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Alzheimer’s Disease: Speech Impairment and Neuropsychological Rating Scale Assessment

Huang Lihe, Wang Jing and Li Yunxia

Abstract Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is a commonly seen dementia symptom among elderly people. Previous studies have shown
that patients with AD have speech impairments at all linguistic levels such as phonology, syntax, semantics, pragmatics and dis-
course. The speech impairment features are essential for the cognitive assessment and clinical diagnosis for AD patients. This paper
looks into the assessment of language-related items, and examines the specific dimensions and sensitivity of various neuropsycho-
logical rating scales, including the screening scales (MMSE, MoCA-B, DRS), the overall cognitive function rating scales (ADAS-
cog, SIB, CDR) and language proficiency special scales (BNT, VET, ABC, WAB). Current Alzheimer’s disease-related scales focus
mainly on the semantic and naming (memory) dimensions, while less attention is paid to the phonological, syntactic and pragmatic
levels. Most of the tests use induction data, failing to attend to the spontaneous or connected speech and the value of speech fea-
tures in the pre-screening in disease prevention and control. In order to optimize the relevant scales, it is suggested that researchers
should conduct research based on large-scale, multimodal follow-up data, build diachronic natural discourse corpus, and improve
the early screening of AD according to the characteristics of speech impairment.
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5]

il

NJIVAE ( Dementia ) ¥ 2% WLAZAEBNE 2 — . PR ICIEERIG (AD) 5y — Rt A7 i s 2 33 55
T IBI, 2405 A HUEE (19 50% % 60% . AD 3 S0 A B 32 BRI AL 1042 T A . A 1] ) AR
SRR AT . TR B BRI Z B S R (k2% fiT e 2008 ), HET AD 2 W
Z R E PR TAEH LU iR (IWG-2) #R#fE ( Dubois 2014 ) &% 28 [ 8 7 & AL WF 5% B — B K 9% o 2k b 2>
(NIA-AA) #5ifE ( McKhann 2011 ), PRASFRIEERRH] AD (9555 PG IR R M Z — & F 15 RE i .

AWM AD BH TR E, ZEFHREFHENFIBRGRN, I8 G MM 2.0 B2 0T i
RHRIEF RN, A KRR AD B35 5 15 R BT R 4L S B % . AD JE— M &
B A O B RRE AR B At I S B, oK OC i s S AT B R AU T, v R T R I
AMEN S, FE AD I R AT 500 A AR U, AT T 40 i @

—. AD &S THERRD

ARSCE el o AR F B R RN 4 429 GBS & RZ0 ., AE-1EE )20 . 015 L2
AR B —1E 210 ) X AD B H 5 SRR 4.

(—) EE-ERENSIERR{RI

JSEARDPFIR R Y] AD 835 15 7 R ) 7E RN A W 5 ( Croot et al. 2000 ), {HYEH 5
W, BEEX T HSA SR, BT ES WP 2 R MG E B A AE S IER, E5SWhf
— (N7 PRI UG 28 B s A5 A T

Meilan et al. ( 2012) F|JT] Praat £{F %} 21 (5] AD B35 HATH & /001, KITCH F Boy L) 5 40 20
FHL 2 0 3P e AR A3 00 2B AR DG, DT 1 LA AR A 0 TR I [] A 1 331 AD . 2014 4F A fi] S & I 3H ¥
TR TR R iR TR TR SRR PREDR B R R M AR I L AR SRR 8 LA 84.8% (WU
i B F21F AD 3 ( Meilan et al. 2014 ) ; Fraser et al. ( 2016 ) {fi F A /RBIA0 % R 5060 B 18515 B k4T
30T, B AR S N HEAOR VSIS, A5 8 R A S BRI {E ; Hoffmann et al. (2010 ) iz
T FRIEEE AD BETEAS [F B AR, R B RAE AD 5 W TR R AL, IR T
S EE J I R 52 B 1 2 % 8040 5 Lopez-de-Ipina et al. (2013 ) [ /0 FE4ES0 &G AR LR PEARAE, 223K 13
B BEEE IS AD B TE S RRE

