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BERIRY  NRRARARY  KEFA—Y
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TC®IC

FE 4 246 1 T AR BE DF] & 2 DEE DS L
T3, MOTZESFRY I X computed-tomogra-
phy (CT) % magnetic resonance imaging
(MRID) 2 & DI DIARRP AR E O L
BEREZINTEY (Weinberger et al, 1983,
Cannon and Marco., 1994), % 7 #ffEE&HIC S
positron emission tomography (PET) < func-
tional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) %
FHV T RRENHY 72 B O BR D BB %= 32 2 7- 75T
EE L OREIHRE I TWw 5, F?ﬁﬂﬁ}ﬁf@ﬂi
2% Bl U7z Bleuler b, 245 23R ERA]
ERERTHY, FER—oDERCHK—3n3Z
EERHFLTCwiE Wb TBY (Bleuler E,
19500, R OFRFFH 2 EE IS 2R OmER
PIREBOHFETHDL LWL D,

FRCRBAIRRRE L Z D & S ZidBsE D] & > DE
ERRIT HHAEE LTCHISNTEBY, FTHH]
SHATEF B 1d % < DI OBEIAFHEDOFHE LS H D
HEZEBEEHoTWwZ EEFZONTWS
(Andreasen, 1999), & 512, FHRRERI LY
& DR ORHERRBIETLTBY
hypofrontality & MEiXh 2 —FE03H 2 & & HSHESE
ENTw3 (Buchsbaum et al., 1982, Weinber-
ger et al., 1986),

BHRESOEERETE, BHOZEREEE I
STUTLDEHSHR T o —Fic kb, =4
PHEEEOEM 2 LT 27: 0 OEFRL B L
EWPThbi s, T0OX D LFRAKEE L HE £
DEENHE SN D Z 3D, R, fEERE
EESHRE T2 ERER TORPARBSE <X
LT, ZOL3ZHERPZCONIRTH S,
S, REIABEREOS4ANE & 3EI8EE & DB

RERFEL 72O THET 5,

1.3 R

RS ZRBER OUT D 02WED) 1, 2000
£ 1 BORER EHEIOREIZ AL TB D,
SEBENTAHEETH D iy E M Rk 2SR
L TLrRBMasERE L Lz, 20T, O
PR AR 1 LU, @F&H 2 HMMEOMGEE
Eﬁ&<,®$%wmﬁ$ﬁ,@ﬁwﬁéﬂﬁ

B S EBREMS 10 ERL L, DEERM 2
tT%@¢@%ﬂ@%V“ﬁéh%%%(%i
174, ZW 134, TR 38.617.45%) &L
Teo Ez, NWEEEE LT, BAEBRSMEER Y
DEEAERES 2 82 4% (B 3T A, 45 4,
SRS 38.4£10.5 %) ICFIBRA R ER U 72,
RECEBL R, NRELBCREDBE 2HHA
L, ME0EsNEL L,

a, HEHZE

FAIMEEMA L LT, ATEERERETDH S
Modified Stroop Test & i EMRE B X NS08
JikE & & L C ADAS (Alzheimer’s Disease
Assessment Scale) OFCIEREMERE % £ L 72,
(1) Modified Stroop Test

Modified Stroop Test (LLF stroop 7 A )
i, HEES (1985) HMERKL 7: HARERIZED W
TEML, BIERX, # & K &O4E%27
YEAREST 24Dy b OEEFIRT SR
BL, 0OF vy OEbLDREALITE
5 LR NRRT EERT o foo HEBAE I
LR BLIERRT 2 LDk, FhFNDOEE

1) EREIREEILRY FRERREE 2) XE=

EREEE 3) BRERIAFEREE  FHet
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TR U7z BRI 2 W U Teo SR O BAOR
r, MONFROERERT [THHR] 27— &
L THW,

(2) ettt

Word Fluency Test (BT : 5 EERGHIRE)
BEZORBMYE2RET 20T, (7] ThHE
WIS 1 ST 2 EXFRE] & (8
M| by h T ) —CHES 1 SMTIET S
(A7) —8E 2EMLI, 771, 5E
UI-BEOHE T —¥ £ LT,

