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Introduction Results _ Discussion
Spearman Correlations & Wilcoxon Signed Rank for Naming Subtests Using Spearman correlations, we
Spearman correlations fOl;“d t';at all subtests L?r ;‘IOUH  Standard noun and verb naming tests (CAT,
and verb naming were hi - -
Noun Naming CAT Verb Naming CAT Nouns Naming NNB Verbs Naming NNB Noun Naming WAB 5 snty NN B, WAB) prOV|de consistent data

intercorrelated.

Noun naming CAT characterizing language recovery from stroke.

* A naming deficit is the most common symptom verb naming GAT 0.8087 ‘ The Wilcoxon Paired Signed Rank
across aphasia subtypes (Goodglass & Wingfield, Noun naming NNB 0.832™ 0.753™ : test showed that participants .
1997). Verb naming NNB I I— - _ oredictably improved in the first * For research and. clinical purposes, r.esults
. . . . : Verb Naming test. compared.
* People with aphasia can show differential Lol Gl g G .
I ' I I I Between ti ints 1 and 2 0.022% 0.234 0.034" 0.034" 0.022*
impairments in verb and noun naming (Piras & etween time points 1an The rate of change for verb
Maraneolo. 2007 Hillis et al.. 2004. Matzie et al. Nouns v. verbs by subtest 0.790 0.377 - . ,
arangolo, 2007; Hillis et al., 2004, Matzig et al, naming underwent the greatest » Descriptively, verb naming showed a steeper
2()()9) Nouns v. verbs across tests 0.354 change in the first year. in a

rate of recovery in the first year compared to
noun naming, which will be further

subset of 8 patients.

* Many naming tests exist, but their _ _ . tioated in th hort "
interrelationship has not been extensively Performance on Standard Noun and Verb-Naming Tests Across Time nvestigated in the LonOTt over time.

explored. Participant 1 Participant 2 Participant 3
100

* The two individuals with suboptimal recovery
had lesions to the posterior temporoparietal
region, where damage is likely to cause poor
recovery of language (Wilson et al., 2022;
Crinion, 2007).

* |tis not fully clear how noun naming ability is
related to verb naming ability as measured by
standardized language tests. 50

25

75

WAB AQ: 42.7 WAB AQ: 92.8 WAB AQ: 85.1

0
m Participant 4 Participant 5 Participant 6

*g * Future studies could investigate the neural
- 20 individuals with aphasia from left = 100 7._. substrates that support differential rates of
hemisphere stroke (time post-onset range: 1 QO 75 - recovery in noun and verb retrieval.
month to 18 years), were given verb and noun L 50 "
naming subtests from the: S
, S 25 References & Support
1. Northwestern Naming Battery (NNB; Cho- O o WAB AQ: 33.8 WAB AQ: 91.4 WAB AQ: 95.8
Reyes & Thompson, 2012) A
: : - ici ici 1 = 3 4 * Corresponding author: pracar@berkeley.edu
2. Comprehensive Aphasia Test (CAT; Swinburn, Participant 7 Participant 8 P 9 P y-eau,
Porter, & Howard, 2004) 100 Subtest Contact for references
3. Western Aphasia Battery (WAB; Kertesz, 2007) 25 ~#- Naming WAB
~e- Noun Naming NNB Supported by: National Institutes of Health (NIDCD
. Spgagman correlat.ions V\éere performed within 50 e Object Naming CAT RO1DCO016345)
and between naming subtests. | - e Verb Naming CAT
. Ip a subset of 8 PWA, we explored changes in the I WAB AQ: 95.7 o Verb Naming NNB
first-year post-stroke (1-, 3-, 12, and 24 months 0 N | DC D
post) using the Wilcoxon Paired Signed Rank test. 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Time Point




