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[Abstract] Objective  To study the neurolinguistic manifestations and pathogenesis of cortical aphasia.
Methods Sixty-seven cases of cortical aphasia caused by cerebrovascular diseases were studied. Neurolinguistic ex-
aminations were performed with ABC method and supplementary grammar test in two weeks after the onset of aphasia.
CT image standardization and brain electrical activity mapping (BEAM) were performed in all patients.  Results
The lesions in the motor aphasics (BA) were beyond the Broca aera. Similar Broca area lesions could be found in the
transcortical motor aphasics (TCMA ), but were usually mild. The extent of lesions of the sensory aphasics (WA)
varied greatly. The lesion in the transcortical mixed aphasics (TMA) was between that in TCMA and transcortical
sensory aphasics (TCSA). Patients with BA and TCMA manifested tonic and phonemic disturbances, disturbances in
understanding of functional words and passive sentences. The patients with WA and TCSA manifested key words dis-
turbances, especially the abilities for retrieval of nouns with many aynonyms, and disturbances in understanding of
active and passive sentences. Conclusion Different types of lesions of the aphasics are related to different locations
of the brain. Various types of aphasia have their own unique neurolinguistic characteristics which can provide objec-
tive evidences for making rehibilitation plans.
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