TE#E4T W 24T 55 i), Martinez-Sanchez ( 2013 ) & 30 AR 3 (9 35 & T8 B2 R B, & B[] 53R 1K
S BRI 5 W LY 9 48 T, B T IE S R X 4> AD R ME R T ik 80% (4% Sk 74.2%, R E
T7.1% ), PRIt i I A B AT AR S 2 WA 98 Fl & Ak AD 35 TR BR AT T H.

H A0 T 5 SRR SR IR 2 T 7 MBI RE A 281k, & T S8 A B TS L B2 I 4 ik 2
Tl (HXT AD BEBARAHE CURE . 0. Erm . SIRAE ) SE 7 T MG M T e . 3X — U7 TH

@  “IAHUE (Dementia)” BE2AARIER AR ML EIE", MARAAE. H5BAEE A8 RZ LT EERHEER,
AR ERE H R E R BT EARBEINAE 2016 AF U0 “HIREE" SO ARUE” , ASCRAZARK. W A2 8

@ WESRFNSE, AR TS, AD 2B GRS . R AR S HARR AR R IR R bR . 275 (2018 Hh[E B
R NHIBRERHZ IR AR ).
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WFSE A R BE 5 1 RR AR TE & B AFTE R BRI A G, WA IR R E N 0 i e P R S5 I A

(Z) AE-EEENSIERERRI

AD BETEARWEEE T 1AL R TG AN, — o e R AT ) iRk AR IR B, (HAESS
A2 i ( Roark et al. 2011 ) ,

Altmann et al. (2001 ) 7| AD 835 X5 15 A DI Re ial e &5 IE 60 (8 i, & 3R i th IR R 1 02
BR T AR ( FZREB S FERIE A ), FRE S I — R R A L A W EhiE S
Fe B AR R FH A )R, Sils g RETE Y AD (B I o BUR aih r8 b s iR . BE SIEE AT, X
T = NFREPAIORI 8 2% s #0000 722 Ak S5 A B i AS PR BUR SO REIEFRAG S 1 i Uil ( Sajjadi et al. 2012 ) 5
AD B &R K A sl il iz B AR T IE 5 X B 4] ( Fraser et al. 2016 ),

Orimaye et al. (2017 ) %} 99 f4i] AD SRl & & K UG “firPF T (cookie-theft ) ™ Ay T I 5T K BR,
AD B 2l A A My, GRS ) A A, HOR M Z5 M TR A, B 2 A
HE | IBREIE . BRBITIS . G AR HHRNC AR AR A T B il $RICT 20 YRR ERAE, KB
AD 2 HE0) 5 B R B RE W AR T IE# 41, X5 Ahmed et al. (2008 ) £ 58 A A BOE B0 &
WG o BEFEIRII S T 0 AD et i HLas 2% ST AR B 25 518 5 A0k | 3R n- JCEE A S5 2 ) T
$#4E (de Liraetal. 2011 ),

J TR AD B AL Be I AR Ak, DL A TS AT T AR AR S . AR R R T R
ERA R, o EDORIEE B ERAAE . HATE N DA BRI Sox — R H . AR E NS T &
Xf VAT n-gram A3, 2R B HE ZHOAAR A

(=) WIC-EXENTIEERRN

Mg 2T FF, AD BF N 0 F IE RS E SR RN B AR WA R A 44 S BEAE X
W Z 45 ( Appell et al. 1982 ; Bayles et al. 1987 ),

