, i, ok o] e 7]

WA AFAYESH SHAA v FALE BAsE  BAG AdAA PME Este AR ANdsidt vt sk
99 vk A 24 A g9y g3k uk wep wkgA %— A7} F40l VERt HAE ghetaA]
A FANS BAlske 9L orobd T (ombito-frontal ekl 57 AgelA] o] oWl PME wAx] F
cortex) ©.&, o] F97} & k= vk A A £ sk RIATH o] vk o719 54 Sl £4ge]
ol =& AW A (sociopath) 535 Hele o2 Sle Zow dXE + Stk
deizich adddl o] d9L vk 97l HAE ST ol’de] W4-& Helshd, ERRle A nkg s
ol 23t = o7 = (Rl F, 2007 Fx). FEShs QY] w2 A/dR1H A obse] thekdk A
A WA AN FEol B2 AR vhg o] 31A PEED Bo] e AoE WeA Yok 1y
715 E £740] QS 750l Atk old] thE] Baron-  HWAREA o] A wlSely] HElwke] #exlo] Bl
Cohen(1995/2005)2 kbS] 4w Ak vls HX] Qsked], o3 AZ7IR]] AFEc] HAalw Aol
S FAE 4 glom Oz QlsiA] ARl AMA, AL U AEEH 2 5 3] WAy 3HgEihe
38 Pes 24 5 gk sk thro] 7] Wizol A, ol W vk e E EEHoR

SHA, Blair(2003)= ePTHEO] wRES7IRTRE A FoERA] KEka rke ¢19] € SRk 1eldly] o

3|7 Whg- WEA(social response reversal) @} o o] 9)
oo SFth AR A wkg- whdolgh FAq B3t 9
o] HAtg Woked o] AHE o o] vhg-& vt
Zolek. 2kl Ao uhet vh-2 vt BRle] &
o} T2 AR DAE Q1AE ¢ glojof sk, tet
AFge] £ AR B4 A Q127 Al kg
e % 2% Bolvke Aotk 1= vk ¢/t
ol gt AlZ A Wk W FAld| ZEale] WA 34
e AR A Btk AA| 2 Blaire} Cipolotti(2000)
o] AFoA AbATS £ vk FAANE Hol
= %Z}% "R 8<% A (reversal learning task) $~3§©]
W oolg}, Exot Addhe g 34E A4

34 %?E—T’—, olopy] FRIFe] o I A E A
ds] ALsRA| itk A 1] we)r] FAl 78
ol &A71 9A1th Blaire} Cipolotti2000)= o213k 2
g AT A} B ¥ mE ERIY o
ik H}‘:/Li A Ao g ded PEs Azl
ERE Q] Wl W FA ol Tkt

o

=

A7 APAFEA Ve AleH S v
I} ZE SHA Belslo] nlelr] el uialsly 8 Ee]
HAS HESt Al Pt AR, asdd| FrE Had
03 o], WAl A YT =74 FFl
AgtelA] ka w-g-A wkAE A g Ekx] T3 E4,
thekek nhs $7] A E AHSSIA vk 9] FEE
Hr}l IZR oz =AHIPch 742 2 F Baron-Cohen
(1995/2005)¢] AAIEH v] 7FA] mlg- ¢1719] 718 714 5
A Q1A FHAE A8 o] Bfdet A3 'R
714Dy ¢} vk ©]& 71A(ToMM) & STk vl ©]
£ 71A(ToMM)2] 7, AZtel| tigh ol e} % Aol tigt

olgl = A Re] W] 5YARI Y= FA F= TEE
3 Oﬂo]u:l(Cumng & Dunn, 1999), A15]8 Joabg-o] A

2 02 FUEY #e] gl AR 4] Wi
(Dunn, 1995), Az} ojafel A Q12 FEE s
=4k
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D=4 42 HAU et Favel kg 2P| S8 ol

i

ATz pAE olopy|2 a8 A A|AE T FAF

sk Aol o2 98 wEs Aa Pade vke ¢l
1 ARG = u(}uo]oaq AHeE BE e oqux}q

At Aade) s vudck vl g
Ea s Agads %%l "EﬁEHEI I Zﬂﬁ oI5
o]

