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ABSTRACT 

Background: Progressive supranuclear palsy and corticobasal syndromes (PSPS-CBS) as well as 
nonfluent/agrammatic primary progressive aphasia (naPPA) are often due to misfolded 4-repeat Tau, but 

the diversity of the associated speech disorders beyond Apraxia of Speech (AoS) is poorly understood.  

Objective: Investigate the full range of acoustic and lexical properties of speech to test the hypothesis 
that PSPS-CBS show a subset of speech impairments found in naPPA. 

Methods: Acoustic and lexical measures, extracted from natural, digitized semi-structured speech 

samples using novel, automated methods, were compared in PSPS-CBS (n=87), naPPA (n=25) and 
healthy controls (HC, n=41). We also explored speech in a group of PSPS-CBS patients with concomitant 

naPPA (PSPS-CBS+naPPA, n=8). We related these measures to grammatical performance and speech 

fluency, core features of naPPA, and to cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) phosphorylated tau (pTau) in patients 

with available biofluid. 
Results: Both naPPA and PSPS-CBS speech had shorter speech segments, longer pauses, higher pause 

rate, reduced fundamental frequency (f0) range, and slower speech rate compared to HC. naPPA speech 

was distinct from PSPS-CBS with shorter speech segments, more frequent pauses, slower speech rate, and 
reduced verb production. In both groups, acoustic duration measures generally correlated with speech 

fluency and grammatical performance. PSPS-CBS+naPPA resembled naPPA in most speech measures 

and had the narrowest f0 range. CSF pTau levels correlated with f0 range and verb production in PSPS-

CBS and naPPA. 
Conclusion: The speech pattern of PSPS-CBS overlaps that of naPPA apart from AoS, and may be 

related to CSF pTau.     
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INTRODUCTION 

 

Progressive supranuclear palsy syndrome and corticobasal syndrome (PSPS-CBS) are 

both frontotemporal degeneration (FTD) spectrum disorders commonly associated with 

underlying 4-repeat tau pathology with mean age of onset in the 60s and 7-year life expectancy. 

PSPS-CBS are noted for prominent extrapyramidal motor symptoms and higher cognitive 

dysfunction, with MRI cerebral atrophy and glucose-PET hypometabolism in subcortical 

structures and frontal cortex, sometimes extending to temporal and parietal areas [1-4].  

While researchers often focus on motor symptoms in PSPS-CBS, cognitive symptoms are 

increasingly recognized. These symptoms may include deficits in executive, visuo-spatial, 

memory, social, and language functions. Speech abnormalities have focused on apraxia of 

speech (AoS), but can also include difficulty with naming, word finding, and phonological 

expression as well as dysfluent, slow, slurred, and hypophonic speech [5-9]. Sometimes patients 

present with concomitant nonfluent/agrammatic variant of primary progressive aphasia (naPPA) 

[1-3].  

naPPA, an FTD disorder which also frequently has underlying tau pathology [10,11], is 

characterized by AoS, but also includes slow, dysfluent, effortful speech, agrammatism, speech-

sound errors, and reduced pitch range and verb production [12-19]. Rare case studies and small 

series reporting PSPS-CBS patients with concomitant naPPA show that patients can have severe 

speech impairments, like those found in naPPA. Such patients can either present with PSPS-CBS 

or naPPA at onset, and motor and cognitive symptoms vary depending on the primary 

presentation [20-31].   
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In the context of these observations, there is an on-going debate regarding the source of 

speech and language impairments in PSPS-CBS, attributing these to either cognitive or motor 

mechanisms. Many studies focus on motor speech abnormalities such as dysarthria and AoS, but 

do not investigate potential cognitive effects on speech. Studies directly comparing PSPS-CBS 

and naPPA would be important to improve our understanding of the underlying mechanisms of 

speech impairment. However, studies directly comparing speech and language impairments in 

these disorders are rare and often rely on neuropsychological tests and subjective assessments 

[25,28,30,31,32].  

