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ERERER>D “BMEOHRX" LTl X
5T H5RARE T T3, LaL, Reitan
b (1994) 2%, WIBEEECETA&KEOV
Ea—T, FEIELEOROEENRILTH
nTRY, BEOEFIFFLEER iR R
iR N RTBHER R RARACELES & 28
MWEFELIHH LTS X 5, WEE
Dk (the riddle of frontal lobe function :
Teuber, 1964) &\ 5 BEITRLEER LA &3
B, Bl TR, BTEATERGHE LT
BERABELEr —ATH%5, Harlow KX 5%
kI ki T O 4B 6 patient Gage DIREAD,

Damasio » (1994) =X W BEhcBEEE
LETLEh, BESMCOEMREN M THhI 5
EEDRE, TOBRRERIBUBERINL
(Harlow, 1848, 1868), Damasio & ¥, patient
Gage OHENTHREEY L L-BR LD
HEALIS ELTWBA, TORRR b RH
D EH T, = @ Harlow O,

BIREZLEEDDLISNFERHOHRETH
B

AMEE L LIITEFEEEE 0 RESE
HTehrZ LoBEARLLTL T, ToOBRE
PIEBCEHETHDZ ENRBTLE, Z0kd
2y, BTEHETEFESREOBE) Ieli& ik, Tibb,
RUSHATEPBAAE & BRI B I DM AR CFF
ETBHECSEERRET LI T
WV, BEERERTHARELH D, ZOBE
BB OB EL s, BIBHER, fb
DNERAL & DB REEENEEN OB TH D,
COFEKRTOEHI S, WHEEERORELYR
Bl Twb, WThicLTh, BYREab
T2 &N, FMHEEOREE LTEROK
LPEERFELEbRD,

Xhiz, FIHABIEFBENATHLEINAKE R
Bho—2o, HEHIETAOKERTEL BT
TWZ EEH D EEbhD, YAREWTE,
BERCRE, BRHEE £HESEZEFRER
EXRWCCHBEEAOBEREN R4 CH L
Eh22oh 568, b bEBWTIE, FoOEsE
7o LIXEZE © mapping i3 ik EF LS
CORMBENEEh T3, ZOBEHLELTE,
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b b OEBHEAITE, H<0%E, FEHINERN
ERWTEOBRESNMAERL Tk, sk
b ? lesion analysis ®JFEETIE, BIEEIE A
OEEREYPHRICTHE LXFEERELWC
ERETET LRSS (i 1995, i, b
5—oni il E LTI, BREOREOMEND
o Tihbb, BEIhEEOEELNT
REBEER R T OBE BRTHORNED SR EE
Lz ExE T, FTEERGIICE T 58
REAE VM D BN ER AL i L L CTHRE T B 5 Al RE
HWABE G, O ki, HEEABEREOM
B2t d, MEERERTOHSRELYE
ZBBECHBE R THs, BEROD LI
s\ CHEEREMICERN T RETRR Y
RORETS, BERORPEEIIAE
DEERBEETERI VWb LK, 20D
BE, BEORIN, ToBRMYHRET SHIHE
BREELRERL TS Bz, WCST
DUNTE, Stuss B, 19947z~ L ik Damasio
& Anderson, 194 % £B), %7, BEOMAR
LeRIEFBCIMEAZERD D, TOTRLE
EAEHEISBRTHIRIELVZ EE LR
Fhidhbicv, 2o &k, v TR, B
ML KRBEDON30% % 5D, ToERIMO
BIcHE L CERE-C &, ¥, BENE
BB XB U CRETHE L LBERR T
WAL Liviely,
ABETE, kRl 2FROMBERESRY
BT, FERX VAEHESEREL IhTV3)
E¥ B ONBERBHCHKT L ERY, &
ERBEOMBEENREL VI BENSEHLT
BB, BEEREOHEMLT —#13, 5L
IR EER IR, i, %< OFHERS
ERENREBREF Ry — AOBERELERLE
OBEGRESHTAZLimk b, WETTEEES
FOBEORBF A h =X 2 ¥BEL, ETOE
BET i, Ik, ARk T oEIE &
¥, Brodmann @ area 9, 10, 11, 12, 45,
46, AT%RFEL, WMEHELEH>BEII, Thic
EEWEERSYPLE L area 6, 8& ATEEZE
DOETBITH 5 area 24, 25, R2EEHBH T
LT B,
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x| WE:WEERSROVIINL-T

Frontal group
dorsolateral orbital medial
N 21 16 8
age 55.7(15.0) 48.0(10.3) 58.6( 7.1)
education 11.4C 2.0) 12.9C 2.7 12.6( 2.3)
VIQ 90.2(19.4) 91.8(18.8) 94.0(14.9)
PIQ 84.2(13.3) 86.9(18.5) 83.0(16.8)

I BSEEREERERE L tONEEARE
(Th—=F+« X595 4)

WE, BEEMBEFTHD, WMEECD
LIRE X HT 5600 (Frontal group) &HE
Bz 3B % o254 (Posterior group) 725
5, o8, CT 7w Lik MRI E0EEH
fLiC X DTt &FH, RE»S3AANEL
RELCEAER LB, —FRK
AT oL LDBEBELEOHC, BELEET
DLEHHPIBA I TWE (Thebb, K
BTHE, EEX SROLZCEGELETHH
B LT, Fi, GMEENEE CHR L
E2 bhAPIRREREORERVERE THRE
AT REE PN L, Yok, BEI LK
SERBEVRLD, BROAFBENSEEK
Wisconsin Card Sorting Test (KWCST)
D& 4l (Frontal group, N=54 ; Posterior
group, N=20) Ti¥, % OFHEMILL3. 25K
THY, TOREDOLE  BMEESLRH M s &
ORAEEETHD (711.6%). REETTORE
WA, REHSFHTE 3.8 »ATH
D, 16%D 7 — ATRERLIH»A»L8 A
DEEAEIIERENTHI TV 5, Frontal
group & Posterior group T, i, H, &
B, SRAKCERREIRED DRV (N
B, 1995), Frontal group ¥, H/MUIIEE
"8 (Dorsolateral group), WEIEEIBER
(Orbital group), HFHEEBERH Medial gro-
up) DH 77N — Ty E X s, Dorsolate
ral group & Orbital group O % 8%, BE
223 CT & OM-line X b 60mm Ll EDFALC
BELTWAEESRE L U60mm DX T4
AR HEBEENOIMmM UTORAS A4 R

FRELEY BI2EE2E

Dorsolateral Group

Medial Group

)
s &

Orbital Group

®

B KBTI —TORENEERUEOS = —7

BO5BEBEEIVIHELIRCKEVGER
Dorsolateral group & L, TOHDOHFE %
Orbital group & Ui, P &Sl 58I,

