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Clinical Pragmatics: Interdisciplinary Perspectives and
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HUANG Lihe, YAO Quan
(School of Foreign Studies/Research Center for Aging, Language and Care, Tongji University,
Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract: Clinical pragmatics is an emerging sub-discipline of clinical linguistics, providing basic description,
mechanism explanation and applied diagnosis and treatment, and therefore explicitly exhibiting its distinctive
interdisciplinary features. To complete the three major disciplinary missions, clinical pragmatics combines a multi-
layered perspective within linguistics to characterize the patterns of pragmatic disorders; it intersects with other
external disciplines, such as cognitive pragmatics and neuro-pragmatics, to elucidate the mechanisms underlying
pragmatic disorders; it also integrates with social pragmatics, psychometrics, cognitive psychology to assess and
intervene in pragmatic disorders. In its new developmental stage, the scope of clinical pragmatics has expanded, and
its knowledge system has been constructed through neurophysiological experiments, computer and communication
technology, and statistical methods from social sciences. Establishing interdisciplinary research perspectives and
integrative research methods not only deepens the disciplinary connotation of clinical pragmatics, but also improves
the quality of linguistic services in clinical practices, with both theoretical significance and practical values.
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SRR SR A Y AR KR D5 el AR, 1 PR F 2% (Clinical Pragmatics ) 1FE & — ] $LR )
BT X R

H A PRI FH 2 4 T2 AR 2R X, Cummings(2009: 6) 65 H i o “BFGT ANl FH i =5 52
IAZ PR H AR R vl e e AL 2 A 2 R — R ARNE & R 25 R R e SE”
Perkins(2011: 1)IA Ryl PR 1A FH 27 2 “Xf 8 B i i A U4 5 FH AR 0 A 5%, A 8 38 R o328, 145 240
F% BT 2 D BRI 22 BRI O T B RS, DLV RS 5 FKOT RIS RO (2017: 29) 1
M BRIE A A e SOk “OG 1 R 1S 5 23S PR rf BRI 25 Fh B A% - R 1T R 3 se B b i 2l 2
R AR HETE FHBEAT A IE AR2 W . TIANGRYT” o Bk R, K TE HIZA B i N TR & %
AR ARG IR EE 2% | BT 2 AL | A ik 2R S

AR SC BT I PRI 24 19 2 B A8 SCHEAE R SR T 5 07k B AR B . 87 5, SCRe R Bl PRI
FH 2 (R 2Rk s B HE P R 7 A, 45 I AT FH A 00 9 08 — KB s Bt o) o Sy i e 52 o ) 3L, i
PRIE 255 P . A=A R3¢ SURTAE 9 T BT A0 A TR) IR A AT I DR 8 FH 2% S B RO i 14l 5
ST T 1% d5c Je %o PR FH 2 A Sk IR 7 1) 4 1 8L

L IERIERAZENFERELRRENEERET

e R T8 FH 22 J8 T I RS 5 A 00 43 3 R, 2 B S 55 24 10 20 S22 R, 7E E PR 1A &3 50 4F
FATF S DT s o ARG FLATF 5% PN TR 1) 2 JRe, 11 DR 3 FH 2 1) 10 50 T KK 03 k= AN B B, 43 3ol %k 1o it
5 . LY RS R = KRl A

I R 1 FH B 05 ) F 5 P 3B 0 22 20 THE20 70 4FAR, 5] 32 B i FH ol FH 22 3R LU Rk A S
e A o P2, DI SE i B AR A 5 0T . BFSE ARFEE Th Pl S R L. A P
i JLF AN R T BN, DA FH 2 S0 BE 5 2 022 R S SO F2 . BN, A R e i R BB R A T &
47 M (Wilcox & Davis 1977) F1F-#4f ] (Cicone et al. 1979), £ 4% [ A1 AE FE 1A 1 78 FH Bl 4t 4 =X
(Baltaxe 1977; Ricks & Wing 1975), #5186 7 Ffi LE M 715478 . dEF 15170 (Rom & Bliss 1981)
F21EE IE TS L (Gallagher & Darnton 1978) 4%,

