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EEHEHHOTRHER: KEKSEOIER
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jf'J a

B

shEEAE

CNGNPHE R 524 5 H K 9200 %, JbsUliia ks, kst 100875)
C RSB O AL SO S e S, JbsUliE ks, Jbst 100875)

B =

P RAMRA IhF A0 22 3 3 5 i, BT KIBIE IR A RIS T AR AT T F S ik

. B EENBT UAEUATH B BAA, ME2RERT BEIRFHT R ARL, AR E
DB BE BB R L ATAR, R T AR 2 5 6 R AT AT
X8R BE, #LE%, LiELiEds, EBAEHL, FHHEE TR,

NES Bs42

138

=P R NS L AN S I N AN S LK
B FHATACR? AT W B O/ ERIE M N
RN USRI ? IR — B A1
A T A O B R R R, AR MR
W IWE TR T N ST B (R B . MRT
45, B MARRA SIS 43 BT R, LA & DhRed
P 03995 N I WFFURT G A AR 28 DB R R T
)00 BRRAE AU LB R4 T o8ridAe, AT
i 5 10 B BRI T O IR . AR IR L
KRGHE (agraphia) Jps NFIANFEIRIL, AT FR 4
HARZ AN F 2R B, Qi i 2k S E - (lexical
agraphia). W% K5%E (phonological agraphia)
MRESE (semantic agraphia). {RZKRGIE (deep
agraphia). ML FREEVIIRA, TFE20I5E
MEZER BF— AN B N R ILRA AT [\ PRtk
AL FENERBRIN R, HERENPEB G
BN DB R T, I R HRIIRLE A N
By, LR gy 2 8] e AR ELAE F 48 v A

2 PERIBICRELE T

B &7 SR IR PN E L SR TP S S i PRib
TH PRI VI B AL 100 AT TR B
TSGR BRI, T P R U e e T
## (phoneme-grapheme correspondence, PGC) #iN,

Wik H I 2007-05-30

* K ERBIERS (30470574) . dbati HR RIS
(7052035 ) M db s B H E R4t mA
(SYS100270661).
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R SEILMNGEE A B T4 1 e . 2 AT 22
TEARENAICSARF (a1 wag) B, #inrCUE
T PRI B ) PGC AN o ARV B
Wit B TE R C(Lhin/sAn/) S8 e iz A2 1
FrAESRIFZRAE, Wison, sun, song %%, Pl
IXECRAEAF W AETE SN A B AR5, VT )3
WS TS R AR NS RS, Ws 5 2 AR B
SRR o 8 XRGEALN T AT R T
H S, WFERESARFTE RN (Urie. A5
BB AR TR SCRGE,  NATIWT 217 B (15 55 5
B E X RGEA Rek o AR, i
FIEARAH RIS H TR BB X RGNS 5. BYLR
PG B SCRAEE— 2 N T i . B
FEE WA AEIX A M A7 I3 GBI B I 5 T8
Teale SRMPHE 2 PP s Lilfe, X2
PrE SR PRI —H YRS, B A MEoE
P05 T8 B 1) M 2 S AR AR AN T8 i D g2 e s
(graphemic buffer), RYEFFFE IR % 1 TE
il o T AR I ) A AL S JLRP AN R T X
W kHEE Coral spelling) . PBiPFE (written
spelling) #T5¢ (typing) &, AL EBER
# (letter name conversion) B{FEREEAFLHE (letter
form conversion) FYRAILHIR T8 SOX N .

TEM AR, e aREWAE R, Bk
T o RO T R T S R TR SN, R
HOMR RN REE RIT, SR PGC # RISk
AT T84 W ) “Philip” XA, #&fi14&H
B kB BB o g it 1, Y, s Ipl
KU EE I, AREHYE GPC N, /785t v
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fuY ph, /NN ee B ea, DAULZSHE, MUAE =440
AN g
TANEAT R e A 78 N T S

A

>
<
Vg

4
>
A

YRR LR

AN T e i 2 8] T REAAAE — A HEE R AN
HTE ARG, ARy “ARESCEE” 8 H R
. TR EIEAFAE XA B FATIEAE il Pl

/sAn/

S Z R

A 4
TGN ]

