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Rey-Osterrieth #H#X# (LLF, Rey o
D (K1) oz Rey (1941) 12 X - TEH
2 h, Osterrieth (1944) = X viB#EL X R
TR OBERETH B, Rey OHOEER X
OE4E, BENME, KRB, EEE
BRI VR EOHBREIBEFTHLEELD
N5,

Rey o FRHiEE & L T, Osterrieth(1944)
oFE (LT, Osterrieth 5) X< Huvbh
%, T7bb Rey R %2188 D unit w4173,
% unit DFRELHM P BEIROER X (ac-
curacy) E B LTI+ 5D TH B (ff

INTED, GERENL Rey ORZ LD L 51
SEALT THBE LTI E WS BRI
(organization) B L TWHFEM I A T 72
W, FEBEER EHAE L L OREMBRICER
HoRbNABEBRTIE, NOEREIREFTHERS
BRI PEET E0FHEELLR D,
Aprgeciz, VIR #fH\T Rey oRDEE
BREOEE YT % O & % # 1z Chervinsky
et al (1992) o, Organization Scoring Sys-
tem (LLF, OSS) (W2, % 2) K- T
EE OB LI+ 5 & 2B A, TL
T, 1) BEOBE T YLD, Rey o
DRETELIAER KT HEEDERE,
2) BEOBEFIEIBECKIETZEC O

1) THE L, &b, 3) VIR®%EA LR
Lil, ZofHiiEciRoBEBR ER  OSSoEEME, Al HIUERC O VTR
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| Rey-Osterrieth ¥R % (Osterrieth, 1944)
L7,
II & EeFE

1., ¥

EERBNOFHERH2L 58 (19~225%) OfF
k6t (BT334, TF3A) wRER
E L7,

2, BREF®

Rey nROBERS LI O3 4B BEREYH
Lic, BELBEAOHMD 3SHECFIEFET R b
PREA LT, MEREFER IR THEE & HKR
#ZLO1IX 1 ONEHATERL .

1) BE

B5¥ 1 X0fe 2BOHEYE L, Rey D
M (®1) #8771, IE2EL b
L, BER I EOEYHBRENBTHET
BT EEHER LI, MERLDMLETETD
FrERME L HIE L 72,

2) B&E

BELTHD 35FBLILEEST, FoBak
(B541X) Lep%E (2B) 5z, £EBE
BELLEREYEEL TH LS8 RLE, B
ADRTIXHCHE S ® T, MEBDHLRT
FCOFTERRZEE L

ok, BE, BAr Bl A2lFREE
Teote, i, HEREBOMDEH S 1Y ¥
FARASEREBL, BEELBLOo2EEY
VTR @l L7z, '

3) MEFoKE
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BHEOREFRHETHZ LT, #HK
FEoOBEYELY, REABCATENTSE
BT, BERT»ELERBE co 3 5HIIE,
0EEOEMEAE» b5 H-N AFI&EF 5 =
FONHE, g, 1975) HEEL I,

wE ik NwobHEL o b EFE],
[EB64ES ] oWk RETELD X

AR LTHSL, 1EETFO>OETERL
7o
3. FRMlHE

1) IERESE (Accuracy)

BER Y UOB4E oW, Osterrieth (1944)
DFEEHE - TR L7, & ORI Tk Rey
DORED18D unit IwoWT, FOHHELUED
EHESXEHET 5, B BSIHER6RLE D
(& 1),

2) %A HBE (Organization)

BE oW T D&, Osterrieth Baizfnz <
0SS (Cervinsky et al, 1992) = X b ZF{fi L
7z OSS X Rey o0& & BARNZRDD
section &l (X 2 £, T h £ ho section
#S1~S6&35) L, 4 section # & DRED
EEEDIEHE AL WS BEANDEHET S,

%21 OSS o EFEESR TR L1z, BERY
RO L5 RFIETHAT B, t& 21¥8]
T, KEREFHELORARONAR, KF
BRIVCEERYOEF DL THE LSS
NEEBEOLEYE LS, L LEAVES
BHIC T section DFHICE D L 5 &
5 DR EE LB, Tbb section RDOT
HEELY FhiHEL T LD THET ALK
X o THBERRE S, X 5T penalty section
Dby, EongHMs (K2) wo2nT, vk
F LD S BEL, E40RH D
7 EEEATS ((FF2), 0SS Tk an
BWEIEBRTBCRITAEIPAE VG LR
3, % section OB EDPHEEHTH LES
49E L5,

