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[ Abstract]

stand and interpret children’ s mental states. At present, researchers assess mind—mindedness by interviewing caregivers

As a concept developed from maternal sensitivity, mind—mindedness refers to caregiver’ s ablity to under-

and observing parent—child interaction during free—play session. Mind—mindedness is influenced by caregiver’s attachment
experience, cognitive abilities, mental health status, family and social factors. In addition, mind—mindedness plays an im-
portant role in children’ s socio—emotional, cognitive, and language development. We reviewed the concept, measurement,
influencing factors and consequences related to mind—mindedness. Future work should focus not only on measurement

tools, but also developmental course of mind—mindedness, its roles in close relationships and its applications in cross—cul-

tural studies.
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