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T AR R, T RIS 5 AN 2 75 AR )
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fitt X I ABATIA S (lip reading) A A3 & 5 A7 & K]
AT DA fi b )

fEEE DGR DS A EA S m R, A X iR =
(language ) 5 7 1 (speech) , 3 ELITIA 14 & & B AEJIFAE B
T A 430 s AN A, 1 75 AR AL A FRT R TR A Bt
OG- E N, AL, 3% — B RITRE A 2 L 0F 5T
AT T 5 KN 5 2 18 HAT R B ARG S0, X KA
I A ) R SR A 2 DG EE A o
1.2 AER2EULE 50T TR AE R E TS

F) 20 el et fy TR R e ok TR I

DOI:10.3969/.issn.1001-1242.2019.05.022
*ILEIH B FAL SR 4 H (14BYY065)

1 EARIFMEEABE, A8, 100872; 2 WHRFINCR; 3 MRACA PR ER — s B e e 5 BT}

VEF TR /NI, Lo 18 P R H 99 :2017-11-27

www.rehabi.com.cn 595



Chinese Journal of Rehabilitation Medicine, May 2019, Vol. 34, No.5

PR RIBAE (IG5 R W — SRR WA E E KT iR A=
MR, I 5 2 EAS DR SR TF . 45 19 2l il o6
BCEIE AR TH, LA Marie Al Head AR A KN HLAE R AR 22 TEIA
T AT A B R RN AT A 1 R 2 PR, T
BeWiSY . RIS SV S Ab BR T RE X)X —ad
BRI R A3 BT 2 A A B0 0 TR AR 2 . BRHIRIA R
T 5 PRS2 T ST SR B A O R, 2 5 REB i
T DRI, I A — R AR SR E , RINR e 5
[RITBAE , AT [CRIEAE T W15 5 FOARIME U R4
il RGER RS . ST RS IS S IR RTES TR TR
Sz TeaE s , o R AN R A2

ARV 50T SRR IRYT 1 F AR Schuell (4]
977 (the Stimulation Approach)® ', Schuell HYRIFL 7%
K FE 278 HA B M EHWE R, 45 718 4 2%
TR 5 R SRR F TR A BB S . i
MR EE A — 330, R A S W B RS AR L B A
I7 R LR AR BRSO 320 TR FIRYT IR A R
FRE AT TR ZE ], T ™ E R R R R
FIE P AR R BT T3, Wepman o F5K1E 5 1A
ST A, RDVA Y70 2 5 | 5 R T R IR 4
AR RBUAIEF B, 7 Wepman F K, 15 5 J& B 4E00 T
B R BT S R A5G B IR IR YT R S TSGR
ORGSR T AT N T2 SO R N Y AR SR TR E B A
FA I A Il AR B 2 AT A B 15975 (the Behavior Modifica-
tion Approach) , 4l Pizzamiglio #il Roberts", Seron %" [175
J7 52, Skinner"'HE H 15 F AE S~ F 1174 (verbal behav-
ior) , 5 HA A TP AIAT R EA ARG, A5 FHRE—FD T
FMEA S 7 (operant conditioning) . E&F RT3
SCHTE 72Ul AT R IR T TR R TEE R R A TR
A RE I METER T, A 0I5 S S SRR SR
SRALAEE | DL AR AL TR RS

AR UL 5 N AT R T RS R IR YT A
filt, BRI , HRAZYT I TOEIR S R A, 2 Xk
AR TR 5 B Ag M T PR 5T , O 07 Tk S R I sk a1
Skinner ¢ T35 5 5 7 S — T SIS SOy i R IR L
W FI] Chomsky 58 Z1Hb 57 B8 AL
1.3 B AU T ) (1 B AR R A5