AT - 7o BlED X 5 e B - TH
BEaTo iR, RS BENIRERS, BE
B » K ¥ < Dorsolateral D% & Orbital
BEY 2ERBERSFARE YD, Thbidy 7
7= FADDEN S RS X hi, KWCST
OXRBENCETD, T0IEOFK, Fih, H
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£2 R I1EBORCERCHELLSEORFMFOHER

(EA, 1989 BE &AM, 1992)
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bLiieh o7z, Frontal group ¥ 7
F—7Th, TOHBBEECERR

mods, ULl, EBRERE & RER

BEHERTO EES e 5 s SBHRNERE
BHORT oNHoRTF BEEORT

BEH RS0k A .85

ATFVAEALT .74

RISH#T RE .73

F & F o e RIGDRSE . 66

ERRBHE D REE .60

SRR

R DRt

DEZODRATEDOBEEYR S &,

Frontal group T HEHNER kT
bR EE R % {, Posterior
group TILERE#iE R E CRNRME RS
RERMLTCWBERIAD b, %

gz fo, HBLABEIEY 7 EORGHRC

B, WAIS itk 5 VIQ & PIQ nfE%%*E 1
wrd, i, REMNBERMLOY = — <%
lerd. IHOFH HEE VIQ PIQ
KEEBERR O i,

BE U7 OISR BRI, Bk X v AR
EREEL IR TWAREDSDEEE, Tbb,
1) Motor perseveration, 2) Fluency, 3)
Change and maintenance of concept, 4)
Concept formation and hypothesis testing,
5) Memory for temporal order TH» %, <
DADDOBEEAHEL T3 LBEERTW5
BEA W OMET L, ek, ThXhok
EORILBE, BANLETE, BRENEOH
WoOEMI, BEEIE (1993), MELES
(1993) BRI OB ALCERIKEIRLTY
b, BRI NIV,

1. BEI{REE (Motor perseveration)

T L8 E 3, F 1 Luria KHE - 7= Res
ponse Inhibition (K G#I%#0), Dynamic Or-
ganization CHEINER) & X CREOELRKMHE
BThHsd (EAM, 198 BE L EARM,
1992), RIGHHI OBETRECEBRNZRE
TOBRBOWEFLERIh, NBHHEROBEE
TRLEEOEBOFREN I HEFHIhD, HF
DEFHBETIE, TV OnDORBEELL
BALHEITEL Z ERBERE D,

Clonic perseveration (RfCH:&#%E), Inten-
tional perseveration (& # {###t), Intru-
tion GEARIG) D=20 % 1 7 OEEFESED
HIRSEE S, Frontal group TI352.9%, 47.1
%, 29.4%, Posterior group TI%57.8%,
26.3%, 21.1%THH, MECHRELEIED

SEL BRI LERFSc L 9,
FEBRTOBHCRZE TE§H7r s 5240
EHECEZE ) EREECHEREE LV
ERPMBEEECR S | 0=20 R OFREE
P E R (E2),

BlEX Y, EBRELEEFERENLEET
b, BERELOBE I VT LAVREX
hico ZORBRIZ, L OXERRYIE DO
EHE CEBREYEE L, FtoBHENME
X b, TrLA, Luria K-> THFOEBHEE
#5858 L %= Goldberg (1986, 1987) o#4E &
BE—BLT5%, BERGEOHE A » =X 4
BT B EE ey, Liepman (1905) 7z & @
HRERCETHRELREORERS, Luria
(1965, 1973) D#EERICI T2 RE O HIFIE
%3, Sandon & Albert (1984, 1987) o %
BD & A7 LERBESPHREERRRO LB
EEERATHHLERD D, LL, WTFhib
EBHIC BT HERRNREICL DS DO TER
Vo EEROEAREBEET X - THEIhE
ByREED 3 B, R OERIEMN LT — £ 2
LBOLIIHERTHY, EEOBEKRTLELE
HET 5 EHRFEOBEMO DI ISEIETE
BR:ELZORB, ¥, HBRTBEKEDO 24
TRAREOBBECELEINATIREEYRD D, Fi
HERE CTOEEBHREC R T 5 SRR
%<, HBIMMIAE TR MET] L BE O
WERETORMRERESENT S Z EAREX
N,

2. #4EtE (Fluency)

WEHORE I, W on0EEND 5,
BALILEFERAIRD DI, BoRBEo
¥E (Word Fluency) TH B4, T DiEh
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MEOEYE g% 2S

w, BE (TA477) PRE 53 Idea Fluency Test & Design Fluency Test MR
(F¥ A V) DRBHEYBT (B LB, 1980 ; FED, 1992 A, 1996)
%#: % (Idea Fluency, Design Frontal Posterior on
R Group Group sig
Fluency) 2% % (Getzel & . - "
Jackson, 1_961 ; Jor_leS_GOt' Modified Stroop T*(sec) 21.4(12.5) 24.5(15. 8) ns
man & Milner, 1977 ; FBk & Word Fluency : categories | 28.1( 5.9  26.7( 5.1) ns
B, 1989 FHEED, 1992, % :initials |  8.5( 3.8) 13.7( 4.3)  p<0.01
%, 1996), Design Fluency Ze@a;‘%;ency 5.8(3.00  85(3.0) p<0.01
==p — = N . N N P .
%, FEREOTATTERT gy 58020 46028 s
VWBEEZTIV, ThOEDR  gEaw 0.6 0.6)  27(1L9  p<0.01
BT, bWy [H—DZ& HBHEE 1.4( 2.5 L3 LD ns
L, CROERICET Zgggmmy 6(6.7  10.005.3)  p<0.01
- - A 15. .7 . . p .
DrROREERR > TP BT ggpe 15.10 6.8)  7.5(6.3)  p<0.01
FREbhIZ, ZThERRY gmrw 0.4C 0.7  2.3(2.4) p<0.01

K, BREBCRERETEBER
EEAYEHTELNEWSENAMbNS, 5]
ZZINEEE, BEIREENEE LTThS
(BB %, 1991), Word Fluency T, HEXF
(L, », h) THREHBRVLIBEDY T
=) — (B, R, W) CEEhdEr]
SETTEBRRTEERTALARDBH
%, Idea Fluency TiX, & (Flxf, =¥
&) OfFHEKE%, Design Fluency T, E&FE
BRCHENEREY 5 SHTTEALETEE
W sz EnERENSE, SEMBV Design
Fluency Ti¥, FHED 4 AOMNBREBEI L
A BERFEST, EDLBVWELOREIESR
TEAMHEE S hiz, Idea Fluency & De-
sign Fluency DR X, £EEHK Nz T,

ZEC0BENIZRILHEIE, Thbb, REOSE
HERTOEBNLE L THLBREKRE, BAE
BEBILETHHREEN, T80
ZEbbhicBThrMOsBLEOE BN L
bo Efe, £4 T XRLBN, BOHADOERE
#Ho#E (Reading fluency) DRENHFHR
L 7z Modified Stroop Test ##ifT L 7= (In
BE, 1988), COMETIE, HAOWEEOR
B (Part ) Ltie, BRLEIRRBEYED
hEFTOELEEHRYT5 (B, RTED
NIeBEEWOIETYR, HERETekedr
%) TEERBERTHHEE Part3) HEgEhT
Wh, Tibb, Friiré\ > HENEED