B, TG IRIZI T D)oK, 20 40 80 4FACER, 2= H T IHF iR 3 T O e tEsc bRl R 1T &
s 4 PPk F0 1 13 (Seibert & Oller 1981), 434 i H B A5 3F Al 11 il [7] 1 ( Gallagher & Prutting 1983),
e E ARG RI2IF B BE . AEILEY B, — ZR A8 FHIEAS T H AN #5245 JF % (Penn 1985; Prutting &
Kittchner 1987; Beisler & Tsai 1983; Conant et al. 1984), SH{RUEE FVFAL T EA B - 0= E T,
Il R FH 22 G g AT i O B 22 R 43 45 o BN, Penn(1985) 1 43 2 R0 Hr HF & T 1T 1) 2%
TERE 1) 32 R AA 24 PE Bk i 3% (the Profile of Communicative Appropriateness, PCA), T J5 7 2% #& Xf H:
DB PE 53 {5 B . Vo0 SRR N2 W A 3 AT T 432 (Ball et al. 1991) . 38 FH - A9 P 25 J0) 48
Bt 25 28 AN AL B2z 38 0 el A7 dE SR g o RIS, I R T8 FH A A0 53 T 56 1 19 A B, B T B
R Z R B N AL, 3B 1S 1 Bl 7R 2% 1 B 25 22 A4E E A (Ripich & Terrell 1988; Sandman et al.
1988) .

HEA 20 122 90 AFAR, DL “Ufe R FH2E bt ity SCHs Fl % 25 i 82 4 iR (Gallagher 19905 Smith &
Leinonen 1992), “Ifi R I FH2E" — Rl IF 06 BN Bl AR o 2538 TF 4R RUEIE 22 18 5 BRI 5 ok
(1 T AR, IR R A R I PRIE 2 1) 22 I, A5 T8 B AR S | IR ASYY, IR BB i
FHBERHBIE S (4 20 57 P, TR I RIS 5 4000 3. I, TG PR FH 2 i ST 2R o S v 75 LA
SE, EABFFEIEE = B TR CB B, — 5 1T, SERE RS RS VRIS T AR AT kS A e, WF ST I AR A
AW 55 55— T, ML RS H 25 52 20, I R 2405 B T I 4R B e
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55750, R R 1 0 (0O B A SRR, 2228 B SURPE BT i — 2™ o B an, AR5 3 (o FH OR8¢
e, 05 L (theory of mind, ToM)#R£9E A FIAE | 8 P 7 B A BE AR 19 Ho gy MR 15 75 (figurative
language ) B fi# A8 11 . 153515 B {8 JH 245 (Happé 1993; Loukusa et al. 2007; Ryder, Leinonen & Schulz
2008); Monetta et al.(2009) 198 1 H-—ZLCHRAANR] [ 5 X5 1 <5 2R S8 2 BRARIORITE 35 BRI

23t =B B KR, i PR FH A7 0 2B P 1ok A B ) T 1) G R L 28 B8 FH RS S, #h
AT [ 418 B B 25 26 AR E TR AT B4 S L PPAR AN 300, 5 SO 1 LI R il . 18 522N
BB E 2 e, A S AN E H )2 0 BRI, JCHE I 12T R MRS M /oK, Ltk
Il PR 5 2 025 56 G 5 2 L THan O3 42 520 AR E | s R SR alas X,

LA, W RTE FH 27 R — T LA A 4 A= i JR 390 v mT 8 T I 1 o FH B et R AP 42, R 1 P e
T3 LR PR S | LR B B RN PR 12T = KA (015 5 240 3, HA B (9 22 B8 SUHERRIE .
FERIE AT SR 1A R TE PR & R AR | I R R I . M2 SR W S HC 5 it X6 375 37 1) 28 B
A1 5 AL i) o U] DA SN R0 R ot 22 )22 T B s P e i 1) PR FE ML 1o M2 40 P48 2R DG o A i
HTE AR IC Y . JF & TR HRE 1AL T HL A KB I 5k i 1 17 v .