Design Fluency Test (BUF @ 79 A > HiiG%E
®WE) 13, EEEROREBEERET DT,
MBEMREBE 5 OMERL T [EHIRE
BH| b, D057 B RN E 4 SHEECE
LCwe [UOEE] L 2EHLIz. WIhOR
ELEHINMEORRT - £ LT
(3) Eghte#E

ADAS o B MaEEE R, v ok, AT H
¥, EETELNLTVE 2RO —FE2EREL
Tete, BRLTRWA—N R2KEEET, 3
UMDH— R BT AR RL, BHCEE
UZer— BB\ ERRAT 2 2 & T, IR
BER Tl T A METH B, i, BTOT A ME
TH (30518 KHEZ VYA 12KDh—
R RERL, BES®2 I L CREFEKELT
L7, TEIREFTL] 1k 2 OREFOIELE, [E
EFA | T RTOBRELET LI BOBEDIE
WHEF—F LT,

Rl o JE FE 1%, ADAS @ BB F 38 B &,
stroop 7 A b, ERBWEERE, 7T V%
MAEs, ADAS OBEFHEFEEDCIETERL /2,

. S EIEEEH R
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ﬁAiﬁ g OFAfIZ DWW T,
REHAB HAZER % HWw i L 72 (Baker et
al,, 1994), = OFEM, FEME LSRRI 2R R
HOHEFREN BFEE T 5 2 LT, WEEYFT
BLTWAEAIENL HWHEIGL TW 5 2IH
F?R'}E’C:Hﬁ?é bDOTH5, .—?—Hﬁﬁlﬁa i, éﬂi

’C%% féﬂﬁﬂﬁ%{ﬂﬂj H‘i"ﬁ@ﬂij Fmi%@bin
nHE) Tenyy7 ) [hadimist] 2, 77—
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Flz, = a TNV THRRHOHSER
DOufREMEE 3 BRMETHIE L, ik [REHAB
HEE] W& D iSRRI, SRR, W
RETELDOTH S,

c. FEMEIR O

1 43 ZL95 B B 0 R R E IR o BT S B
BPRS (Brief Psychiatric Rating Scale) %M
72, F—4# 1%, Yorkstone et al, 1977 D /ikiC
b [EppERE] [JE=mEEERE] [F
ARFEERE] 0=>0 TAEE L [BPRS &
il & L7z,

d. #HAE

R X 5T — 5 OFB LU, RAKEE,
REHAB, BPRS OB FRERZ 572017 Y
> OMEEREE AW TERL T hOEEERE L
724

SYBUREE LT IREE & ORISR AE O BB £
U, 438U%RED REHAB Of&ERVRVIEB
I % SHANEERE = BPRS & O Lh#g I id, post-hoc
5 A b & LT Fisher ® PLSD % i\ THRE %
1ot (BEAHE  p<0.05),

2. =
a, SUFEEE L NTERE E ORMBEERENLER
(TR
SHATHSREIRE O DR LT IREE R LR T %
Y, SEURE T RT ORABRERE CHEICK
B &P -T2,

b, FE#HIC & ZEREMEENEIL (R 2)
DEUREEL, T4 ISR O RAIRRE
lr=-0.363, p<0.05] DA EREZHBEAID
D, Mk 3 RABREOELBSR SNz, R
7B REHAB ORI, TXTCOHEE THE
k2 EESHBEERR s b o T, MR,
stroop 7 A b OFHIR [r=0.704, p<0.01],
SERBEREOHE X FERE [r=-0.634, p<
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=1 SEHEE L ORTE L OFAISEEREORIR

SEEEE S HERE p f#l

Stroop 7 A + (#)

FWEE 31.4+22.9 13.7+6.5 <0.0001
BBt (R

HEYF 6.9+5.1 9.5+3.3 0.0008

HF LY —- 12.8-+4.8 17.3+3.4 <0.0001
FHA e ()

FREHIRR 6.9+4.7 16.4+3.5 <0.0001

urpyl] 3.41+2.6 9.9+3.1 <10.0001
RCiEERE ()

BIREFE#R 11.0+1.5 11.6+0.7 0.0032

R4 9.6+1.6 10.9+1.0 <0.0001

0.01), 791 v RBHEREOHHIRFEE r=—
0.496, p<0.01] B PVILHRE [r=—0.675,
p<0.01] BWTEHEFAEEEOMcAEER
MBS H & iz,

c. DEUREICE T HERENKEE L REHAB, BPRS
DtHBY (R 3)