EE (AT VvA£47) B2HEIT 28D 5RE
Ehb, TORBIE RABNRZTEDRYE
HTAHED B\ 11 divided attention OHEE
LEILNBZ D H D, Perret (1974) 11,
L OBEORME EBEXFIR L B Word Fluency
DRBBEENDHZ L ERL, BEXFILL-
TEEERET S LW BE TRIThiWE5E
Bic, X7 VA2 47O BT S
EETRBE L, Heb, ZORBEYEELL
T, Modified Stroop Test (Part 3) & &%
BHREOBRBOMEBELRE L, 7k, Mk
OB ORERBEON SN HIL, BRI E
ELHEIENRD y —ARBAIA TS (KE
5, 1992),

WE YR 3 WRT, Modified Stroop Test
DRBER LU H 5 7Y -2k b Word Fluency
DEE DR L, Frontal group & Posterior
group & DEICAEBREIRD bhied -1,
Lal, EXFiIX 5 Word Fluency O#E
D B #& 3, Frontal group : 8.5, Posterior
group - 13.7C# b, Frontal group THEIK
{£F L T, Frontal group D&HRIZEWT,
BEx=Eiwr X b5 Word Fluency & Modified
Stroop Test @ & © EIC 3H & fnd\HHEY
(r=—0.61, p=.004) A@BD BRI, Tib
b, BXF L HBORBECE, ATFVvA2
A 7 ERMEIT HENNEET A ERTRKRER

_8_.



199646 A 25H

foo T O, EMETEERES CEHET
» o 72 Idea Fluency & Design Fluency @
BETE, REEY RAEROBDLILRE
#8) #AH, Frontal group THERED LT
oo F7, Frontal group Ti%, Idea Fluency
BT HEEIEHOET, Design Fluency i@
B BBRBRFOHEMBRD b hic, BERK
X ABLLEBEOEIRDbIInh o,
Design Fluency OB IIARIRERFATET
TAEHEERD,

¥ 7z, Frontal group ADH 7 7N — 7&K
% &, Word Fluency ¥ X OF Design Fluency
DB LI TERENRD DIt -7,
L& L, Idea Fluency & Tk, £EZ
¥, BEKT, RELY, BoBLEORER,
Dorsolateral group : 5.5, 5.3, 0.4, 0, Or-
bital group @ 7.5, 2.2, 0.7, 4.7, Medial
group - 3.3, 2.0, 1.0, 0.3T& b, Dorsola-
teral group TIEREEKE (EH#MNTREEY

OFAE) %, Orbital group TRHTBELE (K
HENRBE NEEREML T (B
1996),

Mo T, REGATBRALLESE, BEXNFX
% Word Fluency ##r13, SEHEEBOKH
CERTHHEE LIS, %7, Idea Fluency
3 & OF Design Fluency D## Ci¥, Frontal
group THRAZBORD LD HEEREI LT
FhH, oz, WHEERGCRTREME

HEOBEXRBELTCW5, HEEROY 7/
N—FEDNTIE, TOEZERBENLERI D
b, Dorsolateral group DIFBITAF v+ &
A 7 e RBOBEIMTH b, Orbital group TIX
BBl S e BB EINT 5 T L HREE
iz,

3. Ba&huvL ity OB % (Change

and maitenance of concept or set)

Wisconsin Card Sorting Test (WCST)
T, BEOBTH LMERICBET 2R S
ha, TR, ZoBREEX BEORKELHE
RELBHFHHEDO DI Grant & Berg
AHUDIT L » THERERIIDTH D, D
3, ZoREERA, BEOMLORE (7
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) —ERORDOBEREEZR) & XxDRD
EHEERGOBEGREYHEF L T\ 5%, Milner
(1963, 1964) ¥, = @ Berg & Grant O
BERHMBEICILDTRL, TOH, £0
BREAELRLN, FBEEERESFHEEC S S
ORDOHERTTENTE 7 (Nelson, 1976 ; B
Eo, 198570 L), Fxd, TORERNLD
BOBIEZT, &< OMBHIAICETL
(Keio version of Wisconsin Card Sorting
Test : KWCST)(BEE &, 1985 ; Jngk, 1988),
BxOBRBEOR S KEIMEBL, ZORER 2
EEfRELTHTL, B2HETORICHT =Y —
DERICE TS cue 85252 E8H D, T
DEEK LY, cue DFIAREN 2 X b BEFCK
HETEEI i B, i, FMEEBEL TS, ki
L7 Grant & Berg %\ & Milner i© & b
%Shh ‘iRt EhicBe” OfREtL b, L

5, "MIRGOMHEE" X 5&6E T7kb
b, TCHORE Bz X ALX3580
T, BYTHBEER I bbb TR
LBEREEEYETRIC (BY, BTHET
%) ¥EEHL - (Nelson, 1976), WCST @
FHE T, B BRARKIGE LS W&o RS
EHBETHBRCHIEFRE LOBKR I 1R 5,
BRSO MEIEE A 520 B CEFHERT iE T
HhH, Th, IVEEMNTESORKETH S
¥, FEBROBRARIFEEREL L OBR LT
BETHB ik, 1995),

KWCST w2 a0ERESE, b
b, BIRIGO&F i, Frontal group T
L, COLDERDT =) —HOETHEDD
75 (nEE, 1988), WCST kBT HHEET
i, BRPUVEANMBEATIERDLRD
(Robinson et al, 19807¢ &), LU, HiEEZE
BEAOREET 0FEE, £RMmERES
(Bl z v, WAIS D{ET) i 0ERAY IRFRA
BB T oMb, REHOR) BT
CEEBPHBIEZES>EFTH RV, Thabb,
WCST ORBEETE, FhBCIRaEER
EEEORE L 3BT, HTMhoRERRE
COHBEANETHLELEHETNETH
%5, ¥, WCST ORiBEERBG~DHERMEIT

_9._.
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ELEY BI2EHE2ET

BIL T, BEWKOMDOERBND x4 KWCST OTEEEERY 7 /L —TIC BT 5 RE
%o, Bz L, Anderson & (1991) = Frontal group Posterior group
Grafman & (1990) OBFFETIL, B dorsolateral orbital medial

EREH LI BETNBEROMTHED N 21 16 8 20
ENBDH LI T, ¥, Nelson  cAl L9 O# 2.71.5) LICLD#E | 3.8L.3
@@EWCST HEH L7 Van den CA2 2.7L.8)# 4.2(0.8) 4.0C0. 8) T 4.6(1. 1D
Bm%iP%zoﬁﬁf%’ﬁ%Kﬁ PEI |12.98.1D# 9.3(5.6) 17.8(1L3)# | 5.8(4.6)
BTEBENALR TV L2 ppy 1048 6)¢ 586.2) 450371 | 3.5G3.7
L, Anderson HLOWEROR L, B

