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Background

e Theory of Mind (ToM) is a highly influential concept which has shaped autism research over the past 30 years [1,2]
THE COCHRANE e The model suggests that most people with autism spectrum disorder (ASD) have a profound difficulty understanding the minds of other people, including their emotions, feelings, beliefs and thoughts [3]
® e Theory of Mind has had a significant influence on research and, to a lesser extent, clinical and educational practice [4]
COLLABORATION o The model implies that successful interventions to teach ToM could have far-reaching effects on behaviours and outcome

The goal of this review is to evaluate the efficacy of interventions based on the ToM model for individuals with ASD and
sue.fletcher-watson@ed.ac.uk . . _w .. . .
@SueReviews thus test its validity and relevance to clinical and educational practice
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