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£ dTe B dold #219 B4 AR M AAE A g8 AAEHAD. B2 doF 8xe dE9F
(agrammatism)&  ZA1el7l A8, B%-238 Ux  Hal(sentence-picture matching task), T34 #Al(sentence
completion task)E AA&h E3-19 9 #AE BEF HolE #x ol #HAL 2y ¥ AAY, 4y
oA AbgH F4E “oojrt AolE BT JAHF out A A4 HRE o] fAME FEH £ g ARAE 24
8 olslsfo FFe & olHE £ A& RolAct A A BB AoF fxle FA-0F A FAA A ¢
BalA AZALE oldlEidY RS AAE T FF57 AREAEY s Az 1218 So4 g MdsA
o] g 2 A A0n g& shill 8x ~xg vzl HAE 2AS AY ¥E Aol o Az
Ab BT FAA FolA 3 R ARAE AdEe FAdA #xe) 48EL 50%olth £4-1d 4R HAsh
EARA AN +8 AEE W B HojF #Ae 29 ojFE 3 ARAE olFsh: H $H¥sh &
e} AEoiA AZALE AMEEHE T AR Al BEIGE AL o F vk o] A FAF MH 9 ALg VAV B
Z olg AAH A& HAoM dEdE AE B FE ot g4 242 dizld HAdE 2AE Y Qo BFL
4 e FHRAY ERHAZAE AEE ddA ozt e 71E AR A8 AAEHAE, 48 Ade
ERA AT FHAA o B AFE dozit FHOM vt EFAAMRY o wE] B4 2 A7 A
B A9 o8t (1998)8) Aatel=  Antdield) & 7UARK1997)H o}stL(1998)o e B Ao 9] A7t F
Hoqroh o ot wgepd, B 47 Z79 g2 F A7 A3 olF#E(double dissociation) & Holi glou
ol e FHZAY HE A7 74 B34 Hw Ay At s A& dAE B ARAE 222
A9 Q= A Ald(tense)& Uehi: ofnf AE3 2348 Yehle doldoin] AEdA HHUE mgh AA o
o Az HE 0% Fxe ALE ol whde] Hojgoln] AFdMe AY A4E Holx okt ol¥l Al ofn
g Mz MojtojulZFo w} OhE FF9 AHH As A4 Hed e AR
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S=afRlEtalx| gl

T &Foz Qska o o

AdojFL
Fq 9 AE TEHE REYHoE 2L Hubyo
2 QA% A FE FAse Fdolo.
AHojz& 1861d BEZ7HBroca)d «EAE

(localization), &, A& o] FHo] EAF
o Foe Gl Jube B o]Fo EF
oz dAFEHUtdn 8 4 Atk dojz9
25 WZ2YA(Wernicke)(1874, 1908)0]F &

T

ME8tso] A 94 FHAN 25} Ao

>

Z, 293 23 A3, WauA o3 %
94 347 Aol Ae4 Aol WY Aol
Z A 401z, 49 293 4oiz 59 )
dol ol®th & AFlME ole FFel
4ol FIH nEd} HoiFe Uyoxm &

Foolsl 2 B AtEdMY Fol(defects in
sentence comprehension and production) &
ZAFEF AT

Hol3g AFsE YA ot AofF
F27F Hole Ao Fejg T3 7|EY Ao
3 o3} dojyeld o|E8L HAFFHE Aol
i oAl o]fw 7|EY o|8o] HHIA
2ah Aol FAE B3 olge BEF FL
MEE o]&& At dol ok E=F ¢
4HQ BHozE Fad, I olft Aol
ARgoll #E o2& viHoE HolF Au &
9 44E A% Z2IAe ARss bl
Ut} HojF S Hd9ste oL dof FdE
o &4 9G93 Busel AFARGY 54