\

|
/

[ TR TR ]

[ TR A ]

RISty Bit]

3 KIEESR ABIF AL IRAT T REFA 5T
EIRILIREY
3.1 HEHhRERNE

FUE NATTE AN AE S BB AN BB 4] 1)
IAGEASE 7 ANTR KT A 5 5393 g 90 M ] YT 1
BRI ABA AL 53 Ah PO A B fBa] (0 T2
FETF] — R e BT o A NRIARZE OB 2 52
AT 3 3 2K TR N RIS ) 4 2 B2 () P A £
We? BAIFE, WERR 1O A G
ANThhE, A - FOpRECR I, WS A T RE
SERF BR324, s B I D) RE S8 4 1 HLAA] 52 463
YRy BAAE WY HObn T R 0 B o

R TCKS AP R G A, SkesiE L E
Mo A RGUAT PREMA R B T LI VA () BF
HReSIM5rE . RG 5 B R (EHIZE 66%)
MRIAIER (99%), & PR PF5HIIER (94%)
B R (18%). HE—H A kM, 1) 7 ARG
RTINS E AT 100% 16, 7 HA A TS
BEAME, RIBRGGAAE SN IAL, FHE X
RYoelt; 2) v BRI KN, F B
SEPPAS B B, 3) BEPFE MO ESkPtEsa
R, FBAHMANTE S 1A 7 BTG 2 4 e
Ak o BRI AT LAHERT A S5 70 F e s i e, R T
WVOE M. 0T PR, PF5 EOAIEMZE R 94%, F
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HBA RIS B A — BN LRI Y
PHE A IE AU 18%. (EPHS B 45 0 5 L |
BRI NMOLRAE S5 BE LRSI 77%, RYIK
T F 5 WRE R S DL AN 34205 T AR ki, 45
BRI EPES HCAH RIS R, R 5 1 Adb
FENP AR # o PN L B X 15 R AR
LFIRE ] T 55 R XGE B (1 A7 L5

FESE BRI T, A U R PR A BT
i SCRITE DL, e AP H m AR . R
ISR T AR CERGERR LA D,
A TR N S B R A S SR B DGR
HEHRHIE B T IX 40K I AE R A% CMLOEFT G 15
SIS AR B, e UL R HRIE
T HAE 80% /Ao RIEHT LLSIKT CML 5 LR S
AR . VTSRS (44.8%) IF T HEMwm4
(22.4%), HICATHEWT LA A — S A 2L 1 GRAE
(R RR R SE BT 5 AE55. 5ih, 5 IR SR
AR T AR SCR Y BB AAAE . T AR
KRBT ULE R, V2 RMNAHSES H AR ) 35 i 2
Y A bR A AR, XA BRI AL A A R
50%LA T AATTAEWTS (RIS, WS ) 08 N 15
i N i, A SCELRE B T G
THITAE SR T RRIE, i SGRBEE 1
P SRR AE . IEWEOL A e85 &
A SCRAER T B T RN . i CRGEZAI
ToVE E R BRI SO, BRI AR T R ) R
CML [ ELIUE W] T ANl 5 ARG B A7 7

PUAE H 25 A JRE AR PR 1) -t Ay XOUTE 6 4 474
AL T LB . EOCRPIE R SAERVFZ IR,
FAr s T HENC KR S REAE 5 R SE . 1R SR
I8 NI A9 5 RO A ARG IR iy AN ] %2
o HPFE 55K 2 200 8 & ) AT PR R
(phonological plausible error, PPE). MIhHEF K4
Mty X BT A AE T B, HAR BN SN A
X WG AT RELETE SURGE, 7T A ] i sy 25 1
HEARAL . WIS FERTE, AR B R DB
PUGLETE KRG, ALK L4 B AR e
o g U s s R e B0 7 A 1l
M, Sk E IR B )G #E Cposterior fusiform
gyrus) PILLEAE P, RSk UL, VI BB K
b0 B 25 A R 22 4 P ZE TR I 45 4021, A
[ EPIEE 3, Aab 2 BRI S0 X T 2 (extrasylvian
left hemisphere pathology) H1. T K SIEIGIKRZR