2. I§RERAZENSER T XA

RIEZS I RE A0S | FBEMIST =K E 2 TR B0 N, & K058 K8
222 R A SCRLET , (A [A] A il i 1 %) 2 28 SO B 50 i 22 5 0 AT 205 22 RE N R A2 L 5 41k
PR AC UM 77 T 5 =IO 5 fdi i, BTG R TH T 51 225 B3 SRl ka4
216 RBRFSFHAFHOI—AHBE

Il R F 27 508 5 2 R0 43 3038 X, g5 Tl et i BE Rl e R S, IR R X DA S o 1Y
B B am Ak K, R RS SO Be iy & Je o A SUPEIR SR 1 T 5 AT 5 2 IR 38 XL
NS 5 AE F R 28 S,
2.1.1 1 5 HADIE T B9 sc X

AEEE U R, B IR SIES IR SOMTIMIE S BR, MR REZ =M, 5k
LA E g IR R 24 R G A B AE A B9 7 ) (Miiller & Guendouzi 2005; Adams 2005; Perkins
2007; Snow & Douglas 2017: 621), SZBr b, 4401 35 2 H 380 1] B S 308 PRSCRIEAR, 77 A 15
FHEE A% (Perkins 2000); 15 F i A i 5 U0 75 LA BRAK A8 5 4540 400k 1535, 15 et 515 5 B
PIL [ B T AC PR AL AR S R K. R, ZER S MRS b B BRI AR i B dh
T SCRITE: J2 1 (Y B 228U — e

B Gn, ey T R0 S50RE 8 ) 75 e T I 8, e T 0 R 2 1 U R, O T RO
FZEBRRR . &R TSGR AT A 1B X6 A RIFFE S, W25 SRR REXT T-#4) o i £
T A R R S BRAT AR ) B 22 57, LA B RSP ITE F Y K 22 (Walshe et al. 2008; McAuliffe et al.
2010), 734h, IR RIAE SN EE TR, ZHUGHRICBHER — S50, SHEER
— (Pinto et al. 2010), 5 F5 g e W i 2 X LAER O S 8 BRI IR MG 25 | 18 I8k 1R . Sy fnmg 26
(Pell et al. 2006; Verkhodanova et al. 2019), /™5 52 W %o 8 34 4o 32 7 [ A A2 18 25 B8 14 10 0, 8 1o L 4
HHUE BAA

AV T S i 2 PR 100375 2 A B R 2 3K 1 PR A R 8, 30 I SO 22, DT R (IR 1 R A i MR AN
% B % BF (Laine et al. 1998; # 37 %5 2022), 4k ifif % Wi i85 FH A1 28 b o LA 81 8 18 45 & 1iF (Tourette
syndrome) A LI BE T RES A ZHE Rl 1T B “BE” (coprolalia), T2 H 3 XU HFE & HIHE,
J=H 24138 (Wagner-Altendorf et al. 2019)
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TR A AR 3C B R AT AR — T, BRI/ S8 B (4 S PR B, Bl 5 (o a3 o i Ik
TR L T34 W T B0V 17 2 T v 0 B i L Sg R A TR T T 3 AT N TR A, L HUR AR A
TRE S B, W REAR HR T8 FR AR BE 11 (Levy et al. 2012), 38 {8 35 25 167 1k /f) vk 45 44 S0 I = At <2 B
F-Bt (Perkins 2007: 117-119) . 2, BRI [A] 4y i 38 et A, 5 B A& A0 S8 38 (0 ) i e ), #E28 e
JIMHT SR, 515 S [Rl £ T4 A2 (Laws et al. 2012) .

K ANER ST 2 128 WA, SEAE A oS A R 0 SCEK, A B TR A T
S, X8 it 518 B (L8 A oG PR AESC &, HR N 58 35 I IR L 038 I e 143 28 0
Ko TH, KBS RE AR 58 b i A2 0 — 28, m] G 40 3 18 F B i (%) B, 0037 22 B B i
it
2.1.2 A 5 A IE T HE 28 X

B e FH 2= BRI A1, I RS FH 20 58 B A1 22 oM 5 4 300, DL & SERb R 5 i 4R | 3
I ERE . Hrp, AR RENNEREDRRIE 5 2% SRS MK RIE 2= HE .

