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Theory of Mind and Language: Based on

Children’s comprehension
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We attempt to investigate the relation between theory of mind and language based on children’s
understanding. One hand, some researchers provide evidence that the mental state such as intention
affects children’s inference of word meanings. Moreover, Bloom(2000) argues that the mutual exclusivity
assumption is a product of children’s theory of mind. On the other hand, de Villiers(2000) argues that
understanding of sentential complement should be followed by that of false belief. The question then
arises as to how to account for the discrepancy between these two research groups. We propose that the
evidence might not reject the modularity of language or the modularity of theory of mind, and
understanding false belief might require abilities other than theory of mind. It might need the knowledge

of sentential complement or selection processor.
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