2 FHoZ H¥HE A% 5Hd Fug

1T -2
diste Aoz giEd & Atk o 992

FHOE HolFg AYste Ho| vl$ oy
Y 1 ofE EHoTE FAIR Ao=
FAIE HolA¥t ARG ozE v}
t AEe zbolzt v] et whebA, ¥
Aol AXANA e e HojFe AAR
g4 g% nHEAN ¥ F/A aBshe

e /15HY 2L FHo2 Aoj3e

- o]
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sy, AdRle] AdE Jwteg Ao
9 dojr)s FelE YL EE HAF
g2re} E4E Ao 7T FolE F3 71E
AAREAE o]&g HAZFIE a1 Y2 &
oL ARIEVIE drt dHAe AxANAHFG
& d+e FE2  71%3H d¥(functional
modularity)& F&d FH3m ok =3
JAANA g A AP A7 7Y
ol Aldl ATE F=2 FYich vl
EE 7% AES AAHEEHA Y7t
¢ o2 B #$xE U 43 %o
A A ATE FYIEGE 9 AHEE
FHo® AFds  FAoltHCaplan, 1992,
1996; Shallice, 1988 #=x). 18y, G Al
d7= FAA] Utk 7 & EAEe ¢
A A A de AT A Yukst Fale]
o} ole} T dhUAbH Aol duksl B
g A7) A, AANAR A} dFA= A
Aele) st B &0 &AsE o o]&
of 2AsY o AldldT ARE §XEA
L} o]ZF 3l 2(double dissociation)”} RHE =
Bl 2L o]EE AAdo) wekA, B
ATFAME A d7E FAYspiRge o
U AL E FAHOR BRI} HojFe B o
& 2 e AHE A g

HEAHoE BRI HoFE oMt o
HEol glovt F3E AEsE dod oA
oEgel U Ao BudUtt F #Z
g #F TRE AHES, €9 (content
word)Z o]Fojx AHRA T (telegraphic
sentence) S AHE3EH3, B S0 EHEH 7
Fol(functional word)E AEaAY ZFE A}
£33, BMEHAl AgEHE gt B
Z2E M3zdle A¥o] dx, Fo] =gm A
23] oyA s Aol UrhHalliwell,
1998, Menn & Obler, 1990; Zurif, 1990). ©]¢}
Bg7t HolFd A& oldfsl= &9



227 40iFe| MFYS  AXTAL A& Olae] sh2)

MRz AEdE FHAA gl de
Ao2 AZH AT

g, 2Hdd BolA Bzt HdolF @z
7F dolg oldjste FHAME of#go]
e Barl ok & BRI dojE: dxe
guigez dd e FEH %
(semantically reversible passive sentence)
2 ol#stA]l  REslvi(Caramazza &  Zurif,
1976; Schwartz, Saffran, & Marin, 1980),
“He showed her baby the pictures”$} "He
showed her the baby pictures”’s #& &%
2 7 FE&R £33l (Heilman & Scholes,
1976), doie] B34 #AAYd £F& F ol
3] F3cHCaramazza & Zurif, 1976). ©]¢}

2 AF AR BRI HoFe o] AE
o gk A7 la Ao olsfjelle obF-H Aol
7b itk 39 g4 gFE A7t
BHg27l dojF #gxprt oMy EFF TEE
A3k Bdte @Atol lxsted B2} A
o]Zg o AFEH &9 EFE Yook &
=210l el =] glo] ftor FHdE o
AHe AEHZ(agrammatism)olg} FEu}
(Bedecker & Caramazza, 1985, Bedecker &
Caramazza, 1986, Caplan, 1986, 1994).

Caramazza®} Zurif (1976)= B27} HoF
o] ¢i¢le] B 2|4 (syntactic knowledge)®)
BZolm o] ¥ A& <o} olsfe} o
Atzo] FEHOE HEHE Folgdu F4st
Aot 2Ehd, o8 dFE B3 Ao ol
oHE gy 2 FAF AR A} dof A4E
o #dE e € FAF A Al &
2] (dissociation) W&o &¥ A o] o]}
ArZo] FEHOE ASEOE FRE HEY
SHAEE AU A 5] % tHLLinebarger,
Schwartz, & Saffran, 1983).

