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Language abilities, particularly naming, remain relatively preserved over a 4-year follow-up in DLB, contrasting with the marked
and progressive decline observed in AD. In DLB, naming appears increasingly correlated to executive functions rather than semantic integrity,
highlighting distinct language trajectories and neurocognitive profiles between the two pathologies.
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This score was not included in this figure but was included in the statistical analyses.
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Main outcomes . . . .
- naming (DO-80) - 2-min verbal fluency (letter, semantic) 4) Correlations with naming (DO-80) ) —
- verbal memory (RL/RI-16) - executive functions (FAB, TMT-B) - FAB: increasing positive correlation in DLB (rho 0.416—0.578)
Also present Figure 3. DO-80 scores for each group at each visit.

- visuospatial functions (VOSP)

MMSE: increasing positive correlation in DLB; CONCLUSION

Statistical analyses VOSP: correlated in DLB at baseline and M24 only

- Linear Mixed Models (LMM) - longitudinal trajectories (Visit x Group) Distinct language trajectories in DLB compared to AD.
adjusted for age/sex/education EpiSOdiC memory (RL/RI'1 6): correlation with free recall in DLB,

DLB: naming relatively preserved vs. AD: global collapse

Letter/semantic fluency: correlated with naming in both groups;

- Spearman correlations - transversal cognitive associations
L> Increasingly relies on executive control, not semantic integrity

B Highlights value of longitudinal language assessment to
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