Mt Rl

It D P R s
42 AN2D TEd) Ak 3 AEIES QB H2 A B BT gl ol vlehua Ik A 4
dur) ke g ofslale Seo] $E Joltk Ea@ vk & s WAE 1=lel A i) Ehe ool 2 R
S97] SEe OuAcly] e, mes Ak Fade]  thRIFE dMACE Sol 2 7, S8 of% 4

vhe 9] Aol 4SBT ok givle] o 2 2 /1% ol oig o7l ARE Ak 4 AR B
3}

Holl A o] o] AlekA] ExlA o g HAEST) o] S M52 vk 2 Bosacki 9} Astington(1999)2] 715
ATE vy 719 HEE AREA AEe] J9E A o el idE 98 Z i (conceptual role-taking)
Z W oopal, WALER Ee] dwly) w ekl tigt 37 W7 (empathetic sensitivity) R4, Z18]a ook
83t JRE AT & 5 JS Aotk A 5 (alternative thinking) A4S A=Y a4
A% 27 Ao 9 wAE 3 nAE AEA, I 2
I N n8HE

A, 9 v ﬂw ofo] Zo & ZheA|, 18]
] Bl ofe 1t ENE Eo] g A7 = ) vk A

Z
9, 291 255 6t U eI, 0 S <Hllsl AL ol bt <3 ol b
ASIYT FEPe P9 ST AN S008) & A TIZ olse 83 1 $& EE olasien]
o A= o M) SENL ALETE Aol vt S A, o] e Sogoan e BEel

e

O_t.,

A

021, of m[o
By
rlo

Aol Bt A5 2049 1 1841274 B wEA Ah AT A “Bze)7} oy Bk delE
A= FUR, FAES H 13A(HS 1 134]-144), 27 4 }7} HZQlE Tof|A| “3 d|ejulE olojopra}
2SS i 114089« 11A-124) Tk I BE A AAlska, s o 2 2 devh
%S B WH A71E om gy, Aake] Azt gt

T = AQ7te] 3714 AE-S ok 7F Aol ois) g
T2 Algre] 7S ol 5, 97 B e 13, oL oo s Heslela, O o] MEE e
G AME gefehs w8, an YA X TS S A AR o3 Ao F A} o Ay E A=t
Atk 2ol ¥ 7S IR Stk <3 (faux pas) ©|3] ZA>E st 43 ARE
dA] HajA] o maiA] Qokaol® Eeta 4R Al

Az} olF] A WS 7 v she B Plon, 54 AMS Ugith
AdE] 52007)2] A Sl Fadzt AAelA AL W 2218 TS s WkE AS olsisheR] ST

Vo A2 =

go] Agtat 4709 TS AMEFTE ALSE FAlE e FARCE A dYases AT AL NER F 9
g s, Adolel ABlE, F4) AvH(faux pas 1 3A7E Golghs ARE SlofHd A A F ATelA 2 Q)
W o Qiglont AE A e Aol VRS de Roldta Weke % ofAjolelelA] AAklE
oAl sk @) olell FAGH. 2 FAS2 LA ollv] B3 ] ok A A ARdreta B
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A2, <5, olgmlet 2742k A7H2007) 004 A

Al FANNFAN PN PN
< — -— —
1= e sz 2. = M2l ) 3 £ Hel a2kl
N EEr Sty Uighsl mos s=e, ME e,
A al A A - -
! . aq
5 EE AW SEX 6 = N2 a0

EAN 2R =EH-,

SR AT FoIA T el 2ol Nz Fates
© 274 $49 AZERN) S A JEAEe T
el el Az A& AEAsee AAY ¢4

=

ol 3027kl T AFS AR, 1 gL T
el 4213go] 2ol SHeltrh M2 BolN A FET
F A Gtk 2 F T Fbtel 45 5
EE} o Foe g0z N2 TR Belshs =
o] o]t AFelgleh. $I4 ATl 82 4 AAE
& 2% 30 AXIE ik BAS B F SRS
Fg0] ol W8 A8 olobIHES Ak ¢
F Wgel mets A3 AAd 24E F WS
(ol 429, AR A9 04, A% T §49)
o} A2 4B WeL 15l : E5T, £l &
5 90 5), 7k Aele] A9 glo] BelH 4ae
290 AR Z5%E 24l : W, Lol 2
A, A9 ), The RS WelE A5 49
2 A9 A% 33 - A oAt ol thbks
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TES $2- A0 vt Faol ofg 2| 52 Aol
O oA gl T kg Rolshm 1 MEE WS AW AP F A YUE WA DA% A%

o
=
2 A% A4 B AE

7 54 34

T 7 Az ARBIA 35 AFE S AR
H =& Bryant(1982)2] 37 Z|4(index of empathy)
Z12]3 Baron-Cohen¥} Wheelwright(2004)2] EQ 2%
(EQ : Empathy Quotient) Stk