THEEIREEE L NI L bk DMS1T| 1.0(L® L85 L6CL® L5 7D
BT 2 DL w7 B AR B B DMS2 | 1.8(1.9)  1.5(22) 1L6(1L1L) 0.8(1.3)

h, RADWREONEN, RBEER
ERTHA¥E2R-BEEE»HE
W B D ERNBHTSH B,
Grafman SO ETE, BEHLHE
EECcofPfHIE I T, Lk
L, XEPHFHEE XTI et F 2 BFORE
BEATHBID, TORERHINRY OB
PoehbriBbhd, f6-T, HLEHEADFE
R0z, NEoRERHOE, Thbb, B
EOREVRLOECRETSEEZ RS,
O, ORI RT HHIHERER
DWCST OBED, BADF —~ 2B L T
BFETHEHLENLITEHERLS, BEHTH
Nfck S, MEHESERECBRERE LS
L, FORBEREOLV_AERERTLI LN
BEELBbh3, ¥, ThbOWE s IR
Z, Van den Brock HSOMEOTRDIFTE A
K, ARFONEESTHY, WMESTEE
DRUPOBERAIMERYBRIZL VW5, &
¥, Milner (1963) LLETi2fTi 7z Teuber
(1951) OFFFETH, WCST DOREUEH, B
BEL, HCEHEEAEBGATCIITRRTD
LEOBEEMBLATVWS, LaL, O
T, EHEEEBchhbh b TORIGEL Y 7
=Y - HFERT D ERBEENCHT Y -F
BOBFENE L LR TWBZ LD WCST
OWATHELEOMBERD Y, i, WEHAKS
OKEFINEERT B, BIEEBERED
AR, T OREDOKTHEOHBY RE/ Lt
KOIDEIREOE X W ERENE e b e
DBBEVCHIMEEERD “L b2 A00k

group.

# p<0.05 Tukey
Frontal dorsolateral, orbital, or medial group and Posterior

compromise Test, significance between

CAl1, CA2 : categories achieved on 1st and 2nd trial, PE],
PE2 : perseverative errors on Ist and 2nd trial, DMS1, DMS
2 . difficulty of maintaining set on 1st and 2nd trial

& (Milner, 1964)" #RTBWHlxd Lhi
W, BlEX b, BEETCOEZ A KWCST
3, BeREBEEOEIE, LBERTTIC R
T, FIREREREERXR 2B R bERR
HEELEZ2Z XD, 2D L, HL DY ALY
F—va VAL ORCEFL ThbhbZ &
YEZBHLBEETHD,

MEEAY 77/ A — 7B 5 KWCST ©
B# %% 4 wir$, Dorsolateral group T
1%, Posterior group B L T, #—HTE
IO wmATOER S 7 =V —# (categories
achieved ; CAl, CA2) "EBERETLTE
h, BREFA—BLTRRTHS, COF/r—7
DEBIET, BB IOE_HTORSE
(perseverative errors ; PE1, PE2) 7234 <,
Brrh g BT e Lo s, T7i
bbb, BITHO cue RE—RTCRT5%E
CroTRENHELRZ LD S, ik,
TRl X AT BRERE, B LRI RUG
OHHIEECTH B, ¥7z, Medial group T
i, REERDBE1IETERVCTRIS VI
1B 5T, B2 TR TEEREI L,
TORREH T ) - EREHZIT Posterior
group DV A ETERLTWS (F4D1T,
| 8B, T 7d b, Medial group T,
HF Y —EBROFETREVS cue BERNITH
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x5 BIEEEBREEHICH(TD KWCST &g
BEHlnHBEE

CA1z4and CA225
CA 125and CA 226

16.7% (9/54)
9.3% (5/54)

BEIIBEEENEV, oT, HEOBFL
DEEDR, TEET cuelc L hHEL TV EWD
ek, KWCST %, Dorsolateral group &
EBRMTEEELEZ XD, ok, MHEHITF%,
Brodmann O MHIRIZHE - T X HiciliafbL
A& OB T, KWCST 0BELFE,
HiEHEE SR D Brodmann Area 9 A1
THBHIEWREI i (INEE 1995, %
fo, BREBEEZEOHBA LTV, BREDHE
PEALTBEERNAEOBE LR VT, Hav
SNATORENEEM.ED cue KL » TR E
NATREHEND B E VO FTRE, EfTEED Y
AEY T = v EEBCRERE, SRR
HNLETH S 5, Orbital group OB,
Posterior group £ Y B RRBTHBH DD,
OB TIXE—HET, FHTEIAERER
e Firbhh, RHEMTFOBRBREOEE
%35 KWCST DRI TH 5, 7ok,
KWCST o#—W{TOER Y 7 = ) — &,
4B RIFH (12iEPosterior group ©
BB W IEED 13, Frontal group @ % $16.7%
THb, 5L EOH EEHOBBICEE)
9.3% THote (R5). Thi, BEFANRS
EEZBNE S, MO CHEATAMD
BRERELOLE, flzE BRERT—82A
DR T OERBEHIEERE KT 5 Az
SR OFEMBAIOEER & & OB O ETO
BEAUNBETHH 5, ¥, THETOHERT
1%, Cognitive Set O#EEESE (difficulty of
maintaining set : DMS) ORERE L T,
BRI E LBt - T,

4, MEHR L RHH®E (Concept forma-

tion and hypothesis testing)

WA BB+ 587 & LTy, Vygotsky
Test (VT) o4 X ABEELBETLE
(@, 1989 ; Kato et al, 1993), Vygotsky
Test i, &, ¥, &X, KEI0EKLD2E
DEAXYREZLEIOEEYHLEHELT
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R L5 THDD 7 A — TS ET HEETR
BETHD, BROBLIK-B- B - B -H
D5 EEY, BcHE - B - =8% A
¥ 66 FMHo6BEN, K& (width)
L& & (height) kX7 (large and small),
E{E (heigh and low) D&« 28BEH H 5,
BREZIERSD 7 v — T, Bl iERo
DIN-TEGEIhD, €T, "WoDZ
N—=FEGTHIIL, KEILH/EIYHALED
B0 EETY @0y, ERORESHE T
I, BRENSERTOER, EAX—ET
BERINFEYT A=z —F—CEBEIrRAIERX
hEZRE2bh, FEOLDREFENND
(cue) REZbhB, FAxld, BEREOHS
BRI L SRR L Mo
L, FLOFHERKEER L, HRE
DHETHETOFBEODETORBER, o0
FMERHRIcEG S hd, 20X 5LT, #K
SERETIRLEL TR cue O DT X
h, ik, PEIERTSE OISR
2~V REENCFHTEh 2, TERERICES
i cue D¥iL, Frontal groupT12.0,
Posterior group T8.8T#® b, Frontal group
TEBIREL D cue HBHEE Ihi (I,
1989),