IR 22 2% 5K Luria J2& KN V) 58 80 28 2 7 22 UL (8 =
B AR S X A B P A SR R RIS, 4T A 0 RS Sl R
AT BR AT A HILRE , B A2 32 W 3t 14 KM ) B (R 156, 42
TG AR TEE XA B LA . Luria™ AR B A S8 K ik 1z ot
BATIRBGH I RE 9N AAEAT T REAR 2R 1 T PR A I
IEE A 42 TR R IR YT P D AE EE 4197 1 (the functional

reorganization approach) .
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Luria'™ "%} ik 2 B8 (410 1l #4: % 4% (inhibition of func-
tions ) FI IR PE A5 (destruction of brain tissues)fif T 5 2 X
G T R A AH DG I X D BEAZ B0 5 R , RIAIEF 15 5
PR JEE T P 43073 5 s o U0 pR S AT 33 ) I AL B 5 ke, 32 40
TS IREA AT REMK AL BN JEHTIRAS o X T D Re il a8 s
TH 5 b, T LA &, CHRIRYT (B AR U S i
HIE = ZBNTHE L 1IEIT . Luria B AR FIHIT P A
I AZAT: FRE 5 45009 £E 8 Bl st b 1oy o 5 30495 , 1 i AR ok
KINEF e ER, BAKINS , Y20 B Hy T
[l Jy 2R A 8 AR F IR F B bR, 20 H Y2
AN 15 5 T REAT RS 22 LA AR B2 40 1) Bk 544 5 Th E 2
45, 5¢ AN 22 D) e 1 22 45 6] 2 42 (intersystemic reorganiza-
tion) 5§, £ 4% N 41 (intrasystemic reorganization) . Luria f¥)
o 25 1)) g E 2 VK D R 5 W i X Tl R AZ B T AT P
L B DX K SRR FE 5o 4, SR JE 7o 4 R T e OR B4 19
i DX () 4225 132 BRI TG 5 g . IAn, ZE DA J a4t
125 T A B 005 THE N B A AT 5| S 2R B324E (alex-
ia) , {HE I FH AR B3 58 4 19 A {4 g% 52 D7 8 (preprioceptive) , AT
DLIE L T4 I BRI R ) A R =, DT 2 S 8
BRI RE

Tsvetkoval™'{ 4 ik | DIRg 41 7 17 T 2 ) B R 154
(dynamic aphasia, B} 28 F7 32 sV R 15 0E ) (15 5 A
2. SHR YIS B RIERE I T2 B AR R R ] A
NS At A TN AT 2SI S B 1) = B b A T A i
7 (propositional language) [tk 2 M0 & e 1075 TR R (HL
SRR A2 B ASCTOR A SEA . FART DI A
LR AT BB N S, W — ) ] S R A, XA ) )
S IOE FRIME o X X S a8, 32y S0 PR AR Al il 2 T
AR FIRTT 5 OIL R E WA B A @IEE F 4 L
AN SRS s I S B AH DGR 8 o b o s @
2T HTIR A B ; O S AR/R TR 24 1 SN AR AR (Can gtk
) @RFUHATT . i XL BRAR A TAT R b lE 1 7
FHHEZ Z K, B3 EE N (internalize ) FT A 70 1) 2 B
It HBels F & R i ) TR R R . Z R R
ZARI B R R0 SO A R IR T B S 2R IR YT

Luria [ 2 2y B8 51 4115 78 43 TA TR 31 1 200 3 R TR A
W 2k LA R ALE BV ) R SR d b 48 5 B
AL ERARGF A5 6 MY flf8 218 F IR I RIG M, ik
FruEfe s A4 vk . 2K — SR Th e s 4k iR
SRR G AR I, U piE 5 A B EATCE R
TeEAIER A .