RS PERE S AD BB F B — KAR AR, BAERE s tE . 18 T MR R R 44 g
71 Laws et al. (2010 ) (25220 R0, 18 U PERGE & T W PE R 1B R i 24 PRI 55 ok 6, BB
RAGFBIRONE , L B () S 3 R 3 SORIIE & i PEAE Ry RAE AT XS LU W] 45t 2518 45
B PE2E TR X, WIRTRE NI 2, 2 AT e Dy ML A i 57 SR ( Braak & Braak 1996 ). Bt
ZAh, B TR SO SCIN  SE B 3R, AD BE 1Y 4 i SO TAH Bt Sz ( Visch-Brink et al. 2004 ),
i AT 55 75 B NIE SCICIZ 32 B0 Duong et al. (2006 ) AYSZI T, X Bl Ay 44 B fs & 1042 32 Bk 0 ) 2
W, BFEMEIRE TR, B S EA ERBUCICH B R .

SRE AT 4 5 TR SO Ty TG B Ak 3 o HC A P HC A 3R] 35 SR s g PR H i, Pt AD SR E
it AR T 458 A 4 s im) A4 AFRARTR] . M @)iR) 45 ( March et al. 2006 ), XIAEMESE (2017 ) T ik
J TalkBank A 5¢ AD (83 B3 i (F 20RO A5 T ARRIZS 16, AL, 3T 835 i a5 (Jarr-
old etal. 2014 ), 4ni@ it X Z4ia-shid bk . iA=Lt shiaiiR g it s K3, AD B 3 20 R,
BOMER A, X AW s e, s ES R, WILEEHIK. 5EE 244
XPEG, oy ) BRI N FR AT IR IR (XI£LHE 2014 )

ZE POk FE, X T EREE CRE AL, BRPTOR &S e A &R, AT DA ] i AR i B 1
ZZ, WARVETETR HRMBIR, PITE R 280 R AW AN %S . (HIRATN A 2038 LATHE T 5id1
TIEHE R, AD BHHE LRESI M T BRI B 5 i 218 5 DI BE X [ B i ) AR AR 8 .
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(M) RE-ERAENSIEERBRRN

B IR 2 20 Rl is NiEF AT . INAIRE I AR M2 A B g, fEX—m b, AD /&
BRI R EA PR 25, FEEEETESFIHEEA 7 L, Mg RZHNENSGE =
iR X AD BHE I BE 1B 8 SCA IR, (HE LR A LT3 (Sajjadi et al. 2012 5 Ahmed et
al. 2013 ; Ash & Grossman 2015 ; Drummond et al. 2015 ), XHZAT kTS A 3 F e ffe 5% R -
HIEHAA 25 v, /2w b, AR A Y & s B ORI, SO e AT iR AR AN 7 47
EIER)ZT, BEIBRETMNE, IS AR AT, AE R 5B 455 h 200 17 5
HE L AP RYIRLE .

EAFEE Sy, hEGE 242 (Lai & Lin 2012 ; Lai 2014 ) & OCHES] 7 3UE AD B & HM
B, 7EXH RS IEMMEYE S ESTE KB, AD &SR E KGR, JEREIIEEZ,
Rl AT R R T, I A A G R LR AMEE, (BISTERRSAE 2 . BiJS, % HI UKL AD
BEE RO TS . EAFIER TS T, AD 255 M G E AR C 8 A0 8k H AR b B
SRS AD BE AT R FH 5 0 R AR ) B s v s 0 ie], {H P ZE AR I SR IR IR A D R AN 58 4 — 3K
XFF AD B, 38 T R 0 1) 5L B A BRI RE 4 S R 1 A e S OKCOP B AR A, P I 2 R A
bR 1] LIRS BRI e EN AR A 2 = /K, R UL T TR AR G X A3 IEH 2 A5 AD .

