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KEY TAKE AWAY:

o Text-linguistic analysis of spontaneous speech is a promising approach for identifying language alterations in neurodegenerative diseases.
e Not all spontaneous speech tasks are equally informative. Task selection can affect the detection of linguistic changes in neurodegenerative diseases.

BACKGRUND RESULTS

Table | -- Description of participants

The analysis of linguistic markers in the spontaneous speech of individuals Linguistic variables differed
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AD: Alzheimer’s disease; IwND: Individuals without neurological disorders; MMSE: Mini-Mental State
Examination: PD: Parkinson’s disease: SD: Standard deviation *p<0.05; “Kruskall-Wallis test; "Chi-square test.

spontaneous speech and linguistic variables that are sensitive to disease- tasks (Table 2).

specific changes.

Table 2 — Between-group comparisons of the linguistic variables

Variable AD group PD group IwND group Kruskal-Wallis test (p) | Bonferroni test (p)
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METHODS

AD: Alzheimer’s disease; IWND: Individuals without neurological disorders; PD: Parkinson’s disease; SD: Standard deviation *p=<0.05

In intragroup comparisons, significantly better performance was observed in the happy memory
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