WA GEDF S AN AR 2l Bn], BARPE S RE IR B
PFE B I 52 B85 OB Clnial g, ) i B A PES
RN, AEANSZ AT . PFE R 2
WFEHEE IR (secret > securt). A A 174
% (cat > whj). 1A ZE 1% (works > worked) PLJK
DhfgiA B4 (where > what) 45i%. MIHREAE 2
M, XA R IR 8 N 2 25 T M 1] Y 6 1)
SCRE, DT RRAT A5 L AR AT A S8 42T NP ] T B
A AR, XIS NI 1 B = 8 i K 2 4
HfE M B TE F X (perisylvian language zone)
B0 38 TR BT 2k F AR IX . R
ARV, TVCRERE H5iEE R SIEM TR AR
TEMSAN RIS b, [RIRER AR B T i 45 A E 38 1)
B2 S L S I T Y e UK A e 72 5 7 b B R N o)
XS F XA
3.2 15 PRIAIC 5 LiRICER B MR 5EIEMA

R EHEN PRI W AR AT IR B, 1
Y YA 2 8] W] BEAFAEAC AR . T SO L=
7555 R HE PRI I3 Nk 491 2K R SX AU A5

TN LATYRIR R0 : 1) SRsAT A,
W SR A IE AR AR IE T (90%~98%), K]
JENEACERAE 15 20 8 XHERE, RHIE RS
SE4F, JF BB E i A e ar; 3) Wr's B N,
It BT AR R T e e — B,
(REEIRISAN PPE, a2 Uit S 1) Al 545 PGC
BRI o H P DAHEWT A A 70 5 T A R A
R, ARAEEE—5 T LAT PS8R R IUAE s
i —5: (high PG probability) & WAL
H5%, a0 (/k/ = k, bouquet = bouket), F HAK PGC
I R H A IO, W (bouquet H1/ei/ > et),
M PGC R MERTUIIAA, BT R mAAL]
ARG TEAG PGC 41 T A0 HT R WFFUEAT 1N T AR
AP EIMEEEE T WM, —Fii PG R4t
¢ 5 P M ¥ idiosyncratic phoneme-grapheme
hypothesis), %N A FTA 1) PPE #5482t
PGC R4 L), K PGC 16 & RGN R IE
B, PTAMEABERT . by MRS R Al LAT
AR R AL B TRV RE R RS B AR S,
ERTTT AT AT Gt SR ) I AR il R ERAIG PGC
F55, LAT FTAEH PPE 452 AHIA , T SZRFE2E—Fh
Bt S WSCFPE SR UL, Mt Rapp HHTRH
97 NERF S Z ILE A IR LAT F$F5 R
J1, BERERYMK PGC & i AE R P EM A 52%,
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MR EM RN 36%, —FHZEREE (p=0.0D),
YR T BARY.

AN IV HRAR IR AR N 30%~40%, 115
5 fr 44124 30%~40%, F Hr 44 (K4 R 28 1Y
s SRS 1R, DRI T T N\ 5 b 7 )31 36 %
o ARIMATBRIZ, IWATENT S A AT E X
B, AT DAHERT AR IXANMT 45 >k B 1A Y
{5 B BRGNS 243 . MifE a4
B, RS K H Rl B R E S NS S, BT
CAICIEAE B N IEW SE BT 55« RIFEARIL T P 450
R IEEAVE

RCMUHE 55 — [ Bt (14 W00 w22 B H 0 5 0 Wy
R e o N S B 2oy 1 (i 25 s AR e bR
FIME E BRI BT RRAR, DB 2RI LIER, P
GReSEH, KR SR (56%), i
PIE AL, HHAI PPE Hiik. 747 RCM
PES IR, 13230 TEE A AR R 58%.
AT T A o3 N PRI 0 70 - T A R L[] B ARy
WEBGE. PIRJEXT RCM M OW R &
L RCM FF S R 56% FRER 10%, HIR
3% B iR B 5 1L HL 20 )5 1 2 S TR T 15 26 N
58% NF%Z 33%, [AIRF RCM JF4A B PPE 4% .
Ui AR A 9 M3 Y58 B A TP & - RCML 3 e
B 7 0T T 7 AR ] YR T B ) A
A

