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i ofe} om Q] o] Q= HISA) SAR ol 5 Hi7] 3
S FAE A= AuLE B 1181 Tk (Loverso er al., 1985; Lover-
so et al., 1988; Loverso et al., 1979). o|&|¢t A= FA| SAM| &
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o)== B VNeST X2 &3} « 2A2 9|

2} Qibo] Q= 1A AL WAL Q1 s eto] g, A
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o] Q= HIFA sAke] UREE}F & T(generalization effect)=
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Table 1. Demographic information on participants with aphasia

Characteristic Participant 1 Participant 2 Participant 3
Gender Male Male Female
Age (yr) 4 70 34
Education (yr) 12 12 16
Post onset (mo) 24 12 25
Lesion Lt. MCA Lt. MCA Lt. MCA
infarction infarction infarction

PK-WAB-R

Aphasia quotient (100) 448 60.4 52.3
Type of aphasia Broca Transcortical motor Broca

MCA=middle cerebral artery; PK-WAB-R=Paradise Korean version-the Western
Aphasia Battery-Revised.

WAB-R A} A} Ao 235 (severity) 7| %52 (moderate) | 4]
Al (severe) @] AH(Kim & Na, 2012), (4) A7} W3- ~39] x}o|7}
Fefeo] mAj= Y-S Fastelr] flsf 754 olstolH, 255t
L EY oo sHEE 7k A tiARC 2 $1ITH(Kang, 2006).
) A1 S50 St G 511 S 2504 0V 1)
dolgor Al oAt A = Table 10f] A48
om, & A= E%% %%QS’J S90S ol 1Y E ITHIRB
No. ewha-202206-0012-01).

N =y
AAZHH|CHHE S ®F2|AE
1] A HZHA S (ASHA) o A= 2R A Bt S X
S Sl vt FAE AAsH= °d°1 A| = }Q‘r Ao H 52}
H 22} (eHelper) & ?I5to] 54 A
5_ AL A ES FF3kaL ok Xﬂitﬂ
3} 2 22K eHelper) & 9171 %‘—iii TFEEe] gl 2
Toll = ZF Ftoll Al F astoial A7E = FETS s
S Appendix 19]] AAEFGICE 2| AR 2 D ﬂx}ﬁﬂ Hoz}
(HxAhE stolg v 27] 102 4, A2 A ES
A 27-& AT FA ol Zrold &= =S skl

el

o rﬁ ot Ji

S X HISK SAt
& AN AREE SA SAL o= WAV 2
W JEE 7= 28 FAKR, Choi 5(2021)9] ALl A E &
AbolEH7] HAHANT)S] F71HE- FAL 3670 E AlefstaL, AHE 1l
71 70% oVl 7RIk FAF 019] 1071 A skt BISA &
A= 24 SAR) oJn|A] Aabdo] 9l EAR, npRIR| 2 AL
H %= 7} 70% o)Akl THIE o] 3] 107)2 AAs .0, 24 SALe}
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Figure 1. Example of action naming test: cut.

Table 2. Participant’s performance on treated verb task

Table 3. Participant’s performance on untreated verb task

Baseline Treatment Maintain Effect size Baseline Treatment Maintain Effect size
Participant 1 3(0) 299(26.7) 787 (5.1) 216 Participant 1 7(35) 19.9(16.2) 46.7 (9.5) 12
Participant 2 12(1.7) 35.3(26.4) 77.7(5.0) 386 Participant 2 13.3(10.0) 222(11.7) 39.3(10.5) 26
Participant 3 16.3(5.8) 50.5(26.3) 93.3(6.5) 133 Participant 3 14.3(5.2) 36.6(21.1) 65.7(10.7) 99

Values are presented as mean (SD).
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Values are presented as mean (SD).
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Figure 2. Participant 1's performance on naming task (%).
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Table 4. Participant’s CIU rate and other utterance analysis elements before
(pre) and after (post) treatment

Participant 1 Participant2  Participant 3

Pre  Post Pre Post Pre  Post
CIU rate (%) 64 77 32 85 80 96
Total number of utterances " 6 " 8 " 12
Total number of words 20 13 56 27 78 79
Words per minute 9 7 19 9 16 40
Mazes per minute 2 1 3 0 6 2
ClUs per minute 6 B 6 8 13 38

ol APAZA el H]8 K-BNTO] 47} Z7VaHgict APAZAL A]
Yo A4= 18.3 (SD=5.5)0]9) 0L AFZZ Ao A= Hf 28.7
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Figure 3. Participant 2's performance on naming task (%).
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Table 5. Participant’s K-BNT score and performance on the ANT before (pre)
and after (post) treatment

Participant 1 Participant 2 Participant 3

Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post

K-BNT (score) 18 31 13 20 24 35
ANT (%) 42 58 58 92 B8 92
Unergative verb 57 57 57 85 71 100
Unaccusative verb 75 75 50 100 50 75
Monotransitive verb 23 69 77 92 69 100
Ditransitive verb 42 42 42 92 25 83

K-BNT =Korean version-Boston Naming Test (Kim & Na, 1997); ANT =action nam-
ing test.

https://doi.org/10.12963/csd.22911
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Participant 1 Participant 2 Participant 3

Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post

COWAT (score)

Animal 3 6 3 3 10 10
Store 3 4 3 7 7 9
Verb Fluency (score) 0 5 0 2 1 9

COWAT =Controlled Oral Word Association Test (Kang et al., 2000).

Aol Wl SAF A8 A9 et SIS AR AR
A3} Bt 0.33(SD =0.6)0]%1 21 ARF-HAl| A= 53(SD=3.5)
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Table 7. Participant’s K-WAB score before (pre) and after (post) treatment

Participant 1 Participant 2 Participant 3

Pre  Post Pre Post Pre  Post
Aphasia quotient 448 487 604 739 523 734
Spontaneous speech 7 8 9 12 i 16
Auditory comprehension 66 6.95 85 905 675 74
Repetition 32 38 76 9.2 26 52
Naming 56 56 5.1 6.7 58 8.1
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