Dementia and Neurocognitive Disorders 2013; 12: 41-46
http://dx.doi.org/10.12779/dnd.2013.12.2.41

BEUA o] A A

B2 - MRS FKIE
oL X+
—1-O

O|ZtOqRtTHSt . CHstel ofa|staf
OlSto{ATHS i ofmst Am
nrolzd QHMEH - OfSHRITHE W
oSk lofa|staf

Received: April 26,2013
Revision received: June 25,2013
Accepted: June 25,2013

Address for correspondence

Jee Eun Sung, Ph.D.

Department of Communication Disorders, Ewha
Womans University, 52 Ewhayeodae-qgil,
Seodaemun-gu, Seoul 120-750, Korea

Tel: +82-2-3277-2208

Fax: +82-2-3277-2120

E-mail: jeesung@ewha.ac.kr

*The work was supported by the Ewha Global
Topb Grant 2013 of Ewha Womans University.

M B

A71ee A

ZAx=21)Aof(mild cognitive impairment, MCI) &=

SI7F TS AN DAY -5 (Activities of Daily Living, ADL)2] A
SP7F R A] o= *Jﬂ%‘ ‘?jfﬁ}”ﬂl 7/ = atet vl o] et

A(amnestic)/H] 7] 214 (non-amenes-

(multlple domam)_O_E ?—-‘ﬂrE]h

=

D)° 2 Hglo ]ULOIE]L' 05 im'f:qx:] E]’Z,&ﬂ—ﬂ]—/\-] MCI
o] 27] 71l Aeke 271 x]uH o] 2= ok ofuk-L- oJ5) He a5}

© 2013 Korean Dementia Association

M ORIGINAL ARTICLE =

! 541 0191990 W2 fEo|SThY] a5

Noun-Verb Dissociation in a Confrontation Naming Task for Persons
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Background: The concept of Mild Cognitive Impairment (MCI) refers to a transitional period between nor-
mal aging and clinically demented state such as Alzheimer’s disease. Detection of individuals with MCl is
critical for prognosis of the disease progression and treatment of patients at risk. The current study manipu-
lated linguistic complexity in naming nouns and verbs to examine whether the linguistically different entities
contribute to differentiating individuals with MCI from normal elderly adults. Specific aims of the study are 1)
to investigate the noun-verb dissociation in naming between the MCI and normal control groups and 2) to
examine the differential effects between the groups depending on the linguistic subtypes of nouns (animate
vs. inanimate) and verbs (the argument structure). Methods: Twenty normal elderly individuals and 19 indi-
viduals with MClI participated in this study. A confrontation naming task was employed. Nouns were divided
into the two subtypes (animate vs. inanimate), and verbs were classified into the three subtypes depending
on the number of argument (1-place, 2-place, and 3-place). Results: Results revealed that there were sig-
nificant differences between the groups, indicating that individuals with MCI showed worse performance on
naming in general than the control group. Furthermore, the MCI group presented differentially impaired
performance on verbs than nouns compared to the control group. Conclusions: The results from the cur-
rent study suggested that performance on a verb confrontation naming task could serve as a sensitive in-
dex to differentiate the MCI group from normal aging group.
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of Normal aging group and MCl

Normal aging (n=20) MCl (n=19) F
Age (yn) 734(57) 72.1(8.1) 0333
Sex (M/F) 6/14 4/15 -
Education (yr) 835 (4.6) 69(33) 1.180
*p<005.
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Table 2. Descriptive analyses of accuracy rate on Noun and Verb naming
in two groups

Normal aging (n=20) MCl(n=19)

Mean SD Mean SD
Noun 955 154 88.15 158
Verb 835 283 6947 29
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Fig. 1. Accuracy rate on noun and verb naming in two groups.

Table 3. Descriptive analyses of accuracy rate on two subtypes of noun

Normal aging (n=20) MCl (h=19)

Mean SD Mean SD
Animate 98 146 91.84 149
Inanimate 93 205 84.21 211
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Fig. 2. Accuracy rate on subtype of verb in two groups.

Table 4. Descriptive analyses of accuracy rate on three subtypes of verb

Normal aging (n=20) MCl (n=19)

Mean SD Mean SD
1 placed verb 87 305 7473 313
2 placed verb 855 3.36 7263 3.96
3 placed verb 78 3.50 61.05 359
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