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Objectives & BackgroundThe aim of this study is to describe the lingeigterformance
regarding sentence comprehension and productiorten$e/aspect category from the
morphological and semantic point of view, in fluamd non-fluent German aphasia. As the
category of aspect is reflected in German by medirtense morphology (Van Hout et al.,
2005 ; Musan, 2001), the difference between theimiggaction (Prasersimperfektiv) and
the completed past action (Perfel®erfektiv) is tested (Wischer & Habermann, 2004).
Special interest is taken in observing any diffeemnor similarities in verbal processing
between fluent and non-fluent aphasia, since inoritgj of cases the data of non-fluent
aphasia only are available in the literature.
Methods and Results :
The following four tasks were used in the experitnen

- Auditory comprehension task, based on the propeicelof the picture from the four

provided

- Sentence completion task to be filled in with tberect inflected form

- Oral production task , aiming only at the imperifeztvs perfective contrast

- Semantic-ordering task, depicting future, present@ast situation.

On the basis of error analysis it was shown thatespatients tend to replace perfective form
with the imperfective one or ice versa and the mmess difference turned out to be
statistically significant for the fluent patient s&ntence completion and oral production tasks
(p <.003, p<.000, respectively), whereas liernon-fluent aphasic the difference observed
referred to the morphological errors (p < .006, @.603) We believe that such “aspect mixed
up” phenomenon cannot be explained only in termshef complexity of German verbal
morphology since in most of the cases the inflectiare correctly produced. On the other
hand, the non-fluent patient who commited morphicllgerrors, did not seem to have
problems with the aspect differentiation.
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