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Title und thematic enclosure

~Aphasia and Theory of mind”

In the debate about the neuronal correlates of fijf@fdMind processes, much research has
been carried out to establish and evaluate differesories. One main domain concentrates on
the interface of language and Theory of Mind. Trereetwo approaches, one concerned with
the developmental aspects of ToM in the conteXamjuage and language acquisition and
one with the possible role of language in the negiahce of a mature ToM. The latter may be
observed by examining aphasic patients with ahlefitisphere stroke. The presentation of the
current state of research in this field as welt@strasting the different positions and a critical
reflexion are the purposes of this bachelor thesis.

Objective und Focus

The thesis wants to present the different appraatthéhe nature of Theory of Mind
processes, illustrated through the supposed neluronralates identified so far, thereby
giving a general overview of the topic. In a neeips the interface of language and Theory of
Mind will be outlined, first showing the conclus®nf research projects investigating the
developmental course and then — as the main gagsenting the findings concerning the
impact of aphasia on Theory of Mind. In the en@, &pproaches on the linguistic role in
Theory of Mind development in children will be coampd to the findings in aphasic patients
to show what can be concluded from the latter.

Methodological implementation

After a brief summary of the components of Thedriviand, the thesis will demonstrate the
current results of different areas of research eomng the theory in general. In a next step, it
will continue with the — sometimes controversiaksults of research projects investigating
the processes in deaf children. These project® tnyake out the connection between the
progresses in language acquisition and their Thebkind development. The purpose of
this is to present the assumptions about a possilielation between language and Theory
of Mind and the directional nature of such a cominec The main part will then present
empirical findings with aphasic patients undergaisgveral) Theory of Mind and language
tests. The point of this way of illustration isdonsider the findings of deaf children in a
different light, showing - amongst other intriguiagpects - how some assumed correlations
might, in a mature Theory of Mind, be separatedhftanguage skills. Finally, the two
approaches are put in a common context and anlbgeti@al evaluation of research in this
field will be given with subsequent suggestionsftdure research proposals.



Structure

1
2.
3. Language and Theory of Mind — Two Approaches
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. Theory of Mind — A brief illustration

Research theories: What ideas are there abouttivemal correlates of Theory of Mind?

3.1. Developmental research with deaf children

3.2. Main part: Aphasia and Theory of Mind
Conclusion: How does language influence Theory ofd?
Reflection of the applied methods to test Theoriylofd
Future research: Suggestion for future studies
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