2ol BojH BE7} HolFo HEHFY
EXRg TR AR A9 oS 4}

oN 1]

-51-

A8 o] sHdo]l A7l HACaplan, 1986;
Friedman & Grodzinsky, 1997; Grodzinsky,
1990; Hagiwara, 1995, Kean, 1977, 1995
Lapointe, 1983; Linebarger, Schwartz &
Saffran, 1983, Swinney & Zurif, 1993; Zurif,
Swinney, Solomon, & Bushell, 1993). ¢] 7}
MEL o]E Qdojdo) 7x3td EF 72 &
Ah(structural representation)oll #¥ A A
5 A7 #A(information processing)S 43&

e ez dif €t dEg 89,
Chomsky(1957;  1981)ell AN WF

(transformation from the deep structure to
the surface structure)e] 235+ o] 4
¥ Zo] eEbdthE Goodglass®t Hunt(1958)
o] 714, ¥R F& HEYEZoR W
A gk REAME AEYEo JER &
th7b Wt AY g85ojof st FeA 4
27} vebdthE Kean(1977)3 Lapointe(1983)
o] 7Hd, HAIH FE FRYANN BEF &4

9] 71%# %A} xE(functional projection
node) 2} &4 WEog A e

Hagiwara(199%5)2}  Friedman®  Grozinsky
(1997)9] 714, B3 d¥(grammatical role)
¢ Yehlie 849 9n3d 9 E(thematic
role)2 WERE 847k A H(mapping) 33
oA EA7E vk AWIte  Saffran,
Schwartz ¢ Martin(1980) 714, £ A
Aol ZAZE AR dojF #xe F4d
AR Ay £F9 A o] HEHF Y
EbdtlE Frazier?t Friederici(1991) 59¢ 7}
Mol Stk dAlY o8 A+ AA(E B

ojx= 7hdo] HulHeg %tu EYEE 2
A&7l 42 ¥ 7 7Hde IY9E =3
E AROE 7 Mo dEde o F/9
HEYFo] EAse Aoz osstn ¥
s TR d F de Frt =79 o2

A AAE Addte Hol o o] Ae Yol



st EE(R| Uyt

ohd 7t Adzbe o)

B AT EXE HEF HojFe EF o
ot F Eo] #dE™ A € Hejx A
B A fAo] FFHLE YAlEo] Y& &
Y A e At o] Fojx]&A] ofUH
ge] olseh A& HAo] e Hol dojue
A& o9 AzAL HE A A F
ZARME Aolth, E g & BEHL do] F
ZALE FF A4E A AHgE 9 #4095
Ao wetd th2A AR AgsHe AUA
€ 37 fjolch F A A EAE &
olr7l 3 EF-2Y dx A
(sentence-picture matching task)®} &% €
A 3}A|(sentence completion task)E AMg3}
Ay F4-18 4x FAdAME B2l A
o &xle] ols) FHE A H8 AHS
HAck o] FHAANME ouiHor i Hq)
(semantically reversible) #3& RdF1 &
2 & g 1 B 2= a1de M
= 74°]%‘1‘4 dg EW, “ooj7} g F
“olo] & Aoj7t Eriet B2 EBF
Zﬂ"]‘?_}% Fol| 2 &3] eJulel| &=
agg Mdsich 9o dFdA B £ A%
o] oJmHel FHAE oj7} FolE B F
5 Q3 Aoj7t etolE B = gluh wehA,
AR 2 Al(world knowledge)o|L} ¢jw) 4 %
(thematic role)S ol&8ix= 1 £3& o3
37] g AXALE B3 olsd + e
Agolwt 1 £ %7 g 1¥E MY
g 4 ok wEbd, FF-1¥9 93 A=
B2l doF #xo] Azl oladE it
Wolth, B2l HolF fate] AzxA}

B7rst7] A8 AxAME A9 HolA

#3te AAE ARt o) A
BE7} HojF #Ae ARAE A
HI ZAEO e AxAL A 91X
oji FHe AzxAt AR ol BYPHL

=]
T

mloﬂ;r

=&
TE
ol A
€
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2 r-in ~ r-]n r,>: r\r
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2 283 YuiHez &A Hevke: AR
ok Rl Begl dojF #Art Az A
Fol oz go] ATtE 7 AY 7] g%
AZAL oA B A7 BY Aoz 4
ZEh 43 13 4% 39X AzAL S
€ WAL AF 20X Az oldlE
Hrreteh A% 1, 4¥ 2 4% 39 e
Bz FUE @aloltk. Al HF N FYF
g27F APA2 FAr] wiEel zH A9
oM Wiz ro] #AE et
g XolA Z+ AF Aol @xte] FHE A4
8 71&sk #.