I R IE FH 22 30 5 RGBS 7 2# HIR 38 X, SR8 15 B R G UIREIE 5 A 1 BIR FIAE SR 3BT iR
0 E A, AT s T BRGS0 R G AT BEE . BN, Zhu & Huang(2020) 434 T B[ /R %%
VBRI SR HR U T R B TE A S . AR ANE R TR . SR, AR T R Y)
RETE 352, KA D1z X 15 35 058 FH 9 52 i ( Spencer et al. 2009), #8581 4514 il 451 495 55 2 fd )1l R385
A PRAE DI RE (Keegan et al. 2021), DL % B HERFA RIESE T AR E L RERE ) (Kato et al.
2022) %,

Il AR5 24 5 Z S BIE 25 A, MR 2B TE 22 BB A, SRR KB L, A i
BTGB AEE FIB A TR, ¥ K 2 MR LS FNAF 5 B2 U (Perkins 2007; J8 7855 | ¥ 57 A
2023; Muskett & Body 2013) . Z MM SCE 115 B S 5 IR 200 LR UM Rl & A28 35, HEZh
T RS ) A A A

2R 5 R R 58 SRR R vl 24 I R A, S 3 AR 4 A A JE U R i T BB i 28 4k
AR U A A R 2 IR 15 L AT o0 AR 2 T 22 P B P AR A8 Ak 1) e aod R 4L
THLE SRR | R 2019), W AL BR AR SREE . {2 AL FR B | A0 IR (2 R L bRa:
2002), MHRVGEA: DEETERILEEHE G0/, %% A ME . B RS A IR L
T FH B RN FH 3K B8 1 0 & & (Asada et al. 2022; Lee et al. 2017); 2) % %38 AT g )1 A8 kit
2, —ZE O P22 R T I 97 2 4 AR [R)E FH B8 1 19 32 1B 1 32 F1 2 ) (Daniluk & Borkowska 2020;
Hilviu et al. 2022), 55 —2& U )\ “4= #8178 FH 22" 0 (life-span pragmatics; Gerstenberg 2020) 5674 & 4F
NZEBRBE ST 284k, X3 F AR50 “fl /R 57 i 18] 0 o br o, Al B 2 0 DG 2 U FH R AE
SEPEAR G RN L B 3) 22 44 i R 00O 6B 0 (0 28 A 72, 4 Cummings(2016) M A= i J& 38
A EEWT 5T 1 B i 1 i At S e i % .

2.2 Vs BB A 5 5 SP3RIA Jndb 2 A X L——Huh) P i

e PRI FH 2 55 AR BN RITBL 2 G BE22BA, 43 DB BT INEIE L b2 Y 28 SR A
PAFRFE 1 FH AR 2 R A0 5 B i 22 2 R A, S BRAIL ol 4 P g A i
2.2.1 VAL

INJIIE 2 5 6 PR IE FH 27 10 58 S, R N RN A AL, T8 RS 5 IA N RE T 6 R,
ST B HIML I 2 0 4 T o

IZRHIEGT T2 B 4 5 B — i AR 1E 25 VDA S A T B, DA B FH B A R 2 1
INFUSCR o B R, 5 BRS 5C R J0h B J0 4E E 4 ol A A ) B (Weak Central
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Coherence) . 08 HE . $ATIIRE . #H2IA 0 18 45 98715 58 1 I B 5 SR 2 2 %5 (Drury et al. 2018;
Ciray etal. 2022) . /4, Drury et al.(2018) SR AL AT, SATTIRERLO BRT SR BEIE, Sk Bidh sh
WEEEA R LZE B[R] 22 )0R) B 7 451497 Camia et al.(2022) % B AR Ry o PR 2 > BRA 09 N, HoE FH RE
HOEIIS X R Y], SHATYIRE R IE RHTCOCH

T BRI, IR AR 2 [ 7 T & (0 [, WA T D RE S 0 FRERVE G BLRR, 1 A AR
B I B9 ELHEIAEE, B 22 O R BRSOk H AR K48 1787 (Hughes et al. 1994: 477), SEBRIEA
AR R B TR R RIS R A . UL, AH OGRS N W % S S
A5 A3 %) 1 FH RS A Bl 5 2 [] TR
222 ML

