10

2015 1 2016 2

10
88.6 % 19/80 23.8%
19
11/19 2
13/19
A.
ADSD
1 ADSD
10
ADSD
ADSD
Erickson? Cannito? ADSD
2 4
2
8
ADSD
O O
B.
8x 10 80




10
10
1
FUVIE o mmE AR
ERuE
S
1§ 1§ 1&0 1§k
(RE) (FE (FRED (fRE)
b5
1
3
5
2
HRIEOBCAGEDICERT (5#2LIA)
EEENZO&EDIFTIZEN
—— 2
Y BA
2.
1
88.6%
C. 1
80 19 23.8%
2
1
1

77> MaED

FET T s

SPAIE D20
BUEASHITE

(5] F1E-—73 4
B & $£2E-5 5
= RE B1F-5 1
255 E2T—3 1
=5 F1t-3 0
i 15 E2E-5 5
F.—'g.n: B gE1t—73 1
fib E2E-5 2
5t 19

1.

D.
ADSD

Ericksonb ADSD

that
ADSD

Cannito 2
Visual analog scale (VAS)

ADSD

ADSD




ADSD

ADSD

1) Erickson ML: Effects of voicing and
syntactic complexity on sign expression
in adductor spasmodic dysphonia. Am J
Speech Lang Pathol, 12:416-424, 2003

2) Cannito MP, Chorna LB, Kahane JC,
Dworkin JP: Influence of consonant
voicing characteristics on sentence
production in abductor versus adductor
spasmodic  dysphonia. J  Voice;
28:394.e13-394.e22, 2014

3)

spasmodic dysphonia:

SD

43: 154-159,

2002.
4) 2
64-84

1989
F
1

1 ) )

57: 391-397, 2016.
2
1)
- - 117

5 2016,

2) Seori Yanagida, Noriko Nishizawa, Hiromitsu
Hatakeyama et al. : Acoustic features and
auditory perceptual evaluation in Japanese
Adductor Spasmodic Dysphonia. 30" World
Congress of the International Association of
Logopedics and Phoniatrics, August 2016,
Dublin

3) ’ ’
. 61 11
2016,
4) ]
61 11 2016,
5) :
- 11 2016,
G
1
2
3