B 7ls

8z PE 35 A9 LE2&Fe] UE 9AE,
Ha ¥elol Ere AL SAT 54¥E 4
A AgE A @At 19989 8Y A}

71 94 A4z Y SEAd Y o
e B 398 o HFE &3 29

A FE AFE 927A E&4d #5 H71A
d 28 Jde w2 g8 F AAFes

wkoket,

ey 3B8Y F I Western Aphasia
Battery A4l 27 A% B2 §39] Ao
Fo2 HJredeh £ odEe vHe
AR FEAA A= Ax fAHI AR
BEA A Mo ANRTh #BE
3 TYL 228 warldAe ‘adde
Beinkg s Eolstgam ol F BF
ka7t b oy olguivle BUbE
ek #&zke] Aol 7w A H=E &
oty AojE A 4(aphasia quotient): 100
A Wl 1840l

Wy 3 Y ¥ =% Western Aphasia
Battery 2 ZAMG 23 31 oldjd= 332
A&, AA, el dig olF] $¥L Fqx

228 WE7|e oAl EEE FFoR b

o
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=227} M0{E2| HRYUS  AXZAL MED 0l34| sH2

g, A LR/FEAL oW AHE /7Y
% Uehd, S oF, FAF EFY A

do] BAHUD £ duel wEd ¥ o
dol wwekA ek meksls 71 B3

T s oy 7HE &4 Fojy ofd g
ol ueytth olF urle AES AN
9 75 %o AurE &8 HH ojd &zt
AojZE AFE 6 oz Axe BaEIl #
o] HojFog FHrERTh

sy 8 Y F B AN AAE gA] A
#3 Ay FHAYAM  HAEF
(encephalomalacia)o] #&<9] HFAHM 3
(precentral gyrus), A¥HE HA F €Wy
W ¥ (internal capsule)?] FHHE, )& AJA
A gAggen Ty (insular cortex)®
T9¢ 8 ¥ 3(transverse convolution) 5%
AWtk Brain SPECTA M & dybAel #
Z A599 5o &7 #Asty Aol B
A 538 #AZ AFAA 39 1A 44

a3 1 B POl Hled 22l 28 Hof H0jE
APRIO} BRiTE HOY FI QleH| fBe| QUi

[ R b

of blsh CH2A 20ls 80| =4F £2{0[Ch
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a5 Ase) Ao Btk $3 AMd
2 @ AHdiaschisis)o] RO} AEr} Aah
e RAHIY 1 B2).

4 31

Ay 1& 227} HojF 2 PY A=A
A% 592 #FsE dod 2 53] itk
AzAL AE 5EHE 2AEP) A8 A9 1
o ME o Higld HAF HARAE B
ZolA AMeslod 9 Y& JAE AR
th &2 EAdAN AzxAle BF T4 AR
9] FHA S¥(grammatical role). &u|FH
o & (thematic role)& ¢ F& 53U &
Bojt} weld, B2l dolF BAst 4
ARE ol&3e del ojggel Y4B Ax
AL AR APAME E ool el Ao
2 7lgg

oY ME ¥ A X

gt A HFAPL W3 A F
of B2 Fo7 5 7|9 FALFA ¥
HAG ZAE A9 YEE AAEEY. 27
2 Fojzl zAE FE ZAL o7 A
ZA} /8, FAE A (B A4 ‘o2
/2 BAE 2AF (B FXAD ‘o) 281
FEA(RALE H82 3R &%) ol #
A2 sdg =g Ude O 2 ZY

