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1 3% 471l 4284

HAREHE o83 QN9 #F & 2AEEE kEo] o
2 EokolA F71AA olFoA fY F LYy A
¥ 1980dddls AFAFolEl: A7 Bobl #4438
o] Q1Zke) 12 BFg AFY TzaPog FH3}
BHE o] QlUR, 1990t ko] HE ZAME}
of AFAN2EE ARseis A7} EsHA o) FolR
o, #4247 FFE ATAAE Ak A A HF
& BARIAY Q3 243 dol 9% S g + 3le
AFE Eoko AF7} $E&A oA g B A
FoAME U 4 Ao BF Fol 24 AEL A
Fea T8 &4 T2 (speech synthesis) B7}
AFE U5

TE ok 4F €F0] 23%°] 24 g4 A7
= 97 44L& 4 9 AN299 dA FEH
A FEE 24 84 A2l AY: A& A%H
FAZ FoAJAAE ZAte Aot &, AlAE A
g Aaste A Al Hse A4S etz
Zg A2 AR 4§ Y= GME AFTEE WL F
235, A4 §4 A7 ASAANE A AAHZ
A 4 A2 AAE Adsted FAEE F2
A NP H¥d @48 Pste d7s Adye
2 TN He gtk AR FFoss 4 ¥4 7
& AAE Agsts Reo] ojHA] FEEH AUV W)

1 & 947 AFFAR H9dT3A4(1010-2002-0012)9)
ARz 54 HUS

Foll AI&F Mgo] F33) o2 ofo] wat A7
Mol o 2 HFE FUD AL AFEY. 54 &
3 N BT BAE WeE A7 A o F
8A Hed, O olft A A o7 FFA &
A B4 Zlec]l AEHU7] WEA ojAE AEE A2
Yol ojd EAR L 7R T gty o EAAS A9
oz A ALY Al2RE ojgA |
AHEE F RERAE nSops] WEelth
F4 B8 NA"e Frh AFE FER S 2L 9
# e Fasvin A4t A, 34 4 A=
BE 5 Aol s ¢ o ¥4 FEL 84
¥ Alago) Argatg s e AEFAE Frsiok
7] wWEolt). & &0, AR AAUE 42 A
£ o] FRHY wele ARE FH FY 5 A
E Yo £7HI WA ool SHe F
3g 8o T A2Fd A& e Ayile F
HE S otV 43 A G5 &4 T N2Rg
TFEiE Aol Fasi =, IUAHA FHL A
I Qe AHAE LR 8 us 3G XNARd) o
&S oM AN S ARAT} ol H E A}
448 ddor 3= FAx 293 be 715g 7}
A &4 A A2l Fgsojok @t
T 8iA ol dA TR X299y H4FHrE A
Basieh pgd Aol dvhy AHAAE B}
dof 3tz od 4 4 Aa”o) od ARG $5
A& Realok 3] WEolrt
A BA ol F oo AdE 24 B8 A9 e
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€ A FA ALE Aado] Az e AE
gEof 37 dEoivh A2¥ MY FHAMZ @A)
AR Qe FARE AAY ¢ A2 AL SR04
BAHL ™Y 2 g, 2% A= 24 #
A Al=€gg Qo] o] g3t Fojr]) W&o AR}
B =re 8APE Fohm <) EARE &
Aste Ao) v Fadtn AR

U J442 34 34 AN2d Jop) 2% ojf=
o] &3& AEdte WY AR WEE g2 &
A #Y NeBE NEeEr) fisiAelT.. 2gtol FEY
e FATE ATl FRASG}7 N EEHoln ¢
g AL g 24 e 24 3 Alxge
canned speech, T3 7|39, I F& Jhitez &
A¢ 489 EA7MA ALE A2Ee gREE9
AW 2 o] g3t Fld o] ol WwyE wE
Al wtg A o@oltt. d¥d A #@E53Y &
AR E vhe 4 I3 AT FFhM9 4 ¢A
ol =@, AFE Ade IH2Y HF ARE 9F
3t FAAs 1A}l st S FRE e A% T3
AgE Sgeldh F o] gubHoln 5E Fgo] 32
T 24 B A2 EEr] g8 1300) od
URjog 24E& AERISAE o sz AT
4 dE Y998 &9 B4 A28 Al HEHof
gk olRA 7] s 4 A a9 &4
T =9} U9 34 #4 988 vuste S4
B3 N2go] BEF A g sRsof

ANY BAL WL hs Fo@u LAe ofm Wy

& Agsol 84 44 Nadd AWy, 4%, B
¢ RgenE ABVHoE PAHE 5 sl BE
BANE 1@l Agslol Qe G4 F7h PEe n
0 ARA AEHRL YE IANZHLR G &
3 W7 pEe aAsE o

2. 7189 Add $A3% E7 By

71Eo) NEE ¥4 B HHE IA A FFE Y
8. o) A FFE A g2 Zoh A WA
BHE AZE Y Yot HEx H WS F
T FAEE & g9 o= A0 VAl H F
& AE Hrtate Aolvk FA S0l 4oz AAE o
o= Aol ¥ BFEHA FL& AJLEAE Bl
BA4E dxn shvie] $APLE & Fol 74 scale
%& 53 scale 3EZY AJLE H73HA e ¥
Holth, of Wy &3] 39T A3z JPAE
SIE - o 3 A Eesry scaling