v BRI R AR TR S T g ] — B R

ARWFFE LA 2010 4R RO #h 2 P S B A HERR B AD 36, i A% IR 4 R A0 S AU, X
IR A e . RMARIA I D RE I A i 3R M R I R IE T BRI R Ak BT TR, IR AT
HAPAG AR 5 e P i A i R AE . WD MRS R (MMSE) | SRR FURINVEIEAL i (S
filii ) ( MoCA-B ). Mattis i & P75 5% (DRS) 5 SMAIAEITIRE IV A & A5G Bl R it BRI ITA1h
FINHIESr (ADAS-cog) . MEMB FEmFE (SIB) . IKAERITEEE (CDR); 57 LU0 E
RO RN (BNT), FlEmSENLE (VET), P RiERERK (WAB) FEHEK
H R EN R (ABC),

FRATHAR AR BRI R 1,

*1 DERNERESTSH -4
R T A0 H SR R PR
CIEA B i FR) WX 47
CITAl B ) X A7
TSR 8 P R AT HEEER
MMSE | I8 % K BB i 200 350 b s r G .
IR WA TS, FAXCTREx T, | i R
IR LR R AE AR B 22 L

WS (BRSSP B SE P I )

AR — ) S R R T AR (B IRTERIIUT S )
IEDIWIE R, ERIE WA . S a4 (RS 5 P 9 1-L R )

SOA 1 FRIHIE A R kSRR TR 2. 0
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WEERE (i1 5 )

W TE SR XA, B
ESEED)

37



S B 5

2019 4F45 5 ] M 23 )

0 32X H R A TR IR, JF ik a4 .

IEZIEEERXHERE (B THZRAE), #
Al XA A? 7

s R H PR T

(:4)
e Vi A H R s T
S T 2 L e S A
e T RIBTE (1 XRT : R A %%
et e e
ST (PINE “ba” “bee” “bo” M) T
DRS AHABUARE & 9 531l
X B HE 0 VORI (WP A 5 PR AR BRI T L Xt
HRLPERR ] (2P ) O 2 2K 8 24 % 5 )
T TR 1 1 SRR
) ]
i R TR
. ;ng<@ 2 A L2 R LRI T
5]
ADAS. S T BB 1 S 2 1 ) e A R E 0
cog | IR AT A SRR ) (AR B R X
o R, AR RE G . EERAEE ),
NIPE == ok N e Ak W oo N N
i FARAE ), AT A B SR e
SR
L ces Eik (BE5HEN)
W5 %
% AE A LA B (AN KR R R SRS )
380 T P2 T3 0 ) 7 75
W5 X, TS TS L.
80 e R P R 4 2 P e §
Tk e L P
SRR I R TS A (5 R
B A 5 B R/ B/ 2 I e/ W R T |1 S (e R IR SAFIE )
101 ArE it
W A SR MR I
LR E KRR (AT % RE ),
. “BoRfF 4 7
LT Ty T AT T
sip P TR IR PR A s (A TS SR )

W Z X E SRR, a6, gEA%k, JF
Win: Xt AB@r 7 2R E TR, TR
P It 52 e FE

a4 (HBEA RATE SUR B BHRD)

o) Z & BRI . BB . MBS,
). R AR 7 EHZILE TR, AT
PRt eIt 32 A e

a4 (IR R SR BB

VAl B RS 320 H EXE, B IR E A
FE? 7 ISRz Rl —A el (an “4F” A
B ), DS AT 2 0 R, Bl AR A
KA 2T 7 “SRANSAKFEVIRG?