&, & Fof, B0, A ¢oz Hjdd
3ol 2712 AN E 24 FtEE ASEE
b 2F 20A 2o d3 2 3
hE FgA gde s7den, ¥A FES
HA 49 olslE ST (DA B F
ASo] APANE EFL uHog & 1 o
L o] Folzl H F Qi ofr Ho] HAo
7} 8 F AEANE B RAFE ABo

j=]
T3&

2 =

ot



B M| sER] Ut

Aot 23 AAEHE oleE: 7MY EsHA
ol Fof, £}, FTAL £ EFoIU
g Ar 42 EF 156 AReH, ARE A
ok & W2 40 ARk A¥ 1914 AHed
Ad g Tl F51d AA=e] ek
MW % Y
a3 ¥ =9

g2 Po Ade E 13 24

T 1. AZAR A8 S F7] tHofAL] B/ 5

o
g

20

5

20

z A
40

2 P7E Bl A S 5ER of¢ A=
Aok & 1A & 4 ARl F 4009 A}
A @7l Ae 50% AEe HA4E Y
t} 3 7kA FUEE HE @AA |4 =
A Ay 4L #3E 4= 8798 o,
O E UE AR JAEE 59 78
B AojtH#HEH S paragrammatism).
ole ARWF BRIt HolF A AAN #
ey Ay AFgozd FAAEE HAH3
AHEEIL QA B3l d4o s oldEn)
whRog AEHZE v FAEL 7] I
Aol 2o} -&-ol(content/open—classed word)
o B3] 7]% °}(function/closed-class word)l
Ay B 2 2R, S8 UE JFoRY
212 BeltHBedecker & Caramazza, 1998;
Biassou, Obler, Nespoulous, Dordain, &
Harris, 1997, Kim, 1998; Ni, 1993). o}&}A],
2 A7 AFARE Frps A P HES}
AojZel AYHQ & Bl s}

4 3 2

AY 18 BH27} HojF @xle] AxA 4
% T8¢ Yre] ¢ Aolurk 4d 2&
vz} HojF #Ate ARA old) THE H
Zbetea AAIEIT el AxALE AME
& 5 8ol o] &I o] ol I}
o] TFAHoZ AEHE Zolzhd Ay 29
Ao} AzAL ol3] FEol A¥ 1449 A
AL Ao s|Ect

=
T

Y XE ¥ o FHX

Ay 20ME BRI dolF #rle] AxA}
olgl ¥ Hristrl 98 EF-1¥ dA
314 (sentence-picture matching task) S AHE
Ak -18 4x M= PRt
EHFE 49 Wi ¥REe 1¥e ¥
dx7h 2% FolA HYes o 5%
A 5 dl7A gdFAct e EX
Aol F MY 1Y ASE AXEHI e,
g A2 on 489 glo] EE #3379 o
A shubel, 99l YR o]FojA gl
d& €0, (29 & EF 3] dis] A4
¥ I¥ A5 7 n%elE B3 JdE 1
dit ngolrt AE B & adelth &
F& BF 2749 oy, 19 AFE& &4
Zolvk )0 B ¢ Kol A¥Y 264 A}
£8 BFL guigez od shsE #3ol
Atk F, QA A7t TYelE B F= 9
i n%gel7t ME § F% e B o
ghA, (2) 2& EFAE oy M e
F7 ZA BHFA z2ALg ] oldse
Ao] WeHety ()¢ 2L F4E& 82 P
A A" of 23 F4 GEY AN A7

I
U

e

W e

o @M AFY & U= HsAel YA
Folsh BHolrl B3d Yol ot Hge

s A 2004 AHEE d¥EAR E



2251 dUiFe| H2YS : AT AEDt 0l sia|

ol F&20 AAFo| th
@) A7t 1ol B2 3o

24 4t ¥ =9

ol E 204 ¥AHE, HAEHFT BRI}
AolF 8 Po AxA} oYL AN FF
ojlty. 27k BQl 4 A9 ukge 1Y AF
SEE E¥ & o - dddted i
A9 227 Qe AeAd 7HE, “Ado
AYodA & ddedae 55X 49 1
H AF0A Aule olgh e o9 o]
st X3k #2 P o] g AlEE 2~
28 AA3F oY, o|AL AL, BEs}
AolF &2 P &% o3 BAE 100% A
doz Pt Ad 29 AdE 49 19
Ade} 433 tao AXA AEE FAME
AY 1dAMe B2} '.3_01" g7 A9
50%°l 7t xS AFE Hel ¥ A
ZA}L 0|3 & AN AY 201]*1t B2 A
o5 BA7F A9 fdEiA ARAE ol
do. & AXA Y FRE A 9l
o old FHH A& FHAAMY &g
(dissociation)?} YER}aL 9low o]z &g
S AxALY A4E HAF olF] Ao &
5o} 31& 7S AT

