204 - 2011 3 17 3 Chin J Rehabil Theory Pract Mar. 2011, Vol. 17, No. 3

X AN, ERR, M, R, R &0, s, B A

[ ] , . 39 39
- s Crawford  Garthwaite

’ 3 ’ ’

Relationship between Representation of Nomnverbal Sound and Verbal Sound L/U Fang-song, WANG Qiang, LIUYan, etal. State
Key Laboratory of Cognitive Neuroscience and Learning, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China

Abstract  Objective To study the relationship between representations of verbal sound and nonverbal sound in the brain.
Methods 39 patients with brain injury and 39 healthy volunteers were recruited in this study. They were tested with the sound-veri-
fication task (a non-verbal sound test) and the sound atiribute judgment task (a verbal sound test). The software developed by
Crawford and Garthwaite was used for data analysis. Results Group analysis revealed a positive correlation between the verbal sound
test and nomrverbal sound test. As for case analysis some patients were impaired in the comprehension of verbal sound test, but nor-
mal in the comprehension of non-verbal sound test. In contrast, some patients were impaired in the comprehension of non-verbal
sound test, but normal in the comprehension of verbal sound test. Condusion Verbal sound and non-verbal sound are represented in-
dependently in the brain. In the process of language rehabilitation of aphasia, attention should not only be paid to verbal sound train-
ing, but also to non-verbal sound training.
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Semantic Inducement and Phonetic Inducement for Chinese Deep Dyslexia: A Case Study ZHENGXiu-li, XIE Yu-xiao, SONG Lu-
ping, etal. An Institute of Airforce, Beijing 100085, China

Abstract:  Objective To investigate the semantic induce effects in reading disorder of the Chinese deep dyslexia. Methods A pa-
tient with deep dyslexia was researched with initials inducement (as phonetic inducement), semantic— related words inducement, nu-
meral inducement, quantifier inducement, context inducement and actual object inducement C(all as semantic inducement).
Results The rate of correct results were more with semantic inducements than with phonetic inducement (91 30%, 76 67%,
94 44%, 83 33% vs 44 44%, P<< 0 001). Condusion The semantic induce training is more effective than the phonetic induce
training on Chinese deep dyslexia.
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