This study aims to characterize speech and language in PSPS-CBS compared to healthy 

controls (HC) and naPPA and to relate speech markers to underlying cognitive mechanisms and 

cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) levels of phosphorylated tau (pTau), thought to be a marker of 

underlying neuropathology [33]. Utilizing novel automated techniques to analyze speech from a 

picture description task, we quantified speech markers, including acoustic measures such as 

pitch, speech and pause segment durations, and pause rate, as well as lexical measures such as 

partial word, verb and noun productions. We hypothesized that acoustic and lexical properties of 

speech in PSPS-CBS would form a spectrum with naPPA. PSPS-CBS was thus expected to 

exhibit higher pause rate and reduced speech segment duration, pitch range, and speech rate, 

reduced verb production, and produce more partial words than healthy controls. We also directly 

compared PSPS-CBS with naPPA, and separately examined a subgroup of PSPS-CBS patients 

with concomitant naPPA (PSPS-CBS+naPPA). We further hypothesized these speech markers 

would correlate with CSF pTau levels. 
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METHODS 

 

Study Population 

We examined 153 native English speakers with PSPS (n=41), CBS (n=46), and naPPA 

(n=25), and healthy controls (HC, n=41). Patients were examined at the Hospital of the 

University of Pennsylvania by experienced neurologists (MG, DJI) and the clinical phenotype 

was reviewed in a multidisciplinary consensus conference according to published criteria 

[1,3,15,34]. All patients were assessed between January 2000 and June 2019. Some of the naPPA 

patients have been reported previously, but not in comparison to PSPS-CBS [12-14,17,18,35]. 

We excluded cases with other neurological (e.g. vascular disease, hydrocephalus, head trauma), 

medical (e.g. infectious, inflammatory, metabolic) or primary psychiatric (e.g. psychosis, major 

depression, bipolar) conditions that could confound our observations. We excluded 4 patients 

with PSPS-CBS diagnosis because it was not clear whether the primary diagnosis was PSPS or 

CBS. Demographic and clinical characteristics of the patient groups are summarized in Table 1. 

We combined patients with PSPS and CBS who did not have concomitant naPPA (PSPS-CBS, 

n=87) since these groups were matched for sex, age, education, and disease duration, and their 

speech characteristics were similar (Supplementary Table 1). However, since MMSE scores 

differed in PSPS and CBS patients (t=2.71, p=0.009, 95% confidence interval (CI) 0.74 to 4.88), 

we also compared PSPS and CBS groups separately for speech and language impairments (see 

supplementary material). PSPS-CBS and naPPA also were matched for education, sex, age, and 

disease duration. Evaluation of MMSE scores with Tukey pairwise comparisons showed that 

PSPS-CBS (p<.001) and naPPA (p<.001) were impaired compared to HC (F=16.32, 95% CI 

0.08 to 0.31), but the patient groups did not differ from each other.  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 20, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.18.20197657doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.18.20197657


DIGITAL SPEECH ANALYSIS IN PSPS AND CBS 
 

5 
 

To investigate how a combination of underlying motor and cognitive impairment can 

affect speech and language patterns, we explored speech characteristics in a small, separate 

group of patients with PSPS-CBS and concomitant naPPA (PSPS-CBS+naPPA, n=8), who were 

not included in the PSPS-CBS or naPPA patient groups. We excluded one patient with CBS, 

naPPA, and concomitant behavioral variant frontotemporal degeneration to constrain the sub-

analysis to PSPS-CBS with a concomitant naPPA diagnosis. PSPS-CBS+naPPA were matched 

demographically with both patient groups.  

This study complies with guidelines on human experimentation. All participants were 

enrolled in study protocols and participated in an informed consent procedure in accordance with 

the Declaration of Helsinki approved by the Institutional Review Board of the University of 

Pennsylvania. The appropriate institutional forms have been archived. 

 

Experimental speech task 

We used the same methodology to acquire a semi-structured speech sample as employed 

in our previous studies [13,14,18,36,37,42]. Briefly, an interviewer instructed participants to 

describe the Cookie Theft scene from the Boston Diagnostic Aphasia Examination [38] in as 

much detail as they could and using full sentences. The interviewer prompted the participants to 

continue speaking if they were silent for more than 10 s, while aiming to minimize interruptions 

and speech overlap with participant’s speech. Total recording mean duration was 70.9 s (range 

15.1-156.6 s). Longitudinal recordings were excluded, and only the earliest recordings of 

participants were analyzed. Recordings were obtained digitally in a quiet room with minimal 

background noise and stored as .wav files.  

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 20, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.18.20197657doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.18.20197657


DIGITAL SPEECH ANALYSIS IN PSPS AND CBS 
 

6 
 

Acoustic analysis  

We used the same methodology as published previously to analyze the digitized speech 

samples [18,36,37,42]. Briefly, a speech activity detector (SAD), developed at the University of 

Pennsylvania Linguistic Data Consortium (LDC), automatically segmented the acoustic signal 

into speech and non-speech (silent pause) segments [39,40]. The output was manually reviewed 

in Praat [41] to validate the accuracy of the automated algorithm and corrections were sparse. 