2. BE-08 9X DtHoiMel F/2Y

Aukg RS Sl
28 4 32
493

4d 32 43 13 2ol ZAE A
Aolth. AF 13 ¢& 2 AdF zAE
B712 AAEHA @te Zolt. HAYAE

ZAL Biol Hizlo 2 YA EFE By &
22 HEF RAHE QY YEE 8 7HAUY
E3 AY M e T3 ALY BEHF AL
g FE3lY 2Fson Ad 144 2Ad

& FY AFHoE U@ 9ns} itk
3 A9 30l 49 139 t& e AEYF
27} AoF8A7E FAF AE9 #Ho] Q)
HelA AR AFAAE ol gol e A
ZALEbE Aotk AbHe ATE F3) P
7 olE AR Agdes & ool glE A
& A3 v Prt Held AR A
JME oS AdoH Fex B o
B ol AR oMo EAgrincts
A AE A EA4 wEo] Uelds Aol
B N £ A% FgEHik AE 9F
& ZAFE7] & AAl ojnjeh Mo ofn|E
222 P4 JAE A3

M iz sz rﬁ:

oY e ¥ 4" X

@9 ANY 23} ge 49 Az B3
& 225k Hoi2 b pebl ANsD UL
of Gge AzAsh AIA Mol ojnjg A9
YEZ s Y 88 23e 23
o A FEH £ FRolgem YA
A9 golok & e 47T,

@) 7). E%__ HEE v
. ofyzt ofAl whe vtEA__ o

24 @O Y =9

AEWZF BEs} Yol BR PY AZA,
AR o], dojzoln] 44 Aot E 39
ek A% LA 9ol Y80l Aslslg
% A9 ¥Ee @A Pt Azae Ade
& 5 ogE e Be R ueld 49 8
S 242 038 A990. 43 Ad ¥E



BaalelEEx ey

T A gEoF B 4 Qled 2 47 2
Hol e BRI}t dojF EA7F 3 EAY o
nj7b gejztel drke A& olHFAE EF
3 A AN ez AMdSAY.

Ay 19 AzAb A9 49 WolMet &
AHAL AzA A A9 ¥ FAANE 2
HHS 7 AgE] Erh AY 39 o] 22 2
B Al @ W AY 29 AZ2A ol s 3ol
el Fy F& URE o]ETh F HEI}
Aold @Ayt AzAL o= AHEE
oA AT AZAL AEdMe E &
& gt Aotk of T2 Ade AxA
ols] HAH AxA 4E HAHol TEHA AU
& 7bse 23 At

=3 o'owe

E 3. ZAZAL M4 Ml E7) pRoMel F/28s

g owg A9 39
2 6 14 3 23
=44 17 4 1 22
A Ao
4 4 4 12
of vl
AT
5 1 1 7
dhal

¥ 3004 FEE HE AL AE FLo &9
QoIA AzxAle] Fiel wWE Aolg RIY
£ Holth. @zt Pe A AEol glo] F3
3 FxAe nhygo] dAdY FH gl
olME oubgol, HHZAM lojME ks
ol ¥%3 Byt <% F43 HHAY
Al Aol AARK1997)# olate (1998)914
A dAEnh 29 39 digs g, F
Hel B2yt dojF AN F4L& A
$o] ou, HEHAL k8ol YT 3}
7o d1Ee Busta gtk 4g 39 A
ob AR (1997) 2 oldtd (1998)8] ZAxp=

L
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F7 2 BEHH zAL AE AAA @
o]%3)8] (double dissociation)& Holx 1o
A FA3 237 €3 A7 M2 & 7]
Aol & FAEE AT