7c3s, Chervinsky et al o Bk T, @sh
ERF o AERERAL TV, Thbb, &
BEORTEIC, #FHEI—>D section O
BRI section OHIBE A5 L4581 3
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sectionl section2 section3
section4 section5 section6

2 0SS ;<> section & penalty

VIERRLZT, REVRR S BOBHRERY
BWECFET, 20X LTERLEEER
DEEN SR NIEF DO B2 o, #
WAL FHii 2 HETH %5, AFETE e
ShEE] wEHAed, VIR ##AL, VIR
OELESBYBLCEMTA & &L,

3) FHMEERIEEME (inter-rater reliability)

Osterrieth #, % X 0" 0SS o i &Effi & %
W, 2&OFHEE M L CRHE AT, B
RO A HEEE 2B L .

Il #% 2

1. MEFOHE

FIEFHEOER, BFLIEIEMNETH-
7o (WEEFSHERETH-, 4EERE
O EEDHEXERE LHE L), =
DIZBERATDOT, WRII6IZ LT, L
T O IXZ DE3EZDF — I D THT » T,

2, FHEEBEEE

Osterrieth giic X 2 E D ERE X (Copy-
ACC) L BEDIEMHE X (Recall-ACO), X
U O8S ik kL AEOHR F# (Copy-ORG)

penalty section
section (Chervinsky et al, 1992)

DFHE 3 1T 5 EEM AR T 5700, 240
FHHEE OB/ SR CHEREYEHR L, £
#HE, Copy-ACC ; r=0.75 (P <0.01), Re-
call-ACC ; r=0.93 (P <0.01), Copy-ORG ;
r=0.83 (P <0.01) &7ch, B HEIREM
B hic, T, Osterrieth g, 0SS &
HiL, ToOFECEE CTHEEREEE,ND 5
ZERBBME I T,

3., EEROBELME

% 11z Copy-ACC, Copy-ORG, #E DR
FErER) (Copy time), Recall-ACC & X O
£ OFTERE (Recall time) & B IZBIT
ZEROVTHELBEEREL R UL, Tk, B
212 0SS iwkiT %5 Rey oKD 7<> 0D section
# L 0¥ penalty section iz 5B ADFHE
CEERERR LI, B, B2IRLLELT
DEBCE - THEMCE R LEEZA D AT
Brotz, Lichio T, UTFCEBL ARl
TOMET>Z R LI, ik, SER L
penalty section o8 E B L CIHMEAROZE
Bn b hich o e DT T OSH A BERAL
oo
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xR BEROBEOFEHELIZEEFEE
n Copy Copy Copy Recall Recall
AC ORG time ACC time
Males
32 34.81 30.25 168. 37 22.53 151.56
1.12 8.88 112.78 4.95 56. 60
Females
31 35.26 30.23 139.17 24.94 153. 42
1.34 8.68 57.95 6.12 95. 40
Total
63 35.03 30.24 154. 00 23.71 152. 47
1.24 8.71 90. 56 5.64 77.50

Copy time ¥ X Of Recall time o BA{ i1 sec.

&2 A0 section 5 L U Penalty section (&S DTl & BHEEE
n S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6  Penalty
Males
32 5.78 6.03 7.56 6. 69 3.00 0.75 0.00
3.70 2.91 2.60 2.81 0.00 1.32 0. 00
Females
31 6. 03 5.52 8. 06 7.03 3.00 0. 68 0. 00
4.85 2. 89 2.24 2. 36 0.00 1.28 0. 00
Total
63 5.90 5.78 7.81 6. 86 3.00 0.71 0.00
4.27 2. 89 2. 42 2.58 0.00 1.83 0. 00
£3 BFEEMOBETPIYvIR
Copy Copy Copy Recall
ACC  ORG S1 S2 53 54 S6 time  ACC
Copy-ORG 0. 23
S1 0.19 0.46**
S2 —0.01 0.21 0.33**
S3 —0.08 0.23 0.31* 0.19
S4 0.10 0.19 0.26* 0. 04 0.04
S6 0.05 0.23 0.29* 0.37*%* 0.11 —0.16
Copy time -0.02 —=0.07 0.04 0. 05 —0.03 —0.13 0.15
Recall-ACC 0.26* 0.40** 0.42**  0.15 0.43** 0.13 0.30* 0.10
Recall time 0.14 —0.03 —0.09 0.14 —0.13 0.05 0.01 0.26* 0.04
*xp<0.01, *p<0.05