2 Vygotsky Test (2T 2B|ETHR /N5 — >

“normal type”

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 101
. -

®

C
S

® A

CU +
v
R
A
SI

H L °
w ¢ o0

@ : Complete Reaction, 4 : Complete Partial Re-
action, A : Incomplete Reaction, + . Verbal Re-
action only, C (colour), S (shape), Cu (curve),
V (volume), R (roll), A (angle), SI (side), H
(height), W (width)
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3 ygotsky Test IZHE T BB AT/ NNY — >

“perseveration type”

EELEY HI2EH2E

BTETOSEITT
mzxbh, ok 3ME

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

BOSETHILKE

C | @ A
S + A A A A A A A

Cu A

v
R
A
SI

H
w *

S ToOFEM/BEEL,

A 2ERITHBANTHLR
T, BEEAESO
BarflatdhdhT
SEPEREh TV

5, COnhEYA

U o & B, Frontal

° group T, FOHE

o0 ® SR ECTORR, B

@® : Complete Reaction, 4 . Complete Partial Reaction, A : Incomplete Re-
action, + : Verbal Reaction only, C (colour), S (shape), Cu (curve), V
(volume), R (roll), A (angle), SI (side), H (height), W (width)

4 Vygotsky Test IZH T BEEHM/ Y —>

“impaired concept formation type”

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011
Cl+ ® + +
S| @® A
Ccu
v
R
A
SI| +
H + ® 6+ & & + 0
W ° * + @ ®

®: Complete Reaction, 4 : Complete Partial Re-
action, A . Incomplete Reaction, + . Verbal Re-
action only, C (colour), S (shape), Cu (curve),
V (volume), R (roll), A (angle), SI (side), H
(height), W (width)

Wiz, BeHE-A 2~ v O5HHlER 2 R
T, WENCE, HFabhic cue 0B Thbb
FAEBEOSTETHHELBIRENT VS, Ficlf
iz, BRINACHSRRERZARIA TS,
SETADERE R, Z4&£KEG (complete
reaction), FE£ ML X (complete partial
reaction), 52K (incomplete reaction)
D IBEBEFT bR, TOR2 ORI, #E
BT, EFROCECOTEITHR, F2H

BicRicpr oDz 4
THRD LR, —D
DE AT, TEHE
HHIB S~ DERT 5
% & perseveration type (K 3) TH %,
TOBTE, TERS BB ERE T
b, HPEERIEBEL TS, b5—D2Dx 4
TRAEEERESOEGEE ORI IEET
AW EBEER impaired concept forma-
tion type(K4) TH B, ZOFTIE, KEX
LEXOBSIRHCHBE T, 2020
Banizhinhfi Ao I, Frontal
group DT, WCST @E\\T%H DFEFM
BYERLIHIOREAER, VT TH&ED
EHEH AR LA, L, WCST BERIFFI
KEWTE, BEOHBESE AL L IEEED
b, T OWMEHHEERCEER, SEHS
~DHEMIESE CTEEBETE T, LA, FL
WESEHRT AEDOBEEYRBL T\ 5% &
Exbhic, 2084 7OEELETHEFD
BHeowTigRT s,

VT LA, W onhn&ER LIRS %
WRL, BENLD7+—FAv27RID, *
OERLRFELYRLOXBIRL TR REL
LT, Hypothesis Testing Task »3% % (Le-
vine, 1966), Mimura (1992) B X U'=H b
(1992) %, Levin OFFER N 2hOEIEYR
fn % 7= Hypothesis-Testing Measure (HTM)
RER L, %< OMBEAICHEST L, HTM
T, BROERRELT, ThohhrbRkbE
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HFTY—H—F RisHh— K HlgH — F 5. BRI IERF O R
ENCEISETY) 1l © 1 Q > % (Memory for
g’l E?i;}g;> ) o o > temporal order)
GE (2 1) .| @ > H[> o R RBOIEFF O S48 1B
> o +T3EL LTI, Re
@ .

P ° cency Test (Milner,

3 D o I o D 1971, 1985, 1991 ;

2z O M, 1989 ; ¥HLIESE

’ D ’ )

dy O] v g ‘] > #  1989) & Subject-Order-

X5

FEHFEIKLR T (ENBL, 1992),

Hypothesis-Testing Measure
P — F DI TRINCREOBINEENFTH L0 EERE
EHTTEDH, BRI THBHH» — FHW LB, WiER

ed Test (Petrides,
1982, 1989 ; B & b,
1985) %17 L 7. Re-
cency Test T, 8

%6 Recency Test DIEZIE ([, 1989; $HEES, 1989) DEIBE H — F AR RRER, &
Frontal group Posterior group  sign Bz, Zo8HDH - FizBhic16/

N 17 15 DEEFLREFEOFOEREDO DD
BEEE 14346 49. 4% 50. 4% ns HENMEED - VIR REh, £
BEfE 346 48.1% 58.3% ns BaidLiciiicd D ThBHAMb
R 6 48.5% 62.5% p<0.95 w2, = o#E ORI, Frontal
Dorsolateral group  Orbital group sign group, % 1 Dorsolateral group T

;g& isie 451‘;(y - 7W EFTaERERDE (F6), Lin
. 0] . () ns - . Ly

Rt 3+6 £1.9% 56. 8% e b SORETE, TORBETAL
Bt 6 42.5% 64.3% p<0.05 DO BEOEECIIAELSIK

BEREL, 3, 6%, WA - VRHEAIhL2EEL, FH¥s-FoF

T, fAIlD A — FERIREATRRINIIERT,

W EHAERLED 2 ATOL BEARIHR
Haxhs, Thbb, RK5ERENCEORHK
B = FRESLIERER S h, BEEE, #
Boh — N OIREI TR & hic s O BIREHE 2
ThHhREL FERLLBREEDORESE
B, ¥, ¥, MEOMONAR) %, EOK
Gh—F ETHRLRTZENEREhD, BB
H— K2z BIEoh, FARRRHEEKESOIT
@, tomETRE, RED LA, Frontal
group =B 1> % RFHE L (hypothesis pro-
duction) DET PEFHFEHEOE Y (lose-stay
errors) DML EVBPFETH S, Ei,
BEBROEHMBH AR L LD, 48
IV BEBROBEBEORENIT 2 AWHEEYE
LTwb, F¥kEd & b Buc L TR 2#tD
o,