We manually labelled out interviewer’s speech as well as cough, laughter, and background noise 

that interrupted speech in order to minimize pitch tracking errors.  

Using an R script, we extracted and calculated acoustic measures, including mean speech 

segment duration, mean pause segment duration, and pause rate (number of pauses per minute 

over total speaking time) from the SAD, and excluded silences at the beginning and end of 

recordings. We tracked the fundamental frequency (f0) range of the participant using Praat’s 

pitch tracker. Pitch tracking provided f0 estimates for each 10 milliseconds in Hertz during 

continuous speech segments. We transformed f0 range to the semitone (ST) scale, a relative 

logarithmic scale and focused on the participants’ trimmed f0 range, which represents pitch 

range as described in our previous studies [18,36,37,42]. We reviewed all participants with a 

pitch range 1.5 SD above or below the group mean and found 23 participants with substantial 

“creaky voice” or substantial background noise. These vocal characteristics carry a high 

probability for pitch‐tracking errors, so we excluded these participants from further analyses of 

f0 range (HC, n=5; PSPS, n=5; CBS, n=8; naPPA, n=5; PSPS-CBS+naPPA, n=1).  
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Lexical semantic analyses 

We used the same methodology as previously reported to perform an analysis of part of 

speech (POS) [35,42] to automatically tag POS of the Cookie Theft descriptions [43,44]. Briefly, 

spaCy [44] uses the Penn Treebank [45] to map words onto tags from the Google Universal POS 

tag set [46]. Characteristics of naPPA [15] include non-fluent speech, speech errors, and 

grammatical errors and simplifications, and we analyzed patients’ speech for these 

characteristics. Speech rate (words per minute, wpm), a measure of speech fluency, was 

calculated automatically by adding up word counts for each recording from the spaCy output, 

then dividing by total recording time, excluding interviewer speech. Word categories included 

adjective, preposition, adverb, coordinating conjunction, determiner, filler, noun, numeral, 

particle, pronoun, proper noun, verb, partial word, as well as tokens that could not be identified 

by the language model. These tokens were annotated as “X,” and upon manual inspection 

consisted mostly of partial words and thus named “partial words” in our analyses. We also 

analyzed verb use because of the close relationship between this POS and grammatical 

expression, and we selected nouns as a control category that is less closely related to 

grammatical expression. In our analyses, instances of partial words, verbs, and nouns per 100 

words were calculated to control for speech sample size.  

We previously performed manual coding for measures of “grammatical performance,” 

reflecting the grammatical complexity of participants’ utterances [13]. We selected two such 

grammatical measures that were previously linked to naPPA speech [12,13,14,18]: dependent 

clauses per 100 utterances (DC) and percentage of utterances that are well-formed sentences 

(WFS). We calculated the average of the values, in order to minimize ceiling and floor effects. 
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These measures were used in the clinical correlations described below to validate our novel 

automated speech markers.  

 

Cerebrospinal fluid phosphorylated tau analysis 

We analyzed CSF samples that were available in a subset of patients, including PSPS-

CBS (n=50; PSPS=26 and CBS=24),  naPPA (n=11), and PSPS-CBS+naPPA (n=5). As 

previously reported [33], CSF was analyzed using two platforms - Luminex xMAP or Innotest 

ELISA (which is then transformed to the Luminex scale). We previously associated CSF levels 

of pTau directly with pathologic burden of tau in our autopsy cohort [33]. Using a pathologically 

validated algorithm, we screened patients for possible underlying AD pathology with the ratio 

pTau/Aβ<0.09 [33]. This screening left us with 47 patients (PSPS-CBS, n=34, including 

PSPS=21 cases and CBS=13; naPPA, n=9; PSPS-CBS+naPPA, n=4) whose CSF profiles 

suggest underlying FTLD pathology. 