X2z 48 D Re AL PO BRI AR 28 2 THI ), (S E AT #2818 LA, fi e
T FH 20 28 T e BRI IE T (S 28 2023), A3 4 “If R 2815 H2%” (clinical neuropragmatics;
Balconi 2010: 15) KL, BIFRTE IR F RS B 2 WL, IR TE 0] 73 R ik

— R 4 5 R A 58 IR TR R 55 I A e 2 LT, an ) iR B . ey =Sk sg iR E o T
A SRR P A S, L TR Y 5 R T S A AR A AT AT 0T 9] X (Kim et al. 2018; Graves et al.
2022; Adamczyk et al. 2017) . 4k, B FAT AR S RVERHIIH LA S5 ( Behavioral Variant Frontotemporal
Dementia, bvFTD) (55 kb FURE R AT RE S 1, A 5538 5 05 Bl S B iR HR 5 e BRB7: (Luzzi et al. 2020)
FAIHE 35 14T W FEA% (Healey et al. 2021) B2 JERL

I3 — 2R ] 2R 58 15 F AR A OC BN Re 0 i p 22 AL . i, SRR T AR D R A B
WA AL RICIZ, P& AR E T I 245 A s 1 S iR R A A IR 1 SR B AR 3L it 2 — (Maguire
2001); H HAE L (A brif B A S5 G L LG BB ) 22800 ¢, MR8 M T R G0 E BRI AT
B RE ) P Rl — (R —#F . P . 5289 2018); TR IG5 2 g ) LE R O R #ig
WU HE A B8 7 32400, FR IR T HATIIREAR S, MR AT e e fe i, L2 A & B2 i 8l k2
A JE (Kaga et al. 2020) .

H AT IE R A 2005 5 2 2 2 BN E AL, HOCT 15 68 1 B G e 28 ML B8 CSRATDSR B0
2.3 e KB F 5 3R AE A0 2 A L RS ST

A B PEAG 12 B RN T TR T 2 UG PR A S 1) B BIF 9T, 5 S Al o 0 55 0 ) BRI 58 AN
], L2 5 o M B e, A 58 222 B A o A/ N1 B R0 S M B R B T
Fh2e B 2 AN NE P2, 3 0 DIF R IPAS T | et 2 A PR ok N 25 i R B A i T
Il RAZYT I A
2.3.1 Lo EH LA

i RIE 22 5.0 B 2= 456, AT Bl o8 )i R 8 2201 A0t VPG T B, 45 D dniil4s +
L1 FTTAL B2 2%, 40: Arcara & Bambini(2016)JF & T i H fig 1 FIA LAl IEAl 5 3% (Assessment of
Pragmatic Abilities and Cognitive Substrates; APACS), A 1 HAE B KA 1 H i) i BOE i A1 P
— B EINAE R A AR RSO s 2) DAk i g [ AR A TR A TR, 4 Qian et al.(2022)
BEVPAL TEE AR L R E I RE ) & B E 5 i 2 (Language Use Inventory, LUD AL, Jf H.
Fa b SR BT MR BE L SO R R AR 3) 3F — 20 R R A R T PP A T Y H A R A, ) dn
Bosco et al.(2012) FF /& 1 32 BRiFA% £ 2 (Assessment Battery for Communication, ABaCo) &, 3 & &
A FH A0 0 T SR 1 B 3 AR ; Mook et al. (2021) R4 T &b L1l B 54752 5 &1
17 (Kagan et al. 2004), & Ji€ th i FH T HIRAE (B8 ML STR KRR RUA, IR A0 1 PF4 2 A5 EE I
Wor# NEERE . BT, I EASRA I & 2 E ML I RIS VAL T HARA X = .
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232t ih A

