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[ Abstract)

cits in the patients with Chinese agrammatism after left-hemisphere stroke.

Objective  To investigate the characteristics and the mechanism of syntactic comprehension defi-
Methods
agrammatism and 30 normal subjects were examined by the standardized Aphasia Battery in Chinese (ABC) and the
Results

matism Battery tasks, there was significant difference between the two groups in terms of completion of all kinds of

Thirty patients with Chinese
Chinese Agrammatism Battery (CAB) and the short-term memory task. In test with the Chinese Agram-

sentences (P <0.01) except the sentences with active voice (P >0.05). In the test with the short-term memory

task, the score was significantly lower in patients with Chinese agrammatism as compared with that of the control

group(P <0.01).
tied to the trace deletion and the bad working memory.
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Conclusion Agrammatic patients had serious deficits in syntactic comprehension, which were

Syntactic comprehension deficit
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