1.4 ZRIFSEIRYT AHT ORI 3 UL A

F) 20 205 11, AR OIS X E B2 BN T E AL,

XFEAR RARE L IHIF L Geschwind SR 3 1 26 75 HE I 57
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By #r % Bk 2% JR (the neoassociationist school) . Ge-
schwind" " & #r " Wernicke-Litchtheim #5242 Hi > , I 7E
JLf #5377 Wernicke-Litchtheim-Geschwind 15 5 #i1 4 4E 4
2RI, Geschwind A, N 2 2 Bk () HE 26 XS 76 15 7
WA P BARER R D RE , JCHEAT ISR IRIXCRIRJE e R IX,
EATESE gD S 515 F W) A R R . e E
SAE T FEAH AR AR A R, JE R SN RIB LR A AR T
S R RIS 0T o AR MRl b e i 2k
TIE P ASIAEMR IR G IR B dme ) 2 B2 oy i, 5
ZEIRA R RIBIE BR A 425 YEIE 5 AYT L W Ducarne
J7 15" HI Shewan 5 Bandar"”'f#] LOT 7 (Language Oriented
Treatment) , U £ X FE R 20 (115 5 B A i k47 00 % 1 T4
W E IR YT , AR X ) ik B RS A9 HELPSS™ (Helm  Elicited
Language Program for Syntax Stimulation) FIE} XK Je w2k
IEAE ) TWAP'(Treatment for Wernicke's Aphasia) .

Ducarne Z55 TR 7 10T IR YT B U] _E 58 8 2R T A8
FEHT O Am I I E S UG — T 1M —
FERFP BB TR LR o SR AR SR B
e R MR 2 BIMER TR S DR 2 RS R E (revive)
BEMWET . BB M 2GRS 5 2 iR 3 R e &
HARIHE S S5 P HIE « Ducarne TG 75 1A Y7 ik 7 W] —
A W —AMEF A RESE TP R B T . TR E
H 1 24 BL1E (neologism) HF , it X 433 132 4% L i (phonemic
jargon) FIiE LARHELIE (semantic jargon) . XJFHI# , i 325K
TBIT I E SAE Tl B i 24 S PR & X TIE 3, it
TR S IRYT RN S 718 LRSI REE, Wil i 2 0 ik
PRI LR 2] KB F- N R LR AR o

Helm-Estabrooks 222" ) HELPSS 3= % &1 X /] & & 5 11
B, IR R PRI A Gleason ZE ™ 15T . 7E Gleason
RIS e, A AT TP 58 BOSCER 1 i b 8 Bk e R R 2
P ARV A Z e B TS R E T AR T IR
= BRI AE L o AR AE A — T T S 50 S B i
AU TRFIET W, 5 EAWAE 14 R )45 1 2Z 1]
FENLAL T ATE A I EE 2K (difficulty hierarchy), Helm-
Estabrooks &5 FHZAFE R , e BUD AR 4T 7). wh-[R) 5] |
Wit ) B Bl ) R S ) A Y Y 1L R TR S R R
HELPSS. 7£ HELPSS v, % fift ] 3 25 4 40 7% 20 A~ H A% 4]
A B BCA AT LI, RS RAEE A TR YT A PRI BY
B AR — BB, R TR (AR A R SE IR YT R
0885 th AR 2 AR R Bt iR R R R A
SERE R . MEE R IER IR 90% L) L HEATE —
AL EERE . HELPSS AT X 42 0 Ze I 45t 13 I 5 PR A 57
I TCE B ANCAC SN RERS (B TR R B, AT
H B AR 202 B8 B R (0 AR 251, TR R 2 iE Tk 1

)T

B R 2 UROME T 5 A A RS AR W B S5
BT TR BRI AT, 6 ST I R BIE 5 T A
TR E B AR . PR, TE B AE 15 5 A T BT
K2R IR AR E KA M R . F a0 b A
HELPSS, HAJTEEG R HERE 208 2 i A8 RIEAE B
HEMES L o AR e IS SRS i, HARL=E
GIEEAESYN IS