 

Statistical analysis 

All statistical analyses were conducted using R v.3.6.3, RStudio v.1.2.5033 [47]. We 

evaluated normal distribution of speech variables using Kernel density and Q-Q plots. Levene’s 

test revealed violations of homogeneity of variances for pause segment duration, pause rate, 

partial words, and nouns, so we used non-parametric tests, including the Kruskal-Wallis test to 

compare groups on acoustic, lexical, and grammatical performance. Pairwise comparisons 

between groups were calculated with the Mann-Whitney test with a 95% CI. For comparisons 

between groups, unless otherwise stated, all differences are significant at least at the two-tailed 

level p<0.05 and the p-value was adjusted using a False Discovery Rate (FDR) correction for 
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multiple comparisons. Since speech rate included two PSPS-CBS outliers (at 232 wpm and 289 

wpm), we checked to see if removing these outliers had leverage on our results. They had no 

leverage on regression results, so we report results including these outliers. In RStudio, 

additional packages were used [48-54]. 

To investigate the relationship between acoustic-lexical markers and cognitive deficits 

and because naPPA is characterized by grammatical simplification and slowed speech [15], we 

performed linear regression analyses where each acoustic-lexical marker was the outcome 

(dependent) measure, and grammatical performance and speech rate (each was used in a separate 

model) were the main predictors (independent variable) in a cohort that included both main 

patient groups (PSPS-CBS and naPPA). We first examined group interactions with grammatical 

performance or speech rate (eg. [speech marker] ~ [grammatical score] + [group] + [grammatical 

performance X group]). We eliminated the interaction term when no interaction was found. We 

used natural logarithmic transformations to normalize skewed data when examining speech and 

pause segment durations in regressions, relating these markers to grammatical performance and 

speech rate. Regression models were validated by viewing the residual plots. 

To link the speech markers with probable underlying pathology, we used linear 

regression models where CSF pTau level (transformed to the natural log) was the dependent 

variable. We ran a separate model for each speech marker as predictor (independent variable). 

We controlled for potential confounders including age and the time interval between the speech 

sample collection and CSF collection (-62.7-106.7 weeks). We checked residual plots to validate 

the models.  

In an exploratory analysis exploring speech markers in a group with combined PSPS-

CBS+naPPA, we compared their speech markers to those of the main patient groups, using the 
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Mann-Whitney test. Due to the small sample size the results of this exploratory analysis were not 

robust for corrections and thus we report uncorrected p-values. 
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RESULTS  

 

Acoustic results 

Table 2 summarizes acoustic, lexical, and grammatical characteristics of participants. 

Pairwise comparisons of acoustic markers revealed that, compared to HC, PSPS-CBS had shorter 

speech segments (W=722, p<.001, 95% CI -0.77 to -0.4, Fig. 1A), longer pause segments 
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(W=2914, p<.001, 95% CI 0.46 to 0.98, Fig. 1B), higher pause rate (W=2814, p<.001, 95% CI 

9.29 to 18.15, Fig. 1C), and reduced f0 range (W=975, p=.03, 95% CI -1.84 to -0.18, Fig. 1D).  

Compared to HC, naPPA also had shorter speech segments (W=110, p<.001, 95% CI -

1.1 to -0.59, Fig. 1A), longer pause segments (W=761, p=.001, 95% CI 0.18 to 0.74, Fig. 1B), 

higher pause rate (W=899, p<.001, 95% CI 17.93 to 33.38, Fig. 1C), and reduced f0 range 

(W=186, p=.007, 95% CI -2.62 to -0.62; Fig. 1D).  

Compared to naPPA, PSPS-CBS patients produced longer speech segments (W=671, 

p=.004, 95% CI 0.09 to 0.41) and had reduced pause rate (W=1526, p=.002, 95% CI -20.42 to -

4.37).  

An exploratory analysis of PSPS-CBS+naPPA revealed an acoustic pattern similar to that 

of naPPA. Like naPPA, PSPS-CBS+naPPA had shorter speech segments (W=200, p=.048, 95% 

CI -0.58 to -0.004) and higher pause rate compared to PSPS-CBS (W=504, p=.037, 95% CI 1.03 

to 28.64). PSPS-CBS+naPPA also produced shorter pause segments (W=193, p=.038, 95% CI -

1.07 to -.03) and showed reduced f0 range compared to PSPS-CBS (W=144, p=.054, 95% CI -

2.7 to 0.02), but not naPPA (Supplementary Figure 1).  

 

Lexical results  

Compared to HC, PSPS-CBS had a slower speech rate (W=486, p<.001, 95% CI -71.36 

to -46.22, Fig. 2A) and produced more nouns (W=2282.5, p=.033, 95% CI 0.55 to 4.27, Fig. 

2B). They produced a similar number of partial words and verbs (Fig. 2B).  