Bryant(1982)2] # %= Mehrabian¥} Epstein(1972)<]
A2 87 2 S(measure of emotional empathy)°l] that
o B AAdE AR TS BRI A7E ZAE
7Agl gk tig] FA A o2 Helsta k. wepA
QAANEA F2ke] FEdHte A veds Ax

A}

ESNE

Soll @7E 2
OE]

LM,

k2 FpA] AA] I} A

el FHE2 e Ee] wEa Wi gulE 71

s, ‘e AdE BE UZ A7) 23 Aoy, okl dod ANFth $EAEY RS2 AAITTeE HFE
ofo] & HH migo] opxry el o] HMA Fire S ol AFHUY nEd AaAEe] SHS AT YAt
e nEFoR Fse] ek ® ATNE I AP, U 2B A SR Qg 193}
AR TEE B ol R FEel] F 168FRe Ao sEAEC] D EA SEE sV EAA
A3 S EHEE B A5E fldich A ¢ A9 Azt
EQ A9 A%, T4 XA vk A AAA & o 4okelA A AEHom, B A A
82714 EPsRe oz Aot teb BQ Hxd  do] B § ARAR AT
AN e B BYE B ohe T Akl of
DA weA] & 5 ok ek 2 3] A S 4 7
BE $50] TqH] Ytk EQ A o]2e AN,
AAH e SHshE 4073 B ARF 207 FCE WEA M Ha 2t olsff ==
Tl Sk A7t o3l A skl IA e JdE 3
B A7 Bryant(1982) AEE RE Huel A4 Fn ZEAP} E 1o AAE] ek a7) Wee] 47
31, EQ HAZ e 2GS At T4 o J ol el Alelrt eA dYHFE S w, AY7to]
E 1. 42} ol Mo ok RO EREHANZE o2 ERHANY)
258w 63hd Zgtw 28hd uEy B ENC]
BI(SD) 1t (SD) 31 (SD) 33F(SD) F
ofufgt &Y% 66.43,(17.91) 71.27,(14.84) 84.38,(15.12) 61.72,(31.81) 839 ***
N gz 77.864(22.30) 77.964(19.15) 82.81,(18.71) 63.28,(32.52) 446 **
A 55.71,(31.56) 69.74,4(33.97) 83.75,(26.28) 60.94,(47.07) 462 **
gk A 31.43,(32.28) 46.05,,(37.46) 91.25.(22.32) 56.25,(43.53) 2112 ***
Ao AR 74.29,(29.25) 75.44,(30.69) 90.83.(16.86) 46.46,(42.44) 1293 ***
A 43.81,(36.85) 63.16,(34.48) 92.50.(19.23) 58.33,4(39.71) 14.54 ***
A4 50.48,(25.40) 51.32,(21.71) 80.34,(20.55) 49.44,(29.52) 1441 ***
A7}y olsf A 58.75.(16.80) 65.30,(15.98) 86.81.(10.07) 52.85,(28.43) 23.62 ¥

AAZE g2 gzt 2ozt felmd A& e, **p<.01, ***p<.001
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SIARISHEIN: AfS] 2 A

B 2. FAM oA M| Floh ol ERHANRS o2 EEHEAR)
Z5%w 6% F%a 2%hd ey ik ol -
BT (SD) B (SD) B (SD) B(SD)