4. BEHKEOMEA

Recall-ACC iz L CHEELHEARED b
‘oo, Copy-ACC, Copy-ORG, Si1, S3%
LUS6DADDER TH ol ZhbDEHK
o Copy-ORG, S1¥ L USSR FIS I
Bl s 3BT 1 %KEDTEHHBIATRED B
Nz, F 71, Copy time % Recall time & o
AEELMHERR O (E3),

ChboBREZERRBSITICEL » TS HICE

L& L7, Recall-ACC # e BEH i L
T, Copy-ACC, Copy-ORG, Copy time ¥
XL U Recall time © 4 BEH A MHTEH E L
EERS N OER, BEERMRER=0.45 (F=
3.69, P<0.05 THETH-N, ZOHA,

Copy-ORG ® & % Recall-ACC st L THE
(t=3.01, P<O0.01) Z@HANEEF > T
2. &5z, Copy-ORG o7<-od section o
F o sectionst Recall-ACC st L€
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Copy-ACC:36
Copy-0RG:38
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Copy-ACC:34
Copy-0ORG: 189

©
220

WEOHEE HI3BEIE

©
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Recall-ACC:33

=

LIV

Recall-ACC:16.5

K3 HE BEROKERY
BEOERR (Copy-ACC) 1A (364) & B (B44) & TREAEBEE VA BEOHKM I (Copy-ORG)
B (194) H~RA B84 DFANEBATH D, BEDEREE (Recall-ACC) $ B (16.58) wi~A (33

) OHRBBRATH B,

BN RO, S1, S2, S3, Sii X U8S6
DEDD section D/ EFWMUERELT, E
HRSFCLOBRE L E A, BEERBEHRHER
=0.57 (F=5.41, P<0.01) THETH -
7zo DL, Recall-ACC i LCHEE it
R R LD iS3 (t =2.95 P <0.0D),
S6 (t=2.00, P<0.05) ¥LOS1 (t=1091,
P <0.05) ©=->0 section TH - 72,

5. BB, BERORRESM
M3DARIUOBRAFRTHRELE LKA
24 (BF) DEERIUVBANRTH 5,
Copy-ACC 0B Az A (3648) & B (345)
oz uvws, Copy-ORG Ttk B (19
) A (388 OFBERATVB, £L
T Recall-ACC 053 B (16.58) whh~

TA (335) DIHE
IV = =

Recall-ACC w54 5 dix, Copy-ACC T
1175 < Copy-ORG TH % & &, EEIEHH
DIERBE LML o Tee EITHRTHRBRDOH
Bl oniE X h Tk h (Bennett-Levy,
1984 ; Osterrieth, 1944 ; Shorr et al, 1992),
SEDHER I W LETHEOF REBEM T
ik b, AFEOEELEDTINLDE
£i13, 1) EEOBRAME AR OLEERE (&
< 1z encoding) WREMICEEb»TWB T
&, LT, 2) BMEOERIKIEEDIER
LOBHETHERTH D, L5 2 Ak TRE
LTw3,
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Walsh (1991) %, Rey o N#EECHED
EREIREETH -, TOEEIIERKH
T, 3GBOBENEM T @B i
SRR DEMERRE L. LT DEH
LRI B E OB IRET 5 & K REH
RIFETERI 5o EEREBL TS
2, Thitkol) oRNBERBERELSEMT
RBlEE 2D, £1, 2) OABREITET S
ELT, M3wmLizk 5, Copy-ORG @
BEDOBE T Recall-ACC T4 BB A E
B/,

