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Basic Cognitive Abilities of Developmental Stutterers in Processing Chinese Character SONG Lu-ping, PENG Dan-ling , NING
Ning. Beijing Churity HOSpitul, School of Rehabilitation , Capitul Medical University , China Rehabilitation Research Center,
Bei]‘ing 100068 , China

Abstract :  Objective To examine the performance of develop mental stutterers in processing Chinese character to determine their
basic cognitive abilities of Chinese language . Methods The reaction time and error rates of developmental stutterers and fluent speak-
ers were compared when they performed orthographic, phonetic and se mantic judging tasks in the manual reaction time paradigm .
Results The differences of reaction time in orthographic, phonetic and se mantic judg ment and the error rates in orthographic and se-
mantic judg ment between both groups were not significant( P> 0. 05) ; however, the difference of error rate in phonetic judg ment be-
tween the both groups were nearly significant ( P=0. 053) . Conclusion The only disability existed in develop mental stutterers see ms
to be the in phonetic abstracting or encoding processes , which is partly in accordance with the covert repair hypothesis .
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