PPl 53R 3 52 10 A [0 25 AT LT A T SO
fifk 15 1 1% g

38



B 7R PRI B RIS 8 DI F BRI B % £ U 5T

(5:%)
e 2 A A R L SR S
A« Y AR T AL
W B RSRAE TS AR A AR e et i L bR )
A e AR TR RE I A 2 R L | v 2 R TR — i S R B F B
CDR  [HOR G K19 S FHONE (. T T | o
IR . BT ), IR BT 1004 8 AXArG (a5 FRNEYRL)
B2 10 F B i A BT TR, 2 W | iR T T (T S X 2SR A . 5%
i 10 I I F i)
30 (o 15 K 60) WH R AR, ha BB |
BNT Wi 5 % A W A (BRSSP s a9 - A X R )
AT (SR RN, B
A S WP U AR 5
FX@# )
S s i) ; CEE SR, S E R
VFT LB B ST ggi%ﬁ(ﬁmTHIXﬂm ZTHERE
3 P 5 5 P4 1 R A ) 2 A5 X T A e
ORI [ R S Bk LEHEE A
BT S W (B i R
). A AR .
. AL A U A U R
B NS (A L i — RS ) | 25 . W 7 AT S b . 7 B A
Fi. TR A ). i
X (R R ) s s
Fofb it TR0, Bl B
B ) U5 50 T L K TR )
. e REE R
)5 WA A A (&),
e T A A IS S R I s LI 4 1 e
B2, B aE s A T
. 1
Tk SR G
Wik AR X (M 5 T i SN 1)
S 4% 425 X (A KR F 6T X i 5
ok )5 Sm TR A S i
Wi FRTEA 4% S L4 (T
K ).
AR SiE. LA, Bk, A 5 WAB HIF, A%
ABC [ WS W TR % A B ) (i
- {9355 Ak )
=. AD BESIEHESNIEHER .. (ESEIMN
2 AP K H 5\ H R PEAG 3R DUl gl g
(— ) AD BEESIEESHIEIEHER

KLk, 2R — R 58 R 2R E 5 TR S/ S R gt , dem T
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N A DG4S 5 o BN, 5 2R TG 5E R ikl O AN T, DA HUIE 19 35 18 B ik i A A= 7 22 D0 A W T 1
BN AR Fees 515 2 m A m, AR S R ZE G INFE J) 3 o AHOC ( Chapman 2016 ) .

XFF AD HBE F R AR AN BE — RS . A ik AD B AT IR - R ECRT L R . AR
Tl B i R AR S 1E X JAE 55 (Astell &Trevor 1998, 2002; Ober 2002; Aronoff et al. 2006 ) % ¥,
PR LA 55 il LR G FADR R, R SR DOE SCAHE R . T RAHEWT, T2 fA7E T AD &
FHIEC AR IR B T2 8 LR G2, TRFREE b 0B T A 2 Rk D) RE R AT, AL4E XHE
55 W T 6T bR D] R 5t X OGS AR AR A o ) R R A

X, EXARGERBRAE— RSP R 75 AD B, BE X T4 ISR A TE SRR 2 R R
JUT AR BN, it 4 i AR SO S AR, HILMARRIE . g USRI 5 E R AT 5.
HFEE T INE, s ek, B F IRy SR Rk A7, sk A K
W7 Rk R A, XL T IR R IR R R 2 W0ARIGE S SR EE L/ S R G AL FAE R
LR

AURENCZ T, AR RE R -, AD B 5 1R B Y B 2 S A 45 22 Fh H A A e
JI A, U T ARG 2 B W52, Kempler et al. ( 1998 ) 1R By XF AD & m) ik 58 1A iR 58,
T AE SR — 2 S0 vh SR B PR ) TR, R TR ARG, BRI 5 A UL R R P, 5
20 S WO R AR A R - R DE BC AT 5% . 45 R RS0 — 1Y AD SR VR RO KT R AL,
SEU T AE SR TC W i 25 S, F AR A A DR e 8 S ) R L B T A 32 R 2RO AR Ak B B T
&, MR TAEICAZ ™ B 46 5 . Almor et al. ( 1999 ) M HF 5 A BEIESS T AD F 8 il B 4 %0 AR 345 24
PR, T AR U 5 TARE IO BOE AR C A AT EE , AT 8 A1 R A 4L pY RS )R T
TARCAZ AR A AT RE 1945 -