Il PR AT 2518 A BRI SR Rl A 25 TE B T R 518 RS Z M O R, BB+ 238 bR
RE I, 5 8 FH B RS 0 T i

TEIZAAT , 18 FHBFERS T B GO Jm BT 85 B B, TR O T AT 5 3 5 38 bt R 2 1]
M) ZJ0)9 & = JCH By, WA B B B b i3t o H Bl A8 8 A 28 R o A AR M BSGEE 52 1) R AE
BrAk #1125 (communication partner training), 235 3¢ BR X G2 (49 5. 3) SCRFRE ), %00 H AR By | H £
ZRNEM, O T 200 R AR, BAWY KPR 20036, BrRJE . B9 A5 5 A 1 (Saldert
et al. 2015; Forsgren et al. 2013; Bartolotta & Remshifski 2013; Simmons-Mackie et al. 2010), iS40 A2
FeR S A DL, Q%% (Togher et al. 2004) . A3 FIHL(Tessier et al. 2021) . 458 b1 (Borsatto et al. 2021)
S5 2) HiE v i T B A AR T (B R 38 AR I A S M 28 B SR, A5 2 B 3 3R A5 1 28 B S F R
IR (Travis & Juarez-Paz 2020) ., Ay BEP 3 BEULA 80H) 37 1k F 5 18 28 bR 5K W (Bender et al. 2022 ) 4¢;
3)TE =T H BB O s T 1, 9 A i 9% 22 3Lk vA 7 U 1) B 1o Xk oA 6 R A £ 3 A HL e 4
J A2 b1 (Olthof-Nefkens et al. 2022), X X Ji G & AF S FH U A H 2, [MEHZ B R R T 2 &
B FIRIT IR L b 35355 4) R S SR A BAR A B RS A bR 91, dnili Az j&
FEELESCE A #088 oL sk T A9 AE R SR (Snow et al. 2018; Sowerbutts et al. 2021) .
2.3.3 IAHIE LA

R S HIRE 3 DIAH DG IR, IR A i SE R R e . TR, o FH R0 0 1A
AT 500 B2 45 G A B HTE TR A, A R o8 FH B i 24k 5 T4 8 B R DR 4 3

FEVEAG 7T, IAN T A 00 AR A2 (0 DA S 3R A 1 AR ) 2 00, 35 T AH DG IA N AR ) A .
4, #1232 IR 56 (The Awareness of Social Inference Test, TASIT) % T % 24t & & 1R Fl % 45
B EE J1 5 TR 35 B8 IA HAE 52 B P £ 1l & & % (Arizona Battery for Communication Disorders of
Dementia, ABCD) f13E E 5 1E1E 5 W 1 h&— A S PR BE DI e PE T4 (American Speech-Language-
Hearing Association - Functional Assessment of Communication Skills for Adults, ASHA FACS) 435Il 44
A TIE R 9z A e 5itRi e ) iy irAh .

TR S DU AR G T 388 5 A A KRR O A A R AR B v FH RS o 910, A 5 IR S 1 A
FAis £ 1T F TG RN AE 2 A HIT B A (Nelson et al. 2021); TAHIE HY7 74 (Cognitive Pragmatic Treatment) A
BRI e 7, i B3N 13t . TARICAZ R 8 B8 Il 2k (Parola et al. 2019); A8 Brif FH Il 4k
(Pragmatics of Communication, PragmaCom ) 5| £% T 1% F G 71 & HF (Bambini et al. 2022); ‘#5258 77 fiE
FINZRAT At 2s (85 ) 28 bR (Farag Hassan 2021)
2.4 N2

TSP G R T, I RTE 2 R fif e S [ R e dE 2 B 2D AN i 5 e =X
TEWHR, SHAWE T 29 T F 0 XM IG, KRN RGEURE S5 2R8EH . RRiEH
SPEEA, EE TR RS S AR S TERE | AR BV BIS R RE . XN, W SR | s
BRELES, RFEE BTN AR 22 AP 16 5.0 0 a2 A2 ARG B8RS, MiE
FHEERG RSy PR it TR AT R

DL B &AW SR T T R AR 5T T R 4319, Zead B AME G R S — K, REE X
W AEF AL AR ) T 2B P PR T 2 B ek . Horh, e BARERIE Y J2 Perkins (2007) 1“7 31
M7 (emergentist pragmatics) #lig, A WIE TS R4 I RE AT E S R BAEH T
“FERL MR . 2, Adams(2005) 4 HEEE FIREATAY “th2x ARIANE T = E4EE; Snow &
Douglas(2017: 621) # H 15 HIRE J1 19 “FREGAEEL” | BITE I RE 1 276 O BUERE FnAt SRR R 11
24