2 NHLEFEETHRBERENR

125 40 H 8], B IA SN 220 B2 (cognitive neuropsy-
chology ) I 7. FIK Ji& , RIFIERTE 4 T — Y, ik
RABFEWFIRAEIE B AR R P S IR HEA T, 52
220 FL2E I WG AR L, DA 280 A% 23K s ] B0
A7 TEE A5 18] b E AL 5 HiE A58 KMk (brain) , J5 # B 5T
LR (mind) o KRB R2s52 B Be , A I & BT i
FATHRE PO B F AR N — R = SR RETG 2, ELESZ U 1)
SR B T 64 7.0 BTG S AR . A 20 2
22 R B AR 3T BN LA R (information processing mod-
els) JE — N IEE ARHIN At R BRI . A i
T IS IR, AATAT LA o] BEF S (15 75 e f A8t 4
W EIEE R AR 5 IS 2 P Re S 1 vh— A~ sl 2 A 2R A 40
ORI A o DAERT TAL G 1 Sl A () SR T 2R -5 AE T
oK,

2.1 ARG HEAE SR ARG

AEGS 5 A B 2% R TN T AN 2 BRI A 22
PN Lo aniEl 2 B IR Y (R A% 0 DT RE S5 1 DA
WAZ B SME AR — R & 5 SO L= RIE LR S (semantic
system) . 15 7 Hir A F 17 ML (phonological input and out-
put lexicon) . S % A Fl i 14 17 Mt (orthographic input and
output lexicon) . I fEit 12 Z i (working memory, LFRZE i1 X
buffers) , 3CFFIEH TE 20 0] B %45 AL 6] (Phoneme-
Grapheme sublexical conversion), #—4HFH A A
INTE G4 B AN AL 2 7 =, 0, SR TE A R A I R 1 S s
B 16 B 45 17 (selective  deficits) #2818 LA G 44 IR
SRR T 2H B0 R P, — S0 e TR T B A BAE 5 i R R
W44 SITEZE A B IR AL -JEE AT T8 245 43 B R s AU A0 1) 43 2 4 B0
SRR IR ML N R 2 BB TS i T4 24
AT,

T 3 A PR AR AR T A BT A, TR TR R
FRABRETNL FERF RIS W AN T S0 T . Raymer F500
T EAL A PRAZ WA A1 1 TR TRAE AR 3 14 i 44 B, At
118 B St T R N AT 55« 1Sk B R w44 P iE B A
AN NN RS TN S VU R =B o N P il By

www.rehabi.com.cn 597



Chinese Journal of Rehabilitation Medicine, May 2019, Vol. 34, No.5

B2 JAERRER IR RYIRC N TAE

W A4 A LA

a5 <5

> <G>

HH DU 8 AR T A AN TR B A AR A (R A
P i aE 44 Jy A S B E AT, H YR AR R -1 X
{7 BARIUR &R A NI M T — 10 o
BE, ALTE AL AT LA B A B 44 ], R4 30 414
G 104> BARIA] L 104N RIF 3] L 10 M5 SCAHDC I SEiki
HY 10 HARA AT B i 4, 8 T B 1k w44 2R O 4
HPEIRE R SR — A R, SR R B AR I R I, e
F#&ANi], Behrmann F1 Lieberthal® 88 4718 1T — i %15
N RGBT R FEIATIIRIT . 1ZEH T2 E (global
aphasia), 5 i AR, HTIEXRSEZH, ZEEAN
AETE SO 171 S0 3 X R 3] ) B g A A o [ R
FENE S H 28 AT 55 X RE S8 R s A28, o S
BE 2 PRINE, EXT I, W98 B X HZ BB 5 St T B 7R &2 Hiw]
IR LRIEMIRTT , BRI 3 I = AN G (353
Bk FH)  ZUBFINR ARG I AL, SR )5 514
AT RN I BLARRE . BRI AR
GEETE T
22 NHLOIZEE 5 A FIRIT

X F A F KT, Garrett™ 85 $2 H 1E B B A7 AR
RPN R B SANThRERAIE 2K BRI B2 AL Th6E
2 REALR GRS OR)ZE R SRR A Bl R
Hf AL PR (serial processing) .