H 11 PRI 5T 27 I 3 A FR 3 1 40 5 A28 ELAE
FH RS -

3.3 HEHFREFHN

—PE IR BN, A 6 20 58 A
THLES . W S 5 W AUE I T S B A RE
WEF I, X E & AR Cobligatory
phonological mediation). i 53 4h—Fh e AT
(orthographic autonomy) ¥R Ay, HIETFTERA
T BT & o PRCERATT AT DU 22 0 o i i)
TR, HEROEE A BRI, SRR
W AR T B T B, T RS — RO
WA BRI T 45407 -

JBA RGB KRR U HIE W] 7 A e
WO AR BLUN F: 1) 2 X VERCSAT 45 IR
100%, RWE XRS50 M: 2) (HAEHE A%
AL AR (68%~69%), b [ S it w] LA
TEAf S SRR B S e L S, IX R B
IUAETE S A B AT A58 i 1A g R

HE T DR PR US R SOMH DGR, St o [ 1] 3
YRR, RIS BRI, X de— RIS f
VB XA GRS =R R, e T EOE UAH I,
PR3 R ALEDEFS I IERR B S (94%), I
BAJLIE SR, X FRILEF Tl & AR
M
3.4 FRMHERBRRTNAES

Caramazza % NP 54 22 ph g 1453405
S E— AT AR . e TR TR
o RN SR Bk IR ZE R (AR
FARMERIA ), A ZAT5 MRS (W5t
Bt WAL MHEE CBRPFE . kPSR
T WM. FREFIBGEZ GEN TN
SR, R BRI R A, BRI
AR R PR CTE S T g
FHFEERINERME, R e, RN LA
FRIA PP, s A IR AE ) /N AT T
B, MMGERREX T, HFBREEEEE NS
Ao WM TROBRMIEFRERYE, Eah MR
P B O R KB L. 80% I TR
& AFEF SRRy, W7, T,
M FERT VA BEFTFRETYN R T W52 A,
POBESM TR ERREE ., SX A RS . RIEA
M LA I — AP b5 0 - REAE X
N VPRI R, SR DOE B S AR
HERALTG . 41 Law V4T T 90 A SFT fIWE S REIR P
IR, KR AR B A
KAV, RO KFRE RS T K2 H
(211/315), PRI HE BT E v 5 0] B f LA 1)
PRI AN PN SFT fE4EIR
YWEMEED S H R, IEFRD 50 40%FH1
53%. Ptk SFT BHROIATEF TS rids, 1S v] fg
TEANRIAG IS E) R G2 . DT IEAR B TTI €
WA B BIE . 5 AN WLZPY, HEm s
100% 14, HEBR T 4MNHIE8h RGcHitiftnl Gtk 4t
B ST WA AASZE X i 2E05%m, Hsfy
FEI 7 S5 U P N, R I H B S 1A A,
CEPDCE IO 2, JEIR 5 (1 IE A R ),
FUCHERT WLZ FIRfH b a2 di. miH, 247
HAR R RN R IR o e R R AR A A
A IR R DO AR P S T A, e R
TR B s

Tgh, BN R SRR A IPEE TR, PP
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FHFHFRESCF T ERIE 2 IREGHE), BT
BEOCE . B, DURCFE R s B 4l
g A LBV, LB J& 7 BEE by =R 19 A o
BRBELAIHE S 4h, FAES DIREIEN . PFE IR iA
L4 M2 2B W RN, BRI S 1)
PRI i . B RS — 8. ke
Wr tH A AL e T A s o lE— 20 B Ho A iR
RERI, PHE RSB Ly A DY Fh:
e 7 B Cletter substitutions), A 78 (Cletter
insertions), MFRERE (letter deletions), iH#=F1}
(letter transpositions ). 7L E#t 7R RS, BAHE
RIL 99.3%B) A AH [FIZEBL - BEE ¥, N oca 34
HTTE A B O . RIS E R R LE buffer
HERAEAE R G E SRR (v status) FIS-
BG4y (letter identity), HEZEAE ML, AL
MG . W ABL LB {E455 & 7 £Fa (double
letters ) I, # U & 5 & # #5 ® ( geminate
substitutions), I (sorella’[4H4K]-> sorrela, *marrone’
[#% 0 ]> mazzone ). XFhEE 5 T A %1
0.2%. AT E R buffer HAERMRAE T
BEMER, ERMBRIEE2TFHER.