(psychophysical  scaling)&  AMH-8I7E @9

(Goldstein, 1995: lawson, 1982; Pavlovic, 1990)).
AZE P dE AYsrle 42y Bk 38,
vzt HE 8459 4, 71EY AT §4 T 4
Z7A U 5 917) Wi AAAQ AEgz B of
Hok.
T oA e #4498 A3 Ade NYstes gl
o A7 PES A8 A8 dolEA (S &,
consonants, vowels, rhymes, vowel-consonant
transitions )& AAEtD Y7 EL o] FQIXE
AR B3 AU o8 T/HY ¥R Fo s
HEANFe wWYoes  o]Ro]WI(Benoit, Grice, &
Hazan, 1996; Goldstein, 1995, Logan et al,, 1989),
7] old YL HET Hrlol AT A" o™
Har HJotE Fd @A ddE 49 4 A2"o]
oJd F7F2 F& F A& £=AE Hrksko )
wEo] e 24 ¥4 AN2dy 7% 2 2 YR E
Nzl Fge] o] gHn e}, AEEHE Aoy o
Ax A3 o3ty YoM F=2 ALERCt v)FE b
¢ AJAFANME 4% FHY FALS AF AF AE
g 2stad ALgEtn ok FWelAME o)d ot Al
EX o}z s AR ¥& FHolEN FAL ot
of oJ2)go] g} ol T FFH HF 48 WYL
o2 FHe A KNG £4, JoHor Ago)
d3tn oelr FrLE A7 Y300, TS
F7Eate] whgo] £93te g EAo] ol E
g, g0l AYUE 493 F79 2H(segment)?] &
A& BA &of & & e Rol FRPejdt, awv}
o] WY =g i ¥WIAYE o3 FH9 @¢IE AU
I A o F 7, o WYL A o3 ¥ Z
< Aolgd d9le g H7te 7Hedy prosodygd
2& suprasegmental unit, &%, WolZ(text) £
2ol 97 a3 EFH dodd S9E Yokl
£ o8&l s Rolnh. T, o] Wi HE
FExE Hrske die #AT A £ o
B &Y dABFEAY FEHE& BAE)de FE3)
2 gt A HFH AAE EE ARAY Fo B
87) Wil HriAe] vg FA Fot 9# Hop A
7} @848 5 oke Aol

cHo B¢ JAH2lE e o)EF AT WHE SF
s 4L Hukdee AEs 2z Ha g
(Delogu, Conte, & Sementina, 1998). 4& E9
Pisoni &(Pisoni & Hunnicutt, 1980)& Ad& &%
F S EZE F7MRAA AN T AAE =F
2 o= AEE FANNUYG. 4€ A= A4S
Z70] AAL 249 w3 Arle dolg AAHL A
BE 7|3t o#fste A=dME o STIAATH
B AA9 9u& metatA 3 Wl AL =
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Ao o 95 3. =, Delogu T (1998)2 §
AL F7tel 4L & 4 e AAF 2A(ME &
o, F2, ANZ, mental load F), FA SA(single
task or dual task) F& °|&3t9 FHL =37 A4
< 3§ vndac. o WL AJHoln F o
Az AA 4oz F449 AT dF dojYRA
g EAE 9E 4 oM fEstn AF3Eg, &4
T ol FHL o] §T Hrrt T o] FX7) A
A7 &) A 8o} o deld FelA ¥y
HidolL} o] & FTHoEFH AT HGdo] st
AgEo R i Aol

olAAA 7)1E AR S H SUE NFgH
o2 AHBek flold AHBIRC] 7E WHE
2 AEE AT 9= B} E3) 7 & Aad
Ag 87 $ye FARE Y2E Py Fa o
2 FoF Aot A2 818 £ Qlen, 2 EE @
el YEXE Jristed FA}n EFoid vl 2 &
AGH et FAdE AAAY FE dFEdE 13
gatde Aotk T, 7|EQ Hrt WHeE F=
off-line FA2 FAHEE B T F& Yo} 4oy
A €8 FA £ @x RE FRANHJ gd
ol Ydeus ZatE ¢ F3d fdes Ao
oY AuAY AAE WusA = AdE F7)
Y & XL T3 W 1 F RE ZAE Q@
€ 7hs A% Aot o Fors o 48 &Y |
7t o] AAAE AW AH, off-line HAe] A
B, &€ T8 BEANY AN ¥ F2 F o 4

& ARARPE Ro FA 23} P, HEE
o A E FA HotE £ Qs 2 & 5%
T AT 98 FFH9) JANRREA AF PRE 20
&2 gl

3. ARABH5Y {45 F7 2N

A2 A7 s &olels Eobrt 19990QAd) Fute] o A
AAH ez §&3 RAstn ot o] LopolAE A
delg, AR, o, A4, A4y F9o g
2okl $A FobEo] 17k 1A HFo] Ko P2
£& AAEY connection network®} oj® FAHEL @
I Qe AE Wi Fokolth UAV|F& o I
AlA @78 4 YA E AZIE AEL He 858 5
A F e AERE 7ledd ARy 9A 71sE YW
2 F e olEF EUE A3 T Ut [§3) 2
o Eof ¥ %<& 53Y ¢ 1= EEG/ERP, IMR],
PET. MEG, SPECT S-o] /A=A X2 Ao
@ F70F 8 JYSHJAD ARz HE &