i 24 64.87,(7.13) 63.81,(10.92) 73.16,(4.80) 63.61,(14.63) 752

d= 23 67.90,(7.56) 69.53,(10.99) 78.52,(8.23) 63.96,(18.74) 9.14 ***

A 12 AA 66.38,(6.63) 66.67,(10.52) 75.84(5.64) 63.79,(15.53) 945 ***
A7 g2 Jezt Aolzt folnlek AL vl ***p<.001
3 A Aok Bkgl DAl W B e 2k Aok frel AXIEo] Qe HERE Wit Aol AAWFEAYE u,
v]8ch Duncan A0 R AFASRS W, WELS AL E BT 9P BYS Qoke 5 BF 1 Ao}
AadEee] AA Aol daee 52T A A ol WSt Duncan WA 0R ARE HSAS o], wE=L A
SYuTE SgkS B ohe} Fenthe Yeton], 25 & HadEe] A4 34 4 FHe dshynct Yeko
AT} ZJol7) AT, Fo, 135=23.62, p<.001. 3+%] A w25 S Ak A4 AL Ffdle
U2 HwgdS o ofidt yF olsle}, Fs un=8.39, <uld zol7}t §IY, Fo, 135=9.45, p<.001. ©]2{ g 733k

p<.001, YUY ola] 5L Fu 1p=14.41, p<001, 2% AL ¥ TP 42 T4 A= thall L3 whahA
Az 3l T8la BEA Ad HAEE o fo %A Ak AhdEe] A BPS sk vEe B
ujgk o7} gidlem, o]59] ojdlEe s v A Al gy Hut vton, AW 27]90 S
Atk FTAY] A= v AR ned i HdEe] FFEeldln E 4 gtk

=
ole) e sty v 2Eehy 9 ST £ WS mrdd] 4459 W

AAadEo| 25y 2

3 FFoIATE, Fi, ap=14.54, p<.001. 28t w=d Al FEAD U3 FEo T A B QPA, o)E
& HadEe] Ao ARG olElthe o tigHY 2 BA3 739 HAME sk dde] s 5 3
Wole} S 2EYEHET O WSITh Fa wy= Tk WER FA Q2] BAIE A fFEEE RS o
12.93, p<.00L. vt 5 ojalle] ake] ZpAle] A Al Fe] 3ol o7} e AWM 1
o Aa Rade] 3 WAL Fo =462, p<01, A3k F 270 AA 53 FolA Jezt $3)0) 2o|7} &
et AW 58, Fo, 1n=21.12, p<001, e ETE b ofn|gk A2 <shb, Wgb, Felyr, csRdb, dske
I g FE = fofu] gt Aoz} ik W] Ad 9] 57 HAMUTKE 3 #X). Duncan WA OR AFAS
A 9% 2 5L 258K, T, oiFY Jek el e W), aEhd| R HAEEL S B4, Fo, 0=
ol7b I, WA i HAFELS o] Al HYHTE 500, p<.01, W3 FFY, Fo, 1w0=7.25, p<01, 12|31 F2
o AZ3 $3S BT, Fa, 14)=4.46, p<0l.

ol o] 8-S HelohH, wEA i ALEUES RE X 3 M 7EY Moo Toi HAn ERHANZEE A2 E
47} olal o] B Azriel viehyE Tt A, Fuiite)
A7} olal 58 FollM TR sod T ofsl, 74 258w 6ehd Zotw oshd  WEAAd
H7Hg, dike aElehe T8 T FEolAT, A STH(SD) AESD)  HIT(SD)
oo ARLEE of3lsls T MEH A% 2 €L s 90.86,(11.46)  9426,(11.26) 83.06,(22.26) 5.09**
2emanz A, TPIS e w15, T s mue
FEe 2Edtm aohd $Eeldl BT Daaseh MHUSE) 7108 3%

SR 88.57,(11.89) 8142,(17.83) 7621,2335) 3.92°

WA M e IA QY 53 HA7E chEm GuE Aolzh frelula 2S ek,

A Q1] Hege] A Wiyt TEAAIL E 20 Tp<05, p<0l
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258w 63 8w 23hd ety AL
F

1t (SD) 1t (SD) 1t (SD) B (SD)
Bryant 3% 3.27.(43) 3.18,(.45) 3.40,5(.45) 3.48,(.52) 2.82%
EQ &% 3.26,(.29) 3.47,(.32) 3.27.(34) 4.68*

*p<.05

TEA A Hade] R s 52
Z]?%}Zi A4 elel A e =

S3Ho] 62.86
Z8Ao] 76.32(FFH 2} 1 32.80),
N

5=
H RLN

tigtAo 175 83%4(3%33 2} :28.23), 283l WA AL
AAdE0] 62.50(ETHA} 41.26)0]90m, dUHZE