DWTIL, L OBFEHD D, Milner
I, TOREETERY, RENIERF
DEEZDIDEEL T3, FH
EEE (1989) EE & B (1993) i, %0
ER%, EROEREBEOEBILOEELE 2
Twb, XIHik, Z0HEIX, planning *H
BEMOFHEZSC VBEETTAE VI
BWhhh, i, COBREIBERIGHEEND
RELIZERELD L, FEREOEEND
DHBLFRETH 5, = DREDBBERI LT
%, BES BREREOBRIC O WTE, EE
LOnEE (1993) oMEELEE (1993) KEFLW
DTEBE NI\, Recency Test DRLE L,
BEHZERM, %12 Dorsolateral group iR \»
TETTHZ ERRBEI N, Lrl, £0
BBETHED LS B EOREER L VAL D
DRFIBAFE & WE 25V

# f-, Subject-ordered Task (self-ordered
pointing task) Ti¥, HERE K, EOK (U



90

WLERE) AErNCREARIK . ERE
hb, BREAKE, TXTHLEREEATHS
N, FOMBRIFIVFLAEELLR TV, &
BEIZY, BRERSEYIEXTIE, T
bbb, —o0fR%E 2EL EEI V2 & 2ER
Ehb, TOREOHES, Frontal group T
ETTs5@m @ADL BEES, 1985), L
L, ZOBREORECHEYS 2 A8,
B RGO, BT - RIGDRE
(TFEIERIR), #Bk7nEiRE (B0 LidzER)
W7 &) OFERLENEEER, T0E
B FTCRE L OREREEh TV 5,

I ARERERERERBODOEEREL
FEMR

WiZ, ATHERERERERTFAIOMNEERA
BHERE L OB HMREENERIC OV TR
FLv, Thboflil, BERBE FIEEC
REXZETHEL b5, BERTIRT
WHRTHEBRERECTEE LR IRVLVWIE
BT, WHMLr -2 THD, EBRKOK
%, Modified Stroop Test & %% ® Fluency
Test, ¥ X X KWCST D¥BERENBTF
4 — A%, Frontal group® ¢, 604I% 6 4l
FELL (=721, Case NO o Idea Fluency
DETOHREFN), LT, ZhbDr—2
DRELERYBEIERT %, £, Da-
masio » (1989) D = —~ - TRIEL
72 CT 7o\ Lk MRI L0 EESRT 2R,

Case KI

Case KI %, 56i%, Hi., BFX0LHE,
EHAEEPOLETHEEYET L 2, WAIS
& WCST o &L BIF (WAIS : VIQ 110,
PIQ 112 ; KWCST : CAl: 4, PE1:6, CA
2.6, PE2: D, BELTLHABERETY,
REEZERES v, VT T, impaired con-
cept formation type DEE R H I, MM
BEWER & L TiX, Delusional misidenti-
fication syndrome, /bbb, EiEHL—5
» AMOEZEHc T 5T 5 AWRE
BEYRD, ZoBER, FERAHILZ
DORYIT HBELLRTLE > LS H 7Y

WROEYE HI2EHE2D

FERCELL T eh, ERRBKE-L D
BrREretThEbokh, Bkl okb
T5ECEHRILAYRBERTH -7 (EEH
ZAWD, REFR—AE L BRRBEMLF
L), FIHENBREGHAE, B Area 10,
11, 12, 45, 46, 47, 32TH 5,

Case NF '

Case NF ¥, 23@ 0B FA%4E, HPFNME
BRI LIETEREL BT, WAIS DRI,
VIQ 126, PIQ 1027, KWCST D&k, CA
1:5 PE1:2, CA2:6, PE2: 0T, @oHTh
FThot, REREORE S FEFCRF,
VT ©ix, #FEH 7 impaired concept forma-
tion type #7< L 7z, Recency Test & Sub-
ject-ordered Task KHBET #RH1, B
WREEHERE LT, BENR “bosh” &
Fr, FTLHREBOMETARRDbRL, 3
HiIL, T ENRETHREV] LW 5 RHEZE
HADBH HEORMERERL 2, FEENRE
BIAL & LTy, A4l Area 8, 9, 10, 11, 46,
4 Area 9 DFERIEE, 10, 46 BB LXRD
7To

Case HK

Case HK %, 530 B oLt 8, HITH
&R, WCST DRz, VIQ 117, PIQ
106 ¢, KWCST ofi#id BiF (CAl:5, PE
1:1, CA2:6, PE2:0), VT T, impaired
concept formation type ¥*#» 1, BEIZR
Bige, BEHMEEMERE LT, AMEES
ARG, SoRE ETFOBRMEEATH
1) &inh, TOBRBRE WerA) ik
U, b oRBERB &S, RNRBEES
DR ICIEE B L /- posttraumatic bipolar
disorder ¥R Lz, 2D ¥ — 2%, JBEIX
5 O OFTHR X WIET Ui, REE,
Wl Area 9 D ERIEE, 46, IO EELXRD
2o

Case SH

B (70 DORBEOBH, HBNMEERE
fE, WAIS & KWCST o EF (VIQ
115, PIQ 99 ; CAl:4, PE1: 3, CA2:5, PE
2:0, VT T3, ME#RK impaired concept
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formation type 7R LTz, HBEMEENIER
3, BEMR “bosh”, BEOCHBMEDIT
¥, TE2REFLEDREV] EWIFLTH-
72 Ef Area 9 DRE@IES, 10, 46CBEYR
B,

Case NO

Case NO %, 50D KFEDBHE CHERER
CREEL T\ i, MHEIO D MABFREZ
5, Zotk, —RECHET 35, Rk
BB ETEB, ARELT LS RITE
BERHD, Birrsr s TERET, BRHk
Vv, BEELRERCEDbo] B Y. EEYR
22, (500K MrEidE] LoBke%l
b, BEFT, EBEARBEEIEL TV,
EERIVERCET > BRECEE 2RO
W, WAIS 3, VIQ 131, PIQ 129& & <,
KWCST Dopi#i@EF chH 5 (CAL: 4, PEL:
4, CA2:6, PE2:2), VT OBEETIZZED
bh?, EBk a2 —vERLE, LiL,
Idea Fluency "B EORBEE TR D, ¥
7z, Recency Test & Subject-ordered Task
ERBET 2R D, 7k, Word Fluency
& Design Fluency ORI BIF TH - oo Bl
BEEROFE, LM Area 9 DREMIEE, 10,
461 BB ERD I,

Case YI

Case YI %, M7 LB TN TORMBEER
ERENRF IR CERRITH S, 558D
BmEOEME (ME), FFEOEL D, AR
METEH EEICHEAL, ZoERIF~0HR
LEREIR OEEIfT A AV T, 208K & b, BE
BERRICARL, 2TROK, BHREOBH
T prefrontal lobectomy T XN 5, £ D
%, BET CHRURRCARFCH B, AT
DITEIFFECEDNTH Y, BHHTH
Vo BESFELRRERRD V. REES
PEHEEIEEZE ORIV, WAIS &, VIQ
132, PIQ 110, KWCST 0B ERIF (CAl:4,
PE1:4, CA2:6, PE2:0), VT T%, EE
A g —vERL7T, Recency Test & Subject-
ordered Task i%, HEETXRD b7
(LA BEEIVREES TH-0), HEE

