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Effect of Delayed Repetition on Phonemic Paraphasia

Yoshihiro Watanabe®, Kikuko Yokoi**, Hisashi Okada***,

Tomomi Suzuki****, Kazuhiko Kakehi*****

*Department of Speech Therapy, Nagoya National Hospital and
Graduate School of Human Informatics, Nagoya University
**Department of Speech Therapy, Nagoya National Hospital
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Phonemic paraphasia was investigated for
three Wernicke aphasic patients, using delayed and
non-delayed repetition and reading aloud tests for a
2-4 mora non-word. Phonemic paraphasia increases
in delayed repetition comparing with in non-de-
layed repetition for two of the three patients. This
indicates that delayed repetition influence some pa-
tients for the phonemic paraphasia. The phonemic
paraphasia of the rest patient was affected differ-
ently by the position of mora in a word compairing

with that for other two patients. This indicates
that the three patients had different mechanism for
the phonemic paraphasia. The results were ex-
plained using a revised Caplan model that had
“sound planning” and “phonological output buffer” .
Due to the model the cause of each phonemic para-
phasia was refered to a sound planning impair-
ment, a phonological output buffer impairment, and
a mixture of the preceding two impairments, re-
spectively.

(Japanese Journal of Neuropsychology 15; 116-123, 1999)



