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Evaluation of Cognitive-communication Ability for Chinese Youngsters Aged 20-30 Years

WANG Xiu-yi', FENG Hui-yan', ZHOU Yun’, CHEN Ling-juan', HE Yong', BI Yan-chao', HAN Zai-zhu'

1. State Key Laboratory of Cognitive Neuroscience and Learning, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, Chi-
na; 2. Departmet of Neurology, Beijing Tiantan Hospital, Capital Medical University, Beijing 100050, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the cognitive-communication ability of people aged 20-30 years in China. Methods 139 normal
participants took part in the Cookie Theft test. 8 different indexes were used to analyze the language samples. These indexes were total
words number, the percentage of incorrect statement, dysfluencies, providing structure support, repetition, content units, elaborations of con-

tent units and irrelevancies. Results The rater consistence reliability was 1, 0.89, 0.85, 0.93, 0.92, 0.98, 0.98, 0.62, respectively. Conclusion

The norms have acceptable reliability.

Key words: cognitive-communication impairment; Chinese young norms; Cookie Theft test
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