91

OEFENEERRD ALV LT, K
FhoREL LB, B Area 9 OEFRAUT & HE
I, A Area 9 OBEMIE, I UvEMAO
Area 10, 11, 32, 45, 46, 4T BB L RE D
720 FDG-PETCZ, ZhbOHEEUMNciiE
REOET2RD I - T,

Pk, STSEZESRERE OB VES AT
FHREALEN LI, BTIZ, Thb6floig
BRELO—EETRT, Fh, KWCST O HE
RRE%HL Oy —20Fh LK IRBERLE, &
o—&F EwWRT, KWCST & VT wkir sz
hoor — 2DREE, REEORD OBEIne
b5, @FLEMEE, OXEMBELRL TV
B, Z0FEMNL, VT BRI AESHROESE
13, RBEBEHMTH S Area 9, 10, 46D
BTEL BAREEIREE RS2, Case NO
® Case YI D X5 el FEL, $BD
BEALELEbRS,

XLy, BHEPORBEMEFBEACK Y
T, %< OBBOEEHRE CHEE T 2ED
T, HEEHOEERCABRELOLERD
fobr — APRE T hTFEi (Harlow, 1848,
1968 ; Brickner, 1934, 1952 ; Hebb and Pen-
field, 1940 ; Ackerly and Benton, 1948 ; Es-
linger and Damasio, 1985 ; Shallice and Bur-
gess, 1991), =@ 5 b, AL » CTHHH T
BEZHED, MENFLUACHEELZDT,
T3 DD REERAL O BFE T & — =2 1%, Eslinger
& Damasio @ patient EVR & Harlow i &
% patient Gage DL TH 5 5, Brickner ©
B, FEECFEMLER TR TW2EER
r—ATHBHN, HBICTEHREOBEREGE
B X T\ 5%, Hebb & Penfield DHIXFE
HZFEDTCANAREB L, Ackerly & Benton
OBREROMBEERE TH S, E 1,
Shallice & Burgess (¥, WAIS & D EIH
ERERENRFTHEIR LA bLLT, BF
AER BT HEEORTE &L ETH L OBROF
M HETH S IFLREL, chbOEEY,
Supervisory Attentional System DEEE /ol
g L LT ® Strategy Application Disorder
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(BB BERESE) AT WS, LAL, BS
ehih, WENHEEUACIRATHD Y, —
AbHYH, ERIHEEROREINRA S BREIE
ThTwigh,

EVR 1%, WARHEREHNOEK hHHIEE
D, RSB LoBEERTHESE2RL
Too FEMMERREAVER & LTI, BERMECHE
THERBIVEDRREREYRL T35, WA-
IS-R %, VIQ 129, PIQ 135C¢H b, HiEESE
REHY, WCST oRE (BERH»T =Y —
# :6) % Recency Test DHED BIFTH -
foo I, £E oMb ToRich, 3B
T OREEBERENEE THHITd b
HHY, FEORBICREOhD X 5 BEANE
BeBELOBRTEETTAENERI T
7o, “malingerer (R3R)" & Ric ¥ ATy
foo ¥io, BHBEREIL I DEEEABRES X
SEFAMESE (dysthymic disorder) & D2
¥ X T\, Eslinger & Damasio (1985)
1, TOBEYESUYHSRE (acquired so-
ciopathy) & &fzli, ¥, EVR BEE R
HefmErd b, BEOTHI | ER T
ROTRCEER R b BB RIE TR
BRlenZ ep, FEOoBREYHEVTHERI
#7c (Savar and Damasio, 1991), 5 i3,
EVR #7R"3, EFRMBETHORE LD
Bt A ST % 7o iT, somatic markers &
WO RHBREBEERREL T3, HEHI,
EVR %, #HE&M BRI FIBEH L TR

w1

WEROEYE F12EF2E

EREMESKG (BERIR) 222 & &
FL 7%, BIEEZE ventro-medilal B DO IBE
1= X b somatic markers (states) DERIEESE
DEL, ZOLDTEOF ALV 2Ahikbhb
EWARBMAREB LTS5 (Damasio et al,
1990, 1991), # B & #i¥, somatic markers
%, RISORBRELBTHS 5 BRI RY
Bteiow LidBE0 S HRREBT~—27 LTk
b, HEMREI T TR BT OBF I fTE
THELG LIBIRT 5B, Z © markers
ORENEELBEEZRLTEE 5, ventro-
medilal ﬁﬁ,@?ﬁfg DHBHWE, ZOFROE
LEBREZHNLRIEEESHEEILL RV
Dz, BETOHE L RS, FERTEHCHS
R TEEERE LB EE S5, ORI, #
BEREACRIHTHEEORB A 7 =X A
%, RS IeEER AV TEIEN TS L X
5 ELTWABRTHREKREG, i, MHEERE
Pl 5 ERE L TEIOMEEL W 5 BRI L
T, —2O0EZRRELLI>ELILTS, &
B, TOEELTEOMEE L5 R, LT
BHHLR TV ATACRTAERE (BRK ©
X 5HEDEE (impaired verbal regulation)
LBAERE - T\ 5, KWCST st 5 458
RIS & T h~0EEEHEOBEE »FMTRE
LicBE (1995) EE &g (1993) %2R
i,

Fio, BB L7 X 51, Gage DBE I,
BREFOBEEFILHREBMUEARAES hie

ATEAEER AR E ARG A BERA & WCST, VT 0 aHE

BEREE 9FARMER  REMIE 46 10 45 11 12 32 WCST VT
Poor WCST 0080 @000 1P PER
Case KI o0 60O 00O 00 00O OO | normal CON
Case NF ] o0 00 00 O normal CON
Case HK o0 6O 00 normal CON
Case SH ® o ® normal CON
Case NO ® ® ® normal  normal
Case YI O 00 00 00 00 €60 OO @O | normal normal
EVR O 0 6O O O O @O O] normal —
Gage [ @]  l@) [ l®] ® OO 00 - —

B8 /H7E : Brodmann DR EOBEERE 2 RT,
@ : left lesion, O right lesion, VT : Vygotsky Test, [P : increased perseveration
PER : perseveration type, CON : impaired concept formation type
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g8 THICH T D AEEREERT RS L SRR

WCST VT Recency T SOT IF and DF symptoms
Case KI normal CON — — normal misidentification
Case NF normal CON poor poor normal compulsive behaviour
Case HK normal CON — — normal bipolar disorder
Case SH normal CON poor — — mild amnesia
Case NO normal normal poor poor poor ISA, aspontaneity
Case YI normal normal normal normal normal ISA, interpersonal deficit
EVR normal — normal — normal ISA, aquired sociopathy

VT : Vygotsky Test, SOT : Subject ordered Task,

IF : Idea Fluency, DF : Design Fluency,

CON : impaired concept formation type, ISA : Impaired social activity

+®9 WG
« RLIRHRAE - ZERIRRADEERE 2,

|

D EENT, EREE

RS EOBE
HEREE ChD - L 2R

Damages

Neuropsychological Tests or Symptoms

Impaired Function

Prefrontal lesions : Word Fluency by initial

Idea and Design Fluency

WCST
Dorsolateral lesions : WCST

Recency Test (?)
Medial lesions : WCST

Orbital lesions : Vygotsky Test (?)