SHeEItksekny © REHAB & OB CHBESR S
Nz, SENFHE S 791 > TgiERE O
HIPREE [r=—0.412, p<0.05], #HEB9EENHE:
LB BRI R E OB HE (r=-0.371,
p<0.05] BXU, TH4 rRBHERTE O ILIH
RE [r=0.389, p<0.05] 72>z,

SHENBEEEMRZE & BPRS O THEENE S
oDk, FEEBBEERE & SIETREERE DX
FEEE [r=-0.368 p<0.05] B L UH T I
D —iRE [r=-0.399, p<0.05] THolze ZD
DO SAHE e A ¢ REHAB, BPRS OfficH
BERMHEBERRsNE 1o T,

d. DBUMEIZ$ 1T B REHAB & BPRS M 4HES
(F4)

REHAB * BPRS & 4z, REHAB®D S
EQb,)RT S L BPRS DREEERE [r=
0.414, p<0.05] B & *BPRS & & & [r=
0.389, p<0.05] THELHEENES NI,

e, REHAB MH#t&1EIR L ~Ib & RAIMEEIRE,
BPRS MBI (& 5)

REHAB ¥ = 2 7 VN2 LTz 28> CHEER %
ED0DFSERVRNVICOHHEL, PRAIBEERE &
BPRS i DWW T HBEH 1T 720

SHASHEMRE Tk, ADAS OEEFEHES
XU EERGEREDE FHRES L U2 T T
) —RE TV b B B PR R e
D HEEITEEREr 0T, FOMOBEETRE
BErERR SN R ,oT, BPRS Tk, FEE#
fEERE BT REEREE, TTEE, HREERE
BRI DEBED oI,

3. &% £

a, FEMEOERE L RAMEREICDWT
AR, TNTORMEEERE LR
WA TR & i L CERICRERRIZES,
B 2R IR DET B S ik -
oo I, SHONRHE THMOAKEED
hypofrontality 2R L7: £EF 2 515, SHEIOK
BOHT, stroop 7 A bR FIGMEMRE L BT
BB QT b EAMAFTHERTEF S & OB SH5E
fanTw»b, BOZHEEE I, FARER
ErY—F 722 VHECET, MOFEER]
O T b T/MURTERT PRI R A I R
HRREZ TR L Tw2HRENHY (Barch et al,
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x£2 ERINC X 2 BEBHORERR
20 IR 30 iR 40 IRAS 50 REAR FERIC L 2R i)
WEERER () SEumEEE R SRURE IR SEUREE NREE S2UREE SRR SRR IR
4 20 13 19 10 30 3 13
Stroop 7 A + (7))
T35 R 42.5438.8 8.744.023.1+18.8 10.6+4.739.5+20.6 15.9%3.025.7£15.6 20.8+8.8 0.044  0.704**
B R ()
BEN 7.8+7.0 12.042.5 7.745.6 11.4*3.8 58+4.7 7.6+1.8 6.3+2.1 7.2£1.7 —0.154 —0.634**
hFTY — 12,0429 17.142.2 13.2+4.4 19.34+4.4 13.0+5.8 15.9+2.4 11.3£6.5 17.8+4.3 —0.060 —0.128
FHA R (E)
e R 11.3+7.1 17.4+3.8 6.6+4.4 18.2+£2.8 4.8+2.3 16.1+2.4 9.6+£5.9 12.6£3.3 —0.363* —0.496**
juspy] 9.842.2 13.042.1 4.1+3.0 9.942.4 3.2%2.3 9.2+2.0 2.0£1.7 6.5+3.4 —0.124 —0.675**
BT R ()
EIRFEEE 10.3+1.7 11.3+0.9 11.5+1.1 11.6+0.6 11.0+0.9 11.8+0.4 9.3+3.1 11.3+£0.9 —0.144  0.143
SEIEEAg 8.8+1.0 11.0+0.9 10.0+£1.6 10.9+1.1 9.7+0.7 11.1+0.8 9.0+3.6 10.1£1.1 0.131 —90.213
REHAB (&)
% B AR 2.9+1.9 4.0+2.1 3.3£2.2 3.7£1.5 0.087
fEiEEE 17.3+14.9 23.6+10.8 17.9+15.8 13.2%3.8 —0.067
SEOSMDEE  2.4£2.6 4.4+3.3 12.4+29.1 5.7+3.2 0.249
N7 r7 5.315.7 9.0£8.4 6.246.3 14.7+11.6 0.192
HEdimEHE 5.5+4.4 11,3445 7.0£7.7 5.3%6.1 —0.055
REHAB &&t 35.3+27.9 52.0423.4 38.1%29.6 42.5%+25.3 0.036
BPRS &5 (&) 44.3£20.6 46.0+16.8 48.5+17.5 52.0+10.5 0.214
*p<0.05 #p<0.01
xR3 HEFEHOEMMRE X REHAB, BPRS OFHEE
SRR stroop L ks FHA M
BIRFEER SBEEER TR EHXFE 474 HEHR ma
REHAB
oy LN SER ] —0.045 —0.019 0.042 —0.207 —0.290 —0.412* 0.0l4
HEREENE 0.237  0.049  0.146 —0.371* —0.289 —0.081  0.389*
SEOLIYRTE 0.220  0.125  0.258 —0.262 —0.198 —0.,327 —0.211
N7 rT —0.086 —0.100  0.187 —0.351 —0.325 —0.256 —0.093
o iERRE 0.045 —0.146 —0.242 —0.114 —0.08 —0.303  0.290
REHAB &5t 0.105 —0.018  0.119 —0.3¢44 —0.308 —0.242  0.179
BPRS
EEEERE 0.067 —0.139 0.099 —0.276 —0.314 —0.156 —0.153
FEREEERE 0.106 —0.151 0.007 —0.368* —0.399* —0.140 —0.160
e EURRE 0.252 —0.040 0.189 —0.202 —0.18 —0.108 0.097
BPRS &3t &5 0.144 —0.126 0.090 —0.318 —0.342 —0.147 —0.09%