Mitchum 25"l Mitchum 55 Berndt™ ¥ iz FH (AR BY X
A BF AT T2 AT . AR A AR A
RURTRAE , 55— AR A BRI . A IR RBA
[A]  ABAE A7 Ly T b AR AR - SRl B2 40, I H i AH
K BT B P IR o R U o 3 I A ) S R A
JSZ TN S I BE AR BOR W B R R AR 5
Sb, AR ) B iR A TRl R, (R A Ak A2
T FEHIEAANRREM PRI T WERME D , Zhinlfe sz i
R S AH SRS Y B R, DRI T Y B SR B i
B ARG B FH EMER SR E U E S i
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M2 BN R S s TPk o B S A ] e R R
JIR— ZANEAESEAT NI B R DA A R 3z 8 1 1 A
T FOR B AU A E A AT P S R B AR shin
MERTER . AT | AL dEI R AL Y il T i k5 42
T+ T HA) TR AR

FEFIRIT SRR, Mitchum SEPHAH RIBAE 1918 5 R A
AE B SR 0 SR IR, T2 R 2 X BRI 5 A8 75 1A
B UM R A RE MIE TN TR AT . 8K AR T
TN AR A I T A AR S AR IR AR A, IS AN BEIR
TA)YIC 0 AR TR — F T O R O B 5 ) T R A IR SR
IV AR, BANAT SR TIB S 1RYT EX A AR —~
KEGAE . 2 WA 20 F A XA F- I B 04 T TS e 5 T
AT (linear (R UEZ b, A 4] F 1™ H gl 2 A — S ik
AT T REZR NARUSELFEAR B 1A, IR TR VR 7 2 4 rh
X} EE R RE 7 R A B R R A TR R E
Helm-Estabrooks %5 ® ) HELPSS J7 1 il 2 i — ff ik i e 784
R o TEE B TRl R B Ry ) A A — 2D A Ak T R Y B
FIEFIRIT MR F RS T A)F 382 244544 (hierarchi-
cal structure) FJAFTE , 3X — s FIEMIAIE 5 A0 S
JRTBRE AR BT U T PRI R TR AT TR YT 2 R EH T .

3 KIBEBRTHHZIEEFRE

R A TR T SR R NRRLL,
R TBARE R B R R, AR MR 1)1 75 2 Be
JRAFRERG AT AN AT Bl i 224 ™, Davis 1 Wil-
cox" e 22 it i YT 15 PACE (Promoting Aphasics’ Com-
municative Effectiveness), 3 J#1F 7 14 22 PRI BEFI 4 22 bR
RETHMKAE o T LR BT 5 24 B 1 WA F TR ENFIE )
JEZER) F IF S %% Roman Jakobson.,

R 3 ORF NN, NG A NS,
IZES A L] LA IR — RN R SE . Jakobson M4iE FH
TR A AN ST AP T A S - 3% (selection) FIZH A (com-
bination), 4 AMTULIERT , A7 2 AAHU 4 (similarity ax-
is) b AT BB RS Hh BE PR TR EL Y1), SR AR il (contigu-
ity axis WL SHTE RS TA G . SR R A AR U
GRS H B 11 5515 (paraphasias ) , J2& 7K JE 58 FC SR TR (1) A
AR AR Ul 2 4] H BIA] T (] B (sequencing of words),
SRR TR TR AE () HL AR R

WA IF = = Pe I & Jié , JuFUE Chomsky AR AR I
REEH T2 SO MR 240 200, AT TRHE S AT AR
RIZ A R IED LAk (syntax) A AZ O, K15 5 AL
NS BEAC AT E RE (cognitive faculty) , B 325 KA
Ko EHRMNMBIAF AR KR F3E TS %K
MR . Ullman 5553 HT 27 G A G SCER G SERN |, 45
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IR B3 1 SZ A0 R A AR v A 20 0 R i T , A A1 1
RPN 4 R 85 P ARG 1 DX TR B it A8 2 1 32 0t
AR P E A N I J5 38 , AL AT A TS /0N i 22706
B R A i ¥ 32 A0 R R T T R AR ST AR AL
TR ADOERIEIE R CRE . — Lo i A FUR K AR A5
WA FTER 54075 O, Ja B8 S AA A O™+,