TR BBOEH A REE . L pis i
PAAGH, DU RHA AL A, A&
FIHR s PR WS WRERAER, A
WRE OIS . SYOEAFRPZE, BOET
R e SRR CIN RS SN (NP RN S 2 G
T OEFFAN . BRI AT AR E —Fh 2l %
FAEPH, NSRBI S R N ISR BT
AR HRITIX LE S Y . 5 AN CKPY: 1) gk
RS SCI S SRR H KT, A EIIERE 100% 1F
ffr, RHIELRREUF; 2) BG4 A5
HARE S A R R AR SUES R, I HL S R
#(7/53) KT R4 (20023), RHIE S i
WA 3) WWERETRE A S PRI N
PRy, TR RN CK AR I ATH 5
(PPE), ¢ A4 [l il A A U 5 H AR A
[l M NAEFI RN, KL CK 4 B#dgs
=5, HRBIEFHIGHE. RFFERIEAMY
AHE T SRR, EEFETEHRIER. X
FiE BT RS2 LA T 2OREAE . ] REE T
HARE R B E . L Scia iy wLzP®, g
B EH WM, BT TRghasit. 53HrH
FERR BRIV 2 KON ) T 5 B AR

HMIFRIZZE AR, JF HAz N8 H 52w T LEK
o AT RT DASENT 7 4 R AR S A TR R TR A
5 (115 6y Gidentity) , I GG R0 TR EE K o
H T2 AR A (KB 500 17 8 it 2 i 1)
ST IR N D RS T, 3L T AR I
JRIG S, HrAUT S AR AT RE S buffer MBI R
[31~33]
4 GiE
ZEEPTE, INEIRN LB 2E K LUK SRR N R
W R C A8 T LU E E R R . B -
IR R PR Y i A R Y, (E SRR A
FEAND BT UESE A AR NATTRE— 2P 8E, - DASE 35 AT
RFEIAT IR . 10, BTG 2 AT 2 4 S
KNSR F G OH R, UKEEAT NZ
T R UEAR A ANE I, TN AT D4 5 e At 1) 2 T )
SRS, B BR L ThREREH S S AN fig
FIAHIAR LS o B QIAERIE T 3 I T i 1R AL
BAFRIN, BRI LUE R ph e B o It 9 T
B b 1A 80 A IR S I AOAR S X, ELH
I AR B AT TLAR P R 28 A 51 5 T e - G
s AT TR N FRIAT A R GG 1 48t 2
AL, BATE T ERFFTIE A (OB R LA
FARNARZEMER e, RILRSCRF AT LR
W sie FHK T BURAECT ARTE 5 AR R,
FATwT EONDGEA SR RO S, WEFEF e
SCPHEVAFR R BAS 1) . d i, FRATDA BB AT
FIER AMEA SR P X, Rt 5 L
SR TS MR NIBR O AL, AR IR AT
SIS o P A SRATTIE 05 A FRI453 £ 2 b
H 405t A P A e g, IR LT DGR 1]
INSRIZ AR 6T T T BORT- TR N, e £ 28 v B
IR AR R IIAE . XL TAEAATR TN
FIEC ANV EEs o St AN AL A WL &3/
S 3k
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Theories about Word Writing: Evidence from Acquired Dysgraphia

LIU Jie !

BI Yan-Chao !

HAN Zai-Zhu >

('State Key Laboratory of Cognitive Neuroscience and Learning, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

(ZBel_‘jing Municipal Key Laboratory of Applied Experiment, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)
Abstract: Acquired dysgraphia resulting from brain damage can manifest in various ways and have provided
unique opportunities to uncover the cognitive and neural mechanisms of normal word writing. In the current article
we introduce a major theoretical framework of the writing process, review the cognitive neuropsychological
evidence, identify the debating issues concerning the model, and finally propose how the model can be generated to

account for the performance of Chinese dysgraphic patients.

Key words: writing, lexical route, sublexical route, summation, orthographic buffer.



