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B Abstract

Ecological validity of Standard Language Test of Aphasia (SLTA)

Yoshitoshi Kuroda* Riko Kuroda**

The ecological validity of the Standard Language Test of Aphasia (SLTA) was examined by
developing a questionnaire about the everyday language ability of aphasic patients. The questionnaire
consisted of three items concerning receptive ability and three items about expressive ability.
Language performances of 22 aphasics were assessed by both SLTA and the questionnaire, posed to
hospital staff who have frequent conversations with the subjects. In order to gain reliable data, three
staff members were asked to rate each subject, and their mean score was calculated.

Global rating scores for the SLTA showed strong correlations with both the receptive (r=0.86)
and expressive scores (r=0.67) on the questionnaire. These results seem to support the SLTA’s
ecological validity. However, upon looking at the relationships between scores of 25 items on the
SLTA and the questionnaire, complex relationships are revealed. Receptive scores on the question-
naire have strong correlations not only with items of oral comprehension but also with items of oral
expression, reading comprehension and writing on the SLTA. Items having strong correlations with
expressive scores on the questionnaire were mostly involved with modality of oral expression in the
SLTA. These results indicate that some items of oral expression in the SLTA have exclusive
relationships to some extent with expressive scores on the questionnaire, but items of oral comprehen-
sion in the SLTA do not exhibit such exclusive relationships.

These results were discussed in terms of the SLTA’s ecological validity in clinical use. While the
SLTA appears to predict everyday language ability of aphasics in a global context, its predictive
validity of performance in terms of language modality is limited especially with respect to receptive
ability.

*Department of Rehabilitation, Amakusa Daiichi Hospital. 3413-6 Imagama-shinmachi, Hondo-shi, Kumamoto 863-0013, Japan
**Department of Rehabilitation, Amakusa Jikei Hospital
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