*p<0.05
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SRRl HSREEME SEobbNPTS w7y 7 HEEEHRE REHABAHA
BEBERE 0.288 0.296 0.414* 0.267 0.119 0.331
EREEERE 0.201 0.338 0.357 0.237 0.132 0.330
SRR E 0.174 0.338 0.312 0.148 0.111 0.282
BPRS &8t 0.236 0.350 0.389* 0.239 0.132 0.341
*p<0.05
x5 SIREO REHAB #HEER LV ~L EREBRO I
TATRE(REHAB : 40 SLIF)  WEEES (REHAB : 41 fi-64 &) K& (REHAB : 65 LA 1)
WERE R () & 11 12 7
SOIEERE (B
R PR 10.8+1.3 11.1+1.2 11.0+2.2
EIEF A 9.5+0.8 10.34+1.3* 8.6+2.3
Stroop 7 A + (#)
RIS 29.9423.9 32.3+28.0 32.3+11.6
SHEmEE (@)
HEYF 8.0+4.2 7.9+6.4* 3.6+2.1
HF Y — 13.14+4.8 14.3+5.3* 9.7+2.3
FYA gt (&)
fEAI IR 8.2+5.8 6.7+4.6 5.4%+2.6
wrpyi) 3.0+2.2 3.4%2.3 4.1+3.6
BPRS (&) 43.1+14.9 58.1+13.7 44.6+17.4
BEEERE 9.5+4.3 10.9+5.8 13.94+5.0
FEREREENE 16.3+7.2* 16.3+£7.9% 23.94+5.7
D ERRE 17.2+4.6 17.4+4.8 20.4+4.8
B FEELRE (p<0.05)
2000), &EOEE L OFEPIEMINS, DXRETH 5 20 %o 50 A THB IS

b, HNEGIC & 2 ERAMMEEENE(LICDWT

BHERICE, BAEERECEVL TS O
ECERMOBERZENA Sz, Mo F
MERE D KT, ZiTHEE O T (Cahn
-Weiner et al., 2000, Rabbitt et al., 2000, Keys et
al., 2000, Schultz et al.,, 1999), =&Y — FEifE
BB L T AEETHREDET (Langley et al,
2000, Souchay et al., 2000), V—F 7 XEV %
LB T 2BECHEBEOET (Meguro et al,
2000), Trail Making Test TFHfi& 415 plan-
ning % switching ® & T (Salthouse et al,
2000) % EOIHENZINT WS, LaLl, %<
DWFEE, NRESWBRUEOESE L, &