TARICAZSE A5 KBRS 00 T AS 7 20 e, S 08 TARICAZ A s, AT mm) 7 ik
PRI TR AR INAT 55 o an—fL AD 018 5 BB AE SR i) A sh 2 EiE S R, 200k RS IR TC3h T
® (Whitaker 1976 ), TEIGJ 210 b, BEYE R IE S TR ZAA MM G TN 2, F5ERMalE e
TAEICC NI A S 2% (R, B ELEE 2014 ), X —HIT-7F AD % 5 FHA R, bRk
IR A D ERE TARICIZ 5K 2 BTE SCICICPR IR R 50 8, RAIR T B8 5 1B R 3R LAY AR A I [

SRV, AR R~ DORE AL AD B35 T R RS B AR A, (LA R IR AS A,
KBRS R T @ GO TN RE 1) 52 A, A U W R Bl 2 ¢ ThE S8R 4 52 Pk o 5 D e E 9 7 TAT SR KA AE R -
EARE IR, BRI FE & AD B35 i i 1 B 2 05 25 A R e g R B, (H IR 7 ] BR
WEAE A8 5 B 05 0 23T Z I R, AD SR F A9 IE F RE I B R R ER G N D RE A2 P i 45 R .
ELF IF 78 328 BH A 6] i X X6HE 5 B8 1178 ARl ik ( Harasty et al. 1999 ; Gorno-Tempini et al. 2004 ; Fraser et
al. 2016 ), 4Nk F1E 2R D RE A2 A0 0 45 ], 0o SCRE 7 W00 p A e PR IHAS [ A3 X A AN [ 1Y
%, AFEMZZm ARG, HRALENAFRINGEAT, BiEE oA AFEZE%, FhRmERn
K, BIZGEARZEBILEH .

(Z) ESENNSHESIANNERITMRICATRE

MIEFEHE S LU, MIA RN G E LS AR, MEolsERNOTROUE T2
MEF 29, WS . Ak B IR, (B2 SR ar s (IRt ) gL FEIR R SE
Eerb, A SWPAAIEASMHILL A ER, PR EU LA T BOR BB MR A IR S A 2 iR
DIReRaAT . o 2R R F R PRI T AD BE AR . 18 SCRRIE, HIZ0% TiE A BE S ( Szatloczki et
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al. 2015 ), MCERRUA . P45 AR U7 ) 20 W RE 9% A R0 it i E iR R A 2R e ) (Lai 2014), Jf
I AL 2 B 2 0E T . 15 X . AJEEAE S 22280 (Boschi et al. 2017 ), KL, XEEES WIEDSZHA
UL BB B S IEGE S, ESH PN BREE  [R] B, BN R B I B AR ESETETE,
717 54 TR 0 8 5 AT VP4, ELRER T X8 AR A TS e A . i 3R i S A, B2 R 5 A )
ARG R IZ BT IES , SR RE R R S, BRI 2GRS . ik, W% AR S 4R
XA [F) ki DX e A9 3, AR i R b s 2 Ui . ik A AR RS, DI DL RT 22 A 4T 55 AR X 4
TH0 b VP4 R S TR B ) .

MAE S B IR L, FEmRPESH (G EEL SRR ) it FREMICICae %
2, A Sl iR B SRR, SRR, TR T A R . 2 E A TR S
2o iC 2 Z A etk 4k ( Snyder 2006 ; Basting 2006 ; Kontos 2006 ), Snyder ( 2006 ) i 2 5 L H Bl /NH )
i WA 7505 Pl 1 RN = b A L 2 s 4 4= 1 (28 1 AN TR 79 Al = R D =B T2 €

MECHE A ok, HOETRR 0 B AR i R A S P 32 AL B X BN ENC T, AZMT
BHELFIETASELR . TEU BT &R AUR 185 % WS i % 40 Boston g 4% . WAB S50 # T
B R s R IR AR 5. HE ARG RS, DUELLFIE X 0 AD BE B A 0 275 1 R 5 1%
( Drummond et al. 2015 ; Fraser et al. 2016 ) ,