HRZT, Mk E 6 PATIIREMAE 2N RER A . DAL PR UL s s R AL 2 PR IR R, (2
RGNS IRYEA L o Perkins & T3 SR HBIE, BE— 4@ h i R AMEIE, 23 0 MR S A
[RME:, RGNS R GEII A AMEE o JA 7855 M1 8 37 88 (2023) . Huang & Che(2023) S5 AIF5E it — 20 At 2
Al TR AME R 2 2R R I RE

A PRI 22 A B RN T o8 35, BFTE A0 A LS BT GRS T rDULAY & R, (E AR R K
JEART, s B AN HAB B A5k

3. IERERAENREERRAE

HEAZERI A R BT B, A 8 A R 50E T R 5 1R 7317 . SSTE T DR ek e 4
T JR I R T8 FH 27 R 5 0 am 2K, iR 5 w5 LA 2 B A BIF 9 5 10 DA SCHE R 2438 SCIL BT I 5 .
ZAEFEAR PG B HEAR A SRR G T rk, JOIRTE SRS | AL R, WSO G K2y
A RHER )

31 AL ARA K

16 M R AT 25 SRR, IR R R B AR O S | e 12 W0R T 101, = B3R BUAE LU T Jr I :

FSRIE 5 REAS AT 45 5 I 0 o ARG e 205 5, T DA TR o FH A0 A 1 38 o 2 o A2 b A b A 1
Ak, 40, Snowdon et al.(1996) 45 G & LT AR R AL T4F 19 B A% 0K H 10 5 11 f5 09l I 285258, 430#
T WESIETNER.

ST 55 S AR a B AR B R 25 6, AT HR ST IR IR A A D AL . i an, K T g
PEILZLAMEE (INIRS) | @G3R IS (MRD) | S04 A0 5 LA (ERPs ) | 51 42 M 28 i 0% (rTMS ) 454
AR5 MERES G, AT W T (9T P74 . 32011 2022) . iz (Jackson et al. 2021) . 32 BRAE J)
(Pereira et al. 2018) | W5 T (Del Goleto et al. 2016) F1 ] 1 4L B (Hauser et al. 2016) A A HIAL T 2
FUIEZE =i

TESIR T2 W40, 45 & ph 28 A FREE AR | JAEERTZE SRR TR R R R S R & . i,
Orso et al.(2020) & B BN PEFTATZE 45 . FRAT DI RERL0 FLC B BIS B E 42 BEA T M i 2N, 4
4FJ7 bvFTD 5 XU T 575 Gollan et al.(2020) & Bl A\ 4L 7 15 A 8 0 IE45 TR A 6 1 BE & 47 ik
HYHG N AB1-42 JERIE AR FIKF- 1Y BARTIT LA

e T, ' TMS © CH A FIE (Enticott et al. 2021) F1F JK %% 15 2R955 (Moreno et al. 2022) i
I RIG YT B, [R AR ENTRS 38 AJ DA 6 20 #f 2 Wi ¥ 7 %% ( Struckmann et al. 2022) . ERPs F13)
REPERZ LR B AR (IMRD) B 5 3L, 38 T PEA 15 FH 1 300 5 125 6 28 DA R KPR ol 2 ) 286 W] 8 P T
HIBR (Zhao et al. 2023)

S 2 A PR AE T FH BT AL HI PR E b A 4538 AN ] sl VR, (B9 38 1 [ ) 7 fie >4
FIHE AR SR PR, I 3 R . B an, 6T fMRIT iR S AT AN TR 3 430 28, R k4863 A 45
% [70) 30 ) e PR i 5 b &7 35 i R R i 504k 0 2 194 i P61 A 328 FH %o Rl 28 2R 9 95 3 114 K T
PEF743 IX.(Moghimi et al. 2022) .

3.2 A B R

B E B, AATHEAUE BHOR, A B T liE B S 51297 B sk, B
Wik o TELIALER 2 2T M ARFR I TR RE (AD VAR & & 19 24 R, A Bt S ALAE 18 4 AR b BRI PR
), o AR S

& BT S A ARIE S AR B, QnSCAR A s bt TH . A shis & R AR S, nT e sh il s /b, 2
T3 HT ST BRI S A B s e AR AT ST R AR, Bl T o RS ) R AR AR IR, I8
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