I LIEAHETIE, Rey oORoFTHS3ID
RERCTTHE 23 Recall-ACC %38 < FHIZ €% &
EDPHIBAL e, AFE, Rey ORoFTkhkE i
B EAEELE 2, TORFOMERI
EHLTEEOBRAM LT 2 L0345
Vo 72 & % 1E, Binder (1982) i K& ARES
W& xoRMORAELR, KPHE, BER B
OCEWMORE R=BF 0SS, %7 Hamby
et al (1993) b A& nRFIHELORT DK
FRRER X OEER O O i E S CHHE
LTWwb, LaL, S3o#ER L Recall-
ACC < FHIZ R 2ER, RE L OBE
THREOBNIIM AN T 256, K&RkA
WoREHeoLEZER L CRHET 5 2 &3y
L BEL T EERBEL T3, L
S3Ef E DX 5 RBBELFET 5 00IER
BHThh, SHRILBHITNEBEETH S,

4E, Rey oOROBECKTHETOERK
EEBWTHRREEIFEEL -1, ETH
K, BEACRCTEE, BETOoBRS
ik TEEN 2 & 2% L Loring
et al (1990) OWFEEZ LT D, HEOHFEY
HELFEMSE L Berry et al, 1991 ;
Berry and Carpenter, 1992 ; Janowsky and
Thomas-Thrapp, 1993 ; Waber and Holmes,
1985), UL, P TRI 1 EEDFLEY
WMELLCHFELH S (b 21, Casey et al,
1991), Casey et al (1991) A4kt s
RiEsBEA R 0B s (Osterrieth &) F
BRUERDLLERE L, LrLELA
BRELILBLZOFHB ST TN L N29.554,
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14% | Rey-Osterrieth 3£ F20) 180 Unit & ¢ DERA
Fie (Osterrieth, 1944)

Unit R o#g &

1 REREFHMONBHHELBO+FE
2 KELEHW¥

3 KELREFIMONMONAE

4 KEBREFHOWHLOKFRE

5 kEREFMORTLOEER

6 KEREAMAOEBIH DN REHK
7 PEREFEO LOEES

8 KEREAWMAOELER D 5HADOETH
9 kKEhRIAMOELETCH T BEAH
1

0 g]@Tﬁmébﬁ%&ﬁﬁ%@¢oﬁvEE

11 AELREFHOARCHA=>05%ES M

12 KEREFVAOETECES H HAREEEL T
W EEERDETE

13 REhERFHoOEMcH T B ZAHO

14 [13] wfvTuv 52

15 [13] o=ZAHOREICH 5 EERK

16 [13] o=AH ORI S 5K FH

17 REREFHOTH LY [5] fhvTuw3
+52E

18 KEREFHOETMA TV BIEHH

Baa B
R, MELBELIHITH3 245
WRGIEL WA, MMENERE TR 14
HRIIFEATV I, ELEAELTH 15
BHRRIEIIE Ly y=d
TEEEEATEY, NBELARERETHS 0.5

TREDRBDREE, 5 VERMPKGT

e 0

28.4HTH D, BENCRBLEOE LT,
THote, HHOHFRDONE AR 12668 (B
F1084, L TF168%) &<, HEINEE L
RoleDlE, TORNRABDOKE ZDOLD TR
e RIS hD, Tibb, Rey 0RO
BRETE R EBBREZBR L el
WEBOEELEEIFELEVEE L 5,
Rey o Rz &1 % B 78 O FFM 134
AL OSS At b EEREI RT3
(Binder, 1982 ; Hamby et al, 1993 ; Klick-
pera, 1983 ; Waber and Holmes, 1985), L
L, b OFHEE CIEFHiZE T IZK D
FFHEX (URE UBhE) 0EZRVREVLELE
FNT3b, ZhiesL €, OSS R
wIERES &ML UIchEN &8 2 CRRMEEE S
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135 2 Rey-Osterrieth TR IZH (T 0SSk SEE (Chervinsky AB et al, 1992)