Pt eI AL eI el A%
Fp, 4)=2.06, n.s. WEp wEd AL HaEdELS ERIC]
7ot BA1E Qs S gl A AN o
sl slolxe 23 HolA] gsith

rr

4o,
o
=3
S
ey
2
>
e
aul
i)
¢
g o
ol
o
ox
jg}:
%

L

3o N
ol W& mo L oS EM

- A

e R TA= ZH}\ 239 Bryant &7 A9 sty

= zpo]7} gL, AL o] Al H

S 1:]- Fg, 131)=2.82, p<.05. 134} BQ F3E

H* Aol A YR B
Fol AT, Fo, 04=4.68, p<.05.

)

gt

2)
v‘(_g__
T Aad, agln AplE BAE g o
oA AE A=t} e} walE A YT A
ol vkEel719] £/do] HuER] k=t oA

TS AT

el A7l 548 Yol WA FAYER

a A, wedd F
oleista P& 4k
PSR o Sotth ey of2g At
Zaidso] vh ofal sl ZAgte] vk
olgld], 1 olfr= e Ee] TL Al

& tEdtha 1] 3157 wEelt. thex

ol 533 IAH 71l et

=7} =0

£
?:l
Wole}. webd vE mEdhd 7 F9) Ba
G
A
=

ﬂJE T,
rO
lo,

o ox
S
o

o
\E; i
o

r
ol
N

ox
oft o rr W

o=
et
rlo

il

X,
T
T
N,

o
o

2

wor

g =0l o

AL
32
o
)
f
)

Y
dd
)
>
=
bl
)
i
)
w®
4§
o 1o
2 4

=3
£y
=
k:ﬂ

>4
2
9
i

o
¥
3
o
B
ofrl
-2
%

o

[p=
T‘O
-

o>‘ }1]
R =
L
o
il
rlo
i
i3
ol
2
-

p

%0 i) o=

ot oy Mo

ofy

o
4

ETASS oﬂ =7

]:l
HolTh, ol wEA Ak

it
L
pl
ind
Y
=y
A
o

off o
¥
O%

e wo wo

Dﬁ_o‘
¢
10

o
oo
o,

ol 9eg vt w98 958 ol

FMY % 25T v S v wd AL Pad
o] Bl1] Y2 olafsh e o ofdl 9 Fue)
FEuT) Yol 258k nehd oIl ol2ie
Aae wde] 57 390 93 H2dEe] vke s
olaste Seie Agel gom, vk ol Zeizel w

A Y ol BE Bl
ol wAsld % PuEd v
@ b QA TEThe QA gt Avelr. Hd

>
>~
&
=
v
X

- 51 -



AFEAN FARAANEE B9 W g3} A4S B

= 5
RHE olald 4= A3 (Blair et al., 1996), 37l
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o
o} (Happé & Fith, 1996)3} & #|555]%= ©l-&(Sutton,
2003)2 £ Wa(false belief) S lald = USich
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e 1 ol B, ALY, FE el 57 £
B WA fEo® FEE 4 Utk Crick¥ Dodge
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Differences of Mind-reading Ability between Juvenile
Offenders and Normal Adolescents

Jaisun Koo Hei-Rhee Ghim MyungSook Chung
Chungbuk National University Kkottongnae Hyundo University of Social Welfare
Kyungmi Kim Haeyoung Yang KyungJa Cho Soojin Park
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Miyoung Han

Sang-Gyu Park
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Kkottongnae Hyundo University of Social Welfare

This study examines the mind-reading ability of juvenile offenders in jail. Their mind-reading ability was
measured by the ability to understand other’s thinking, ability to read the emotional states through facial
expressions, and ability to detect intentionality in animated shapes. A total of 35 male juvenile inmates’
performance was compared with those of normal male students (40 undergraduate students, 38 junior
high school students, and 35 elementary school students). The results indicate that juvenile offenders have
a deficit in understanding of others’ thinking and emotions. More specifically, they cannot uncover the
hidden meaning of white-lies and recognize others’ facial expressions of anger. However, it was found
that their ability to detect intentionality was intact and that the level of their emotional empathy was

normal. These results imply that juvenile offenders’ anti-social behaviors are associated with the

impairment in their mind-reading.

Keywords: Theory of mind; Mind-reading; Empathy; Anti-social behavior; Aggression
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