Compared to HC, naPPA also had a slower speech rate (W=30, p<.001, 95% CI -95.79 to 

-66.18, Fig. 2A). They produced fewer verbs than HC (W=318.5, p=.016, 95% CI -4.86 to -0.7, 

Fig. 2B) and marginally more partial words (W=678, p=.064, 95% CI 0 to 1.32, Fig. 2B). They 
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did not differ from HC (p=.60) or PSPS-CBS (p=.54) in their noun production (Fig. 2B). naPPA 

also had a slower speech rate compared to PSPS-CBS (W=647, p<.002, 95% CI -35.43 to -7.95) 

and produced fewer verbs (W=717.5, p=.016, 95% CI -4.85 to -0.62).  

In an exploratory analysis, we saw that PSPS-CBS+naPPA speakers had similar lexical 

markers and speech rate to the two other patient groups. naPPA seemed to have produced more 

partial words and fewer verbs, but this was not statistically significant (Supplementary Figure 2).  

 

Clinical Correlations    

We used linear regression models to test the hypothesis that our digitized, automated, 

acoustic and lexical markers were associated with grammatical impairment and speech rate as 

these are the most distinctive linguistic manifestations of naPPA [15]. 

Grammatical impairment was associated with pause segments (beta=-1.35, p<.001, Fig. 

3B), pause rate (beta=-21.73, p=.013, Fig. 3C), and verb production (beta=9.95, p<.001, Fig. 

3D), independent of phenotype. For speech segments, this association was only found for PSPS-

CBS (beta=0.69, p=.028, Fig. 3A). Grammatical impairment did not correlate with partial words 

or f0 range.  

Speech rate was found to be associated with speech segments (beta=0.003, p<.001, Fig. 

3E) and pause rate (beta=-0.14, p<.001, Fig. 3G), independent of phenotype. Pause segments 

were related to speech rate, such that with slower speech, pause segments became longer, and 

this was more pronounced in naPPA (beta=-0.018, p<.001, Fig. 3F) than PSPS-CBS (beta=-

0.009, p<.001). Speech rate did not correlate with f0 range, partial words, verb or noun 

production. Speech rate did correlate with grammatical impairment (beta=104.58, p<.001), 

independent of phenotype.  
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There were no associations between the acoustic measures and partial words or verb 

production. Grammatical impairment correlated with noun production (beta=-13.741, p<.001), 

independent of phenotype. However, we found no association between nouns and speech 

segments (p=.55), pause segments (p=.26), pause rate (p=.85), or f0 range (p=.63).   

 

CSF analyses  

We related CSF pTau levels in our patient groups to their acoustic-lexical properties 

using linear regression models. We found narrow f0 range (beta=-0.069, p=.002, Fig. 4A) and 

lower verb production (beta=-0.023, p=.034, Fig. 4B) to be related to higher levels of pTau in 

CSF of all patients.  

 

DISCUSSION  

 

We used a novel, automated speech analysis of natural speech to characterize acoustic 

and lexical markers in PSPS-CBS and naPPA. We found that speakers with PSPS-CBS produce 

shorter speech segments than normal speakers, longer and more frequent pauses, as well as 

reduced f0 range and speech rate. naPPA speakers showed a similar pattern of acoustic markers, 

but their speech segments were even shorter and pause rate higher. Higher production of partial 

words and reduced verb production were only found in naPPA speakers. Longer and more 

frequent pauses were related to impaired grammaticality in both PSPS-CBS and naPPA, and 

shorter speech segments were related to impaired grammaticality in PSPS-CBS. Longer and 

more frequent pauses and shorter speech segments were related to slow speech rate in PSPS-CBS 
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and naPPA. Narrow f0 range and reduced verb production were related to higher pTau levels in 

patients’ CSF. We will discuss these findings in detail below. 

We found that PSPS-CBS and naPPA showed similar patterns of impairment in acoustic 

properties of speech. This is an important finding because of the claim that slow, dysfluent, and 

agrammatic speech found in naPPA [12-18] can be an early predictor of PSPS and CBS [21,55]. 

Our findings suggest that PSPS-CBS speakers indeed lie on a spectrum of speech impairments 

with naPPA, and that slowed speech may simply be a property of the PSPS-CBS phenotype. A 

previous study reported similar aprosodic speech and vocabulary in PSPS and naPPA [56]. PSPS 

speakers were also found to have reduced speech and pitch range, and a higher pause rate 

compared to Parkinson’s disease [57]. Our findings of acoustic impairment in PSPS are in line 

with these reports and we extend these findings to CBS.  