Hypothesis-Testing Measure (?)

Verbal Fluency, Divergent Thinking
Inhibition of Stereotype
Change of Cognitive Set
Change of Cognitive Set
)

Change of Cognitive Set
Concept Formation
Hypothesis-Testing Ability

Cognitive/Behavioural Deficit ?

Impaired Social Activity

Activation of somatic markers (??)

(Damasio et al, 1994), Gage DR L =&
EEEER, T K <h, FIMTE, &
ERORINT ETH o te, HERIIREIZRE X
T, ERE»LR, "EBLIRLAERS
LEbhlb bbb, BEEhISY 2
i olc, Eiz, MAYEEIICEMBALIRT & B
KRR TV B 2b b, SMARKAL
bli%, “Gage was no longer Gage” & Ed
hice MaADr —ZAOFRT, ZOEEN EVR
¢ Gage WHRDELHLTWB DL, Case YI
ThdH, ZOr— A, HEIOBER, BFEK
ZL OREHARORR E Tn o e HEIRPEE D
SEEMEAE T 7e S ARBEZE (developmental
sociopathy) THBZ &, %¥#, BT Ihi-0
PEE O lobotomy TlX7e < lobectomy T#H
5L, TORFRBHMENTE 2L, B
TR0 E A R FE T\ 5 2 & BRATRES
ThHoHZERRE, WK OPOBHEHEF- T
b, TOr —ADEER, BEKNRENBI,

JRCERTOMABGREELE250b Lk
Vo UL, BEDLZA, ZoORELBEL
DEEEITETH D, §H L 0 MR 21T
Wiz,

T, BB LA66IE 2D 2 PloRRE Y ik
LT\ (ET7)e 2084, FERED
BETMAYHFLTRH, HBLALBER, BIE
¥E D orbital §H 7\~ LT ventro-medilal 48
BIcRFR LT\ 5, 8BIDEREMD, FEED
ventro-medilal fER O BETI1X, AHORTE
BEREDOFALADORMESE, BROTIBIED
BER L OBREEE, BHORMESE, &1
EHEELLEVECATREENTB IS, L
2L, {84 ORER & BERM & OBIfRIZEIL T
2L EE-TVWLEBETHTH S, RiT, =
NH0r - AORREREREORRE L ERE
EOBEYBRE Lic (E8), Case KI, NF,
HK, SH, NO T, gL X b oo
RAEE, FHEELCLERTHEELRLC
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B h, ERCG L OO RTRERERE CESE
RRDD, - T, MEERBRCRADLN
%, XEXFE B EH - THEEOERY
BOEE, ZhbOREEREREICL T
R X BN OEENEET D AR RE
Xhd, Lirl, 2hb5HlofEsDEROR
FEAD=RAIBED L ZAHBETETH D,
—75, Case YI & EVR T, “hi¥TO®
ETREMRRELORIE, ZO2HCRbNDHEE
iR, HEMEEIEE oy Lk ABIR
BEEThsb, cDOEVR ® Case YIRR LR
HPEEORIEF I 1L T%, Damasio D
FHaEpsb00, RERABCARHLELES
Bious,

IV &8

R, FEMTFEEZEORNIC OV TOME
BRAAFSAVERITTT, $TE—K, B
SR RERBE - FOIEEAE - ERRAEER X
O EEBEY, HENEETHD & vHRT
BLENEETHB, CALEHERLILET,
EKIODL > BREORBEMBRT 5 LHLE
LBbhb, MHFEBEEORE I, B
i X 5 Word Fluency, Idea Fluency &
Design Fluency, WCST B EFH L Ebh b,
RES R IOB A, FiBH, REEEEE,
AF VA s 47O, EalwLikey bD
THENHBEEI R T B EWEEZ RS,
Dorsolateral lesions & Medial lesions D 1%
Hizik, WCST B“ERHTH 5 5, Recency
Test % Subject-ordered Task & Z O F[HE
WXREET AN, F0X ) BErEEI R T
W B R IEBHBE T eV, Orbital lesions @
B, 0825, BorREYDLBEER
T, AR 2HE T 5 Vygotsky Test ®
BxEE Y EHEMCEE I 7t Hypothesis-
Testing Measure 22 E A b Lhig, L
L, IrL A, Orbital lesions Tk, #HELE
HEREORE YL EWRATHEESHS
BEBOBENHER T 5 AREELRD D Z L v&
BRI BERD B, BVBELIRD D, BIH
£ ventro-medilal SEGCIRE LA BH T,
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Prefrontal lobe damages and ‘frontal tasks’ performances in humans

Motoichiro Kato*, Haruo Kashima**

*Department of Neuropsychiatry, Tokyo Dental College Ichikawa General Hospital

**Department of Neuropsychiatry, Keio University, School of Medicine

We administered thirteen ‘frontal tasks’ to 60
patients with brain damage localized within the
frontal lobes (Frontal group) and 25 patients
with focal posterior cortical lesion (Posterior
group), in order to examine the functions and
impairments related to 1) Motor perseveration,

2) Fluency, 3) Change and maintenance of

concept, 4) Concept formation and hypothesis
testing, 5) Memory for temporal order. All
patients are in a subacute stage three months
or more after onset. Mean time after onset is
7.6(3.6) months. The performances of Frontal
group were significantly worse than those of
Posterior group on Word Fluency by initial, Idea
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Fluency and Design Fluency, and Keio version
of Wisconsin Card Sorting Test (KWCST).

Poor performances on KWCST may be specific
to dorsolateral frontal lesions, in particular,
Brodmann area 9 damages. Six patients among
60 cases with frontal lesions showed no impair-
ment on tests of Motor perseveration, Fluency,
and Change and maintenance of concept. These
six patients had focal lesions limited to ventro-
medial frontal region. It is now suggested that
‘frontal tasks’ can hardly reveal the orbitofront-
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al dysfunction sufficiently. Pattern Analysis of
Vygotsky test may be available to detect the
deficits characteristic to orbital frontal damages.
However, the patients with focal ventromedial
frontal lesions shows cognitive / behavioral
disorders such as personal misidentification,
obsessive compulsive disorder, bipolar disorder,
mild amnesia in everyday life, aggressive beha-
vior, interpersonal deficits and impaired social
activities, without poor performances on any
‘frontal tasks’.

(Japanese Journal of Neuropsychology 12; 80-98, 1996)