A(case)o] FFHE 7lAle A o
Z)(Spec-Head Agreement)®}  X]ulj(govern-
ment) 5°] th e, dharole] FA I} £
Ho] A Aol-d YA 7]Ad o3 FL3}
A @gEe Rolghd, e HdF @A
AM #AsE FH3 BEX{HY oFdHIAE
A9 4 ok 2% 28 AHo|, FA% EF
Zo] U VAR dFETH, ¢ A
A FZ9 eHrE §2 woY, BXAHY 2
g £ Addes e gygHe=
Adgs A 4 ok $ gzole] FAHY
247 &9 7lA7 ME & 7R 9
Awglojop gria FAg 7tE, EHAL
A FH¥ol e FAMY] Aujd] o &F
HE wd F4E, BAME W Fo] 7Hd
(VP-Internal Subject Hypothesis) 7F4 o},
Zo] gAFE7} AlAl 849 AAH AR 2
Axlo] 2 Aol-3 Aol ofF AlA 27}
ggEg Ay, £ AFHo2(by default)
dggivtn HHE ok T HEEE

BRIl doiF 83 Pl 743 BHR A4E

Lo
T
2

o mojgde thed go M¥E + AUtk
8 Pel 2HA 4E 714 AWl B B

AFH A (ES AR A B 48 4
A ste, 19 F7Z AHE VAL o)F
(move- @ )olu A5 AgT A4 EAEHIA
o} 8.7, §3Fole FAG HAH G 7
A A2 gada ols et

H 3¢ AAE YERE Mojdoin] AbEo
MNE B9} doid #x7t o#gE 7HA
Acke AL HAFH 9low, IS YgY
Mojgtoln} 4t& 3 AAE Yehlie Ao
o oojn] AbEzhe] &2zt A& THeAE AA

o

1



EE3} d0iBe| oEYUSE | AZAL A&t OfH2] &HE|

#3 Qo & &4 AP ofn) MFANE
Fedo) werh A4 HATIIE e
£ ofn] AAE Fwgst owge ME

7b fA Wl‘:}. B8 X} 35 57 Ha F
59 ofn AEoA @A dd #Hel(single
dissociation)7} HA =] Wil dHH o2
Foojule A& #AHo] Aoldttn AEAE
FE f& Aotk 1Yy, Holx Ad 39
A%E Ed2 dgd 48g g3 ofn
o] A& FHAo] Felsof UL 7HeHe TR
3 dutm B gTo] ERNME AAIE

Ueldy] 98 o E& o] HEE Wi
AlA ZH(inflection)A] 7]17| Rtk oju]E A
7}sheq °431 ez g89d. 1e8n 7 7
9 7% FEte ofnrt a2l o5
= ?}735401 gk olejgt FToje] FE o

dle) §4¢ neHNE ) 279 ofulz} ¥
ge ¥ $& ge 59 A A BYe
54 889 7bsHol Atk B ATdME

AZAL AuAgd F8 @Al AW HE

of ofu] ojz HAF AE FH& HFA=
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In the current study, the syntactic processing related with the comprehension and production
processes was examined. In order to see agrammatism in comprehending and producing the
subjective and objective cases, the sentence-picture matching task and the sentence completion task
were employed. The sentence-picture matching task was to measure the comprehension performance
of the semantically reversible sentences. The semantically reversible sentences can’t be understood
correctly without understanding the subjective and objective case postpositions. The results of the
sentence-picture task showed that the agrammatic Broca patient comprehended the semantically
reversible sentences 100% correctly. Two sentence completion tasks were used to evaluate the
production processing of the case postpositions and morphological inflections. In the sentence
completion task, the patient produced the correct case postpositions about 50% correctly. The
dissociation in comprehending and producing the subjective and objective case postpositions found in
the sentence-picture matching and sentence completion tasks implicates that the syntactic processes
involved in comprehending and producing the case postpositions are distinct. In the two sentence
completion tasks, it was found that the performance in producing correctly the subject case
postpositions was much lower than that in the objective case postpositions. This fact provides the
double dissociation in considering the previous studies(Kim, 1997, Lee, 1998). That is, Kim(1997) and
Lee(1998) reported that two Broca patients showed superior performance in producing the objective
cases to the performance in the subjective cases. Thus, the current and the previous studies suggest
that the different case postpositions are processed differently. Also, the single dissociation in
inflection for tense and aspect was found. Based on this single dissociation, it is possible that the
inflections for the tense and aspect might be modular in the respects of the functional localization or
information processing.