Section 1
KEFW, AR, KR BEHEROLE DL
KEFHOHZEOE E EDITHL

MEREO L E EDIHL
KPR, EERLO LT LDIHL

WAERO—EKY UL E LD

MAKROL I —AKR O LT LD

KEBEOEE DI

BEREYOL T LD}

Section 2

K=AF L KT, BERYO LT LD

KEEEE O L F EDIHL

KPR, BERYOELE LD

KFEBEOE F L DIHL
EERYO LT LD

KEFFO—LE VL E EDIHEL

KEZAHBOLI—TAE V0L F LDIHL

Section 3

TE-+FREAEBAD DEFH RO & E DI

HABRAD OEFHE V& &bkl

TEAFRYOL T LD

HERORVCEAM 2O &L LD

EFAHOFONAREO L F LD

Section 4

NERFTG LR RO L E LD

MEFWEROL F LI
WAEKLYOE F EHICH]

Section 5
BHERAEOELETFREYOLE LD
BHEROLVERTERELO L F LDIHIL

Section 6

154 (ko section ~)
58
54
55
248
25
24
255

104 (ko section ~)
54
55
25
25
15
14

104 (%o section ~)
55

58

14

12

84 (Yo section ~)
258
28

34 (Zkod section ~)
25

NEBBEOCE E LD

Penalty section

34

ZRADOAEROE F LBIHEA
WHEBEHES 5 KB L0 L T LDl

107 B
TRBLA

WARLBEEROMO 4 ADKFHRLO L T DRI IV— THEEBSE

REABOEROO LR O & T & difini

10738

)R

Chervinsky AB et al. (1992) OB SFEIER L 1,
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SIEHIDERYESBAL TV 5, #BRF
W& IERE X & DG BET & T e D FREiE I
e, 0SS o RMEREREVWEE 2 bR
5o

Ea Ut X %1z, Chervinsky et al oFEE:
TV 5 [BHFEE | ¥EALTEY, %
B U e ER O HRER T X FHE L T
5. Rey ORI OFHE I \WT [
RED ] XTOBMEILLEBRNICEAE R
T\ 5% (Stern et al, 1994 ; Waber and Hol-
mes, 1985) 2%, Z DOABEIELKRD L 5 7efilE
BREETE S, 1) HRBCAREYFET
243V IOV AVEETH S, 2) $hER
FEITTAVERBOBEOETILTE TS
LIZieB, EbiL, 3) BEORMTREZES,
I35 ERRBRBEE L RIETREEL
Exrzbhd,

INHOMBERERT B D, KFRET
IEEEEY VIR gL Toi L, EB
Z VIR BB LTOSS X a5 MxfT-
THBE, Ar—FELT - 7OBERLEME
DA S B o7, Ll ThbOBRIER
Bre» T HERE 1 Ao 5 o LI ciHb
ERZBENTER, EHICREXRD Oster-
rieth B L WA T OSS DEFEENF V2 & 235
ESEETE I, ZhbDERNS, VIR X
5 0SS #FERACHTHC L RFREEE L
2,

7ok, APFF T Copy-ORG 0 F #5718 &
(B#iAz) 1330.2:8CHh v, Chervinsky et
al DA CEHER?5. 75 kit s Copy-
ORG o8 m (40.548) & b HHI0EEL
rotr, MHFEOBTI DL 5 B AL
ez iy, VIREG& LW T5HER (&
RN | WH~HEOIEF % & h #FM o T
EHTLIBELTWHEEZLNRD,
AP O —EEE1E A A MEOESES (R, 1995)
THEL,
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Organizational assessment of the Rey-Osterrieth Complex Figure Test

Toshiya Kayamura*, Tomoko Nakajima*, Yoshimasa Sakamoto**

«Department of Human Relations, Faculty of Letters Mukogawa Women’s University

«+Department of Human Development and Welfare Faculty of Human Life Science, Osaka

City University

The Rey-Osterrieth Complex Figure Test was
administerd to 63 healthy right-handed young
adults. Two types of methods of scoring, one
was focuced on the organization of the drawing
process and the other the accuracy, were ap-
plied to measure the products of them. Both
scoring system found to have good inter-rater
reliability. There were no statistically significant
sex differences in all variables we got. The

results of multiple regression analysis indicated
that copy organization score (Copy-ORG) was
a better predictor of memory performance (Re-
call-ACC) than was copy accuracy score (Copy-
ACC). Especially the score of S3 (the lower
cross and the square with its diagonal) in the
copy could strongly predict the score of Recall-
ACC.

(Japanese Journal of Neuropsychology 13 ; 190-198, 1997)



