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Figure 1 Number of utterances of words uttered during care
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Figure 2~ Comparison of the number of utterances before and
after training
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Table I Changes in care time
HHERT (m : s) WHEH (m:s)
HelE 1 06:35 06:54
BeBRE 2 05:36 09:21
R 3 06:37 06:48
BeBRE 4 06:37 05:54
el 5 06:49 05:42
BeBRE 6 11:48 11:36
e 7 04:57 06:58
BB 8 05:03 05:53
LR 9 05:36 06:52
REa) 06:35 07:20
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Figure 3 Number of words uttered per unit time (seconds)
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Figure 4 Comparison of the number of utterances per unit time

before and after training
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Figure 5 Number of times each subject spoke noun
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Figure 6 Comparison of the number of noun utterances

before and after training
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Figure 7 Frequent nouns and changes
in their frequency of use
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Figure 8  Number of times each subject spoke the verb
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Figure 9 Comparison of verb utterances before and after

training
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Figure 10 Frequent verbs and changes
in their frequency of use
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Figure 11 Number of times each subject

spoke adjectives and interjection
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Figure 12 Comparison of adjectives and interjection

utterances before and after training
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Figure 13 Frequent and adjectives and interjection changes

in their frequency of use
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Figure 14 Changes in the number of utterances

of positive words
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Figure 15 Changes in the number of negative word utterances
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Figure 16 Comparison of the number of utterances of positive

words before and after training
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Figure 17 Comparison of the number of negative word

utterances before and after training
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