FUL, AR B S RMZ MR A T EiE—2 1A
P AT R R XCRIR JE 3 R O S b 2 515 5 1)k
FPR AR R 1 ELAT AR X B 1T 2 R A T AR AT AE
B R ST A A T R AR L Bk k2% (agrammatism )
Flfiy 24 B (anomia), ZEUEIEAE b, AATTHEBORE E R EIR
ZHRE T B AR AR R AL B L AT T
TR (selective) , T RX Al FEM: 55 YA TR L BE 1 LR
AT

TEITRAE T 75 B T, SRt i B IR 2 56
2, RS BRI B AR TS AR ok — R ) S A )
O T DA, I A TE IR R M R TR AT AR A
TRITHRAE T OIS AT ORI . A, SRR s A
Tk TR SCRT 3R] R B ) 15 L, Schwartz S5 1 T
WS YT (The mapping therapy) . BT LGS = M5
(a three-module therapy program) : Zf— M HLER XK 4541
P H TR, 205 AN BB X 1] A % BT S5 R0 5] )
R B = AR X BT A 0 S BB o BT R R )
TSI A B 5 4 T YOG R M) A5 B R
B KEE . Thompson M Ho[a] gl H— R A WiE F
B S ERFR N ET IR )2 TE G JT (Treatment of Underly-
ing Forms)” . AHXT T4 F 45 i AMETE 2, Al AT ) B fii 1) T
VNGRS UE L WG B R AT A= a - LM S i R
PR ) 2548, T VD i S D ) NI 2 A 18 T 4544 (ar-
gument structure) , F& Ji 24 - A S A0 A5 ) TA FR AR 1) ]
X T IABRE R A SRR T AL DG R A S5 T R
e PEVE RS, Friedmann Al Grodzinsky™ R4 4K 418 A= 15 32 #1
TE R ) BY BN (the  tree-pruning hypothesis) "X It
AT IR B AT T — RYNE T BRE ST, 41 Fried-
mann 25

M T T ISR B N IR S R A R
W WA AT R R TR AT . TR E
T IEARRIE T RIZ S 5 2T 2K 1A 3 1 A Tk
P, R SE A S R A R Ge v ARl T4 . Shapiro
1 Thompson” F2 5K « “15 5 FHISRENE th W 1Z gk FH T2 Wi 2k
THAE TS S 005 , B R IR o TR 5 R i il

ARSCNFRZE A W) DAL BRI 2800 5 2 = R 2k
TR PR R & St AT 1 BB 5 430 . TR R SRR,
JATEF AT LA AE T 5 R OE 2 AR H s, 48

o7 b, X6 2R TR 12 W RTG Y 7 A R B S AE R S 2
b RIBIEIRIT M AR R Be e S N IIE T
YRIT AT LA 52450 R R R ORI AF B fiki X 22 5 1 5 (Thomp-
son, 2006) . iX— T ENIE T Luria 4218 A4 D) RE B 41115
TR G A B, 5 — 7 I R B T AR TR T e A
PR TR T S MR L R F IR T R AT 2 A R H A
Mo ANl AR 2 AN HTR 2 56 T AN 2815 5 H fig (language
faculty) (I BIFIE LR A YRN8 & # BB 18 2 T kT
DURRIBRE R PG T, R RS ER N E N . T
SR ) SR, FE DU SRIBRE B e, WA RIS 7 1 Ak
A4 3y IE T I, BB T A R TR A E
$2, W4T 2 A B PR 32 AT 5T A S 76 0 R AR T 68 5 i i
TR AR 8 FH 1 Ak R SR AR FRATTAS RE 58 42 IR 11 41030 g
A AR 7 M 5 A RTBE R IR S R A S
A Ml — ok
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