2 &P,

SEIOER T, BEERME stroop7 A b &
SRR EOEY FRE L 7YV A RBER
T > 2 4E U Tz, Shultz et al,
1999 I, stroop ¥ A bz & D 40 %R & 60 iR K
PO TRERBENEZET LT cHs
LTEBY, SEOKE L OFESEZ ol L
L, SEOF—FINEDOKEIK, #WEEOHEFH
Bz onwTF—F LT3N TELP oI, &
{ DI|ETHE L A EE A ED o TH

SO FECEERRT L LRI,

TS B B O E S BRAERE O &L &
L T Fucetora et al., 2000 i&, ZF{TEENDOELZ
20-30 %, 36-49 5%, S50-75 R AMEH L THEI
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BET 2RO 2R EE 87 & LB 94 Zion
LTEBLTWwS, ZORETIE, SEIOWFHET
Aush-maiAu s Twnizngs, Wiscon-
sin card sorting test & Visual Verbal Test i &
Y HIE & fuiz Abstraction (BHSREES) CTHIf I
FES B E A SN D ENTAICED 5, RKicE
HEBRICIEBRRELC Tz, %72, MIRAENP
FIFEEN R ¥ L LIN O TIRINEN i X 2 ZE13 R
ST, ORI & 3 FRAMED
Zlhizsasnpof EREL TV 5,

SEOFRERTE, BEFERCERC L 5208E
Ut bbb o, BHSARHTIE, TV

TIGHEARE D B2 LIl 5 AL E L T
o lz, ZhiX, Fucetora et al., 2000 D
&[RRI, AR ERE T OINENC X 5 FRAIBERED
FDDIz N ERRLTWEEFEILND, &
7z, —RECEMSREERR, T-F 0S5
DEMNE DL OHENE L, KT IR ONIENC
FESBEEOEILIFER Z SN TVRLOBFIRTH
5o

. HEEFRED & REMERE & DRERICOWT

RAERE L A TERE ) & OB T, HEm
MBI SRERBERE & 7V A VIRBERET
FHBID H o ro REHAB OREHHD HTH
FHMEEr OHBER - THHEE EFZ 5N
%, ULinl, MR EIRRES] & FEARREE L
ORI E LRI o7z, Clark et al 1998 i,
REHAB & Mini-Mental State Examination
test (MMSE) i & D SRfEt6E & 0K 2 A
LTCHY, RMARRERE & EIE#E, REHAB
COEHEEZEsN b ERELTWSE, &5
DFEH b RAEEE L OBED e wEF Z 5N,
HeEEEE S 2 FMiT 5 REHAB (2885168 %
R e wrlgEtEoM e s b,

%7z, REHAB ORI & 0 B 2RERE
EHSEIRV ML D IR AEL, AR
BEEOBERERZ LS LA, BERZENED
JeRRER, Wb EP%%JEI%E EHREEDOMT
ADAS O BZEFBAFRE L SERBMEREOm R
HTEERENELCTEBY, EBEMNICEEMABEEL
HEEFEREN L DOBRERTDOTREZ WY, §

FHVNEY F—ya 2001

SRl REHAB I LV HIE s b fte
BV~ E OBURYH L OJREEN H 5,

g

Sla], FEHESERE O RARERE Lk EERES
OB ERREE LR, FORE, RIS Lts
éEEﬁEjj LDOMIIETORERER N, L

L, R HER RIZT EEZ ONIHER
DTOT 4 —NVEBLIENTETAI I TH-
lreFzohb, £iz, FBHOZREOKEEE DR
FUIHTHIESRED 52 &3, IHREERGEORE &
LTHEST s Tw3 # % X Andreasen
1999), FRAIMERE L & RIXHERE: £ L RTHED &
%53, AEEIEC/MY L DRSS ERRA by
REANTED, YhhroFbtsdiBEREIED
EREH B EEZOND, FEEEORHFTHS
BOLRIELTW ZeBRETHIEFAION
Do
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