FlesiomA 71AY &48 HE Ad FAE =
o]Fo|A fAT I THo| ujf A o HZg
71%E& #irldls 353 Wo] 9. 2y 2
AL 71¢=2 U8 HE &4A7A gax 9 ok
@ HEL SAY 4 UA HA o™ 7)e Aol <
AR HRFolgts M2 BERHS ST
(Gazzaniga, Ivry, Mangun, 1998). o]¥l =&y
A neodn JANNZARATFHAN FYsin
' 45 AdYH HEE HU AT E V2R 3o
A=A bRe &7 3R
ALY AQ4Y IEEE FA%7 ¥ B2 £/79Y
QAN ZAEE e AHRE 5 JAD 94 34
=9 AdHE HA3) A8 deSRER P
(psychometrical method)3} <QIAJAA4 2 Wy
(cognitive neuropsychological method)2 AH&@c},
HESAEH TP L IR stoF Aded §ES
£ B3 60942 T8 ¥Fq dd JAs 7o
A AFe ol =7 d21F deE HoEA dn
B E scaledolx o] ArE ol FoF 2AL &
Asdct. £33 935F(raw score)dll A F2% 22l
89(factor or dimension)® Foh7] ] BAHY
718¢l Qo B M(factor analysis)E AA%Y, 1 T
T AYEE SUE " FASE EUE W o
AL L 84 Aot A= AE Frhgeh o)™
ololul 2 ¥ (semantic differentiation)i} 2EM L %
) AAHS THSZ Qe HEF 2dE FE¢¥ F
R o]FA FE&E 2QEE °)FH TEFY AJA
& Jo 5 Aok AP S JoBle ® & e
EEG, ERP, IMRIZ ol&3}: Whgelr). enjolE =
SAEME T 3P =7E A AQeH HHLS
o] oj®l e} FLo)A Ho]7} YeAE Wilm o)
AZol7} Matel oy FAASA oF 20§ 7R A
& kst 9deldt. EEGS ERPE uldolA] A&
T WA dojve A ASE A4S A,
A7 e eeokB = EEGS} ERPE ©|4¢ A7}
1980'd FWHEE 83| o|FoYHA A= HYLH
%} AT} #AY BL 72 A7} o]FoAA Urk
(Brown, & Hagoort, 1999). EEG$+ ERPE <] 4§38
2A )8 5 AETE AVAAN &3 AW
YR 258 A Ao 34 A A7AE A9 F2E
g F=sW FAY BEAHoE, A IR 9
T AGY Ht A7 AdAAS FAEE 3 aUE
£ = 479 39 AYedA veys dedee) &
He AFYERH AXF 3 972 o|Fo4A ¢k
HPS4 IEEE FrE] AHME A48 FHY
g ARRER ok @ JHR] e A A A
3 AANNE YE:cF F2Foz JEd $ Y=
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norm& J4ste Aol &, BEEE YEYE FA
BX doH A 22 A S0l A= $X UETHE
PR3}z o) B #2 ¥F FF#d el g
olt}, 2} of WHE vl & ko) YFY Fof &
THA e AYA ¥n F o 4L B
U A8E £IT d&d ANTG Aqxojr}, E O
BEE F71 Wy 7180 dojyelsE AR g
Al AR gA}dE o] gt wWyol}, &3] o ¥
BoAe 33 AFE B7AAA €8 FIn e
(lexical decision)® 22 AAFAE AU, o|F <
AR F2 JrA7 &S 2 FrhEkes ¢
dojute ArFNAAALE FH3HA €@, 3] §A%
T F4 8L 3N dsg, 7I9HE, 797t ¥
2% Az, FE3R & Fokich olde IX4Y
R d7E 4HRE §4E €3 2 487 FA
AXE weste doe AJ&H & AUt AT &
A& €2 F o Y £F9 ARAYAT A% A
B AoE A gtk @A, J)&d AP FdT
Aoy oA LA HAYE FHoE FASE AR
A o Bstd FLde A3 4e YL ¢
g 5 Qth = v& dex st wyos ERPH
fMRIE °) 839 &S AL W P& A
< o gy oH HAE FHAE RABIE A
TE JAYstn vt ojn AojFR A} FAdA o}
Bl Hape) 43 ¥ @438 994 BF A7)
Bol 1A= g}, o] A=F 7)xHA FHE &
< o Yehis dde) 848 sys ¢ & Ao 9
EX Frl Wdel # EE Aesid, A wAs
A A e Al gol N ALdE AT AHGd A
AL ol8de P29 HE=) 4 &9 KR
A2 FE FARID oA ATFE 7oz 3y U
oA YAH4EEL E€ W ¥ UXeUge 2 AFE
Ay Yok
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