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EREE Y LR OBERVFEL, Th
HiEDAT, LHD B THBL T\ 5 Z & A7R
®BaEhsb, .

D bRE=T BT ARERER, HEXK
HEBEcEER BN, EREGEREOHET
PRABOEENRA LIS &5 De Renzi b
(1988) DEZHL—HL T3, BakiTx
BY, BEYMbTEEREFEELELERT
BRFEE b, TOFE LT, FERET
FETHREBEREROBELHEL T 5, Flx
¥ Morlads (1928) WFEME DL (agnosia
of usage), De Renzi (1990) X{FEAEOET
(amnesia of usage) &5 HEXHW T
DH, FIEERHEOFER BT % semantic
memory ~® access DfESE, ##E iXsemantic
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bz, BEREGBREOBETAR =5 — %
ZTEELZLND,

¥ 7= Ochipa & (1992) 1%, E{E#EEwBIfR
4 % semantic memory %, (1) BfFicEE
REMEAR, (2) BffvRdaREELTD
Eo-oFEk (3) BIECI-ThbhkdbEhd

R, ROEL T3, 2030 (1) ik

EIhb e, BREGREREE LEREFERF
DHB=F-RRBIDBEELBRB, —F
(2) oEE R, BEREGHREOBE CTHT=-
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Ideational apraxia in dementia of Alzheimer’s type .
. and left hemispheric damage
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We investigated ideational apraxia (distur-
bance of single and multiple object use) and
other neurobehavioral signs (ideomotor apraxia,
aphasia, constructional disturbance, right hemis-
phere signs, clonic perseveration and other
frontal signs) in 31 patients with dementia of
Alzheimer’s type (DAT) and 15 left hemispheric
damages (LHD). Errors were classified and
counted as misuse, mislocation or sequential
type in the multiple object use test. Both in
DAT and LHD groups, count of misuse showed

significant correlation to error count in the
single object use test, while, significantly more
sequential errors were observed in patients who
could not perform Luria’s frontal lobe tests.
The results suggest the two different mechani-
sms of ideational apraxia. Deficits in semantic
or procedural memory for object use may cause
misuse in single and multiple object use. On the
other hand, disturbed response inhibition may
result in sequential error in multiple object use
concomitant with frontal lobe signs.