W E IR EEICAZ T, B A AR T8 5 B B 1 i X PERRAE . FRATTHE
HE G5 7 BN SRS S A — R . SEBR b, FEPR e, FRATHEAPTICIZ IR S
AR Y B IRE, G E R A A, P LAXT RN R R, AL A R AE T AR IS
a5 Z EEEENSE . SR H ETE R a2 RS i e, S R R
BOX 2 —4, XEWEXN TICIC I EET KRTXEFTR IS & REX MM KR —E R -
S BT SRR AR DT, AR TR F R I I AN BEEAT . AR ERE R EMIEF ), W
H AR AN AL AR TS 5 g EH , BIAIE 7 B9 AS [R1 4 B2 53500 D o5t

P, IEH IR S AR R RN B 2 B B B b Tk

(—) EEZREBERAETENEL

Rl AT NI AT AS B R A TE F 18 AR S H AT W LINAEAR, 5T 2B TR ROR 5 BRI
PR, (e B —E R I SRR R AL L, A DU N RER A IR % AR N F AT N BUZ IR 5
M52 2o IR B TR IR BLAE SR Ik RIUH BRI 48 o BEXT Le A SE Bl , S THA
SEEAE VAL 2 W i v, LR R .

LA DU BB R B B4R N F T84T W BRI 5 TR OF ST R SRRl

FURT, M5 o= OB E 4R N5 1047 0 SRR R, DA AT A o A Wt 19 2 B
B, A OLMERGR o X SEEAF TINR B AR R IZ B S 05T . R, MEEDOE A RHE R IE# E
ENF AT R BEIT TR 5 RO B JERT, Ao IR R IZ B fe 2 1

2. FE T BT T RE D I AR O TEAT B THA S iR RS T A RR fL R )

EAF AR IR R AR RE I AR B BRI L RS IR O K A AR Y, B
KR, MRS INHINRER KR . R REME . WIT AD B4 AW F IHAT M ik i A B T Rk
T HLRZS T INALB A i = DI E R B
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3. % HEEE E T Ol AD B AE TR T Il R D 5 B AL S Al AR A

BT 2R TE B 15 5 i e B o AR DL, R RS 2 B S AR R AT Bl T O At A% 2
TR G RS R AL EE R, AT Dy 25 58 N A A i I b AR A R AR R 22 2 R 01 A
B, DR EA B R AR RN A . AT E N AD B F TR RRIE Y B 5E 2 R H TalkBank 45 SC
TR CRRIE 2012 5 VNS, #XRWE, FHEIFY 2017), sRBRE: /D BORE @ M RNE (20 H
2014), PUBFBUERHE B BE N AR KT E AD 5 i Ao SR 4 M B, TR

(Z) RAZESHENVEY

BETZ Y, JFAEREMAATHER T AR Merleau-Ponty ( 1964 ) 1R R it ih . AT &
PR 25 AP R ) 1o PR SRR A B OC B AR, %A VAE AR T Y R T A B
P TR RAE H B NLANCIZ R RN . FERITEIE N ZE T b, B R 2SR SR (Perkins
2007 ). flhn, 4 AD BFHIE MR R ZESE A R A R, S E AT O AR TR > L A B
S s VRS T B AT 2B IS £

FA, R GRS F PG, — 2 O 3R FIBREN A T 3584 ( Prutting & Kit-
tchner 1987 ) o ABATTINIRF, 2B BAE I 7T Ry B2 2= A 2 N RHA e A L s A 4 L ik 2 248 R i

REZHSEIE . R EZESERE, KREUF HIERERE TR T -FE SR I =P IR

(1) ERER S ATE B 41 DX BA I 58 0 0L, LATE U iR e S8 PR AR 55 46 A REE N % R AR
B Z BB . DCECATAG 25 R 5 ARG Kz Wibn 2, RATA Ll B r kX 5 224172
GEREFTIBITNEE ) G610 XS,

(2) kI T, gSr BFENE R MR IA R, B, v LUS 8T MVE R EEAIAL, B 48
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