While PSPS-CBS and naPPA exhibited some similar speech characteristics, it is 

important to highlight that they do not have identical speech patterns. naPPA speakers are more 

impaired in their acoustic markers and have distinct lexical impairments. Our findings are in 

keeping with previous publications indicating that naPPA is characterized by effortful, 

agrammatic speech, with reduced pitch range and verb production, higher pause rate and lower 

speech rate [12-18,35]. Importantly, our findings suggest that pause rate, speech rate, and lexical 

measures, including partial words and verbs, can be used as markers to distinguish between 

PSPS-CBS and naPPA.  

It is unfortunate that we do not have an automated assessment of speech errors, due in 

part to the difficulty detecting and quantifying speech sounds that are not from the corpus of 

speech sounds in English, the native language of our speakers. It is important to be able to 

quantify speech errors since this represents an important characteristic of AoS [58]. However, 
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partial words may in part be a surrogate for detecting AoS because this characteristic may be 

related in part to mid-word pauses that are another characteristic of AoS. Future longitudinal 

work is needed to determine whether the presence of shorter speech segments, increased pause 

rate, lower speech rate, increased partial words and reduced verb production distinguishes 

between those naPPA patients who progress to a PSPS-CBS phenotype and those who do not.  

Our cohort of 8 participants with PSPS-CBS+naPPA is a small but informative group. 

We found that this group of speakers is generally similar to naPPA in their acoustic markers with 

shorter speech segments and higher pause rate compared with PSPS-CBS. They also exhibited a 

reduced f0 range compared to PSPS-CBS. Although we do not have longitudinal data in these 

cases, these observations support the hypothesis that impaired speech markers found in PSPS-

CBS can become exacerbated to the point where these patients meet criteria for naPPA. These 

results align with earlier case studies on patients with concomitant PSPS-CBS and naPPA, where 

researchers subjectively observed that speech was more severely impaired than might be 

expected in PSPS-CBS alone [20-29].  

Reduced grammatical complexity and dysfluency are said to be distinct characteristics of 

naPPA [12-18]. The results of our regression analyses support the hypothesis that longer pauses, 

shorter speech segments and higher pause rate relate to impaired grammaticality and dysfluency 

in patients with naPPA as well as patients with PSPS-CBS. Reduced speech rate and verb 

production were also related to grammatical impairment in both PSPS-CBS and naPPA. The 

selectivity of this finding is further supported by the fact we did not find an association between 

the same speech markers and noun production in any of the patient groups. These observations 

reinforce the assertion that speech in naPPA and PSPS-CBS can be considered to be on the same 

spectrum of impairment.   

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 20, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.18.20197657doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.18.20197657


DIGITAL SPEECH ANALYSIS IN PSPS AND CBS 
 

16 
 

Finally, we found an association between CSF pTau levels and f0 range and verb 

production. This replicates our previous study where we found that CSF pTau is related to f0 

range in naPPA patients [18]. Here, we extend this finding to PSPS-CBS, which is also a 

tauopathy. These findings indicate a link between our novel acoustic-lexical markers and 

underlying tau pathology. Thus, f0 range and verb production may be inexpensive markers that 

can screen for underlying tau pathology in PSPS-CBS and naPPA. Since speech is easily 

collected and is reliable and reproducible, this brings out a potential role for these acoustic-

lexical markers in patient screening and monitoring during clinical trials for novel interventions 

targeting tau pathology. 

 

Strengths and limitations 

The automated speech analyses described in this study are reliable and objective. No 

subjective ratings were used which could confound the data. The SAD is accurate in extracting 

pause and speech measures from the natural speech of patients, and the POS tagger has a high 

accuracy in tagging parts of speech in the transcripts. Additionally, these methods appear to be 

generalizable across people and languages. Speech measures extracted this way have an 

advantage over more commonly used clinical measures, such as neuropsychiatric tests, because 

they are obtained easily without the need for trained personnel. Acquisition is also efficient, fully 

replicable, and the data can be obtained remotely. 

Despite these strengths, there are also some limitations in the method and study. f0 pitch-

tracking by SAD may be inaccurate, due to voice characteristics that make it difficult to track 

pitch. These include vocal fry and diplophonia. Other limitations include the small number of 

PSPS-CBS+naPPA participants that limited statistical power. Investigation of a larger group is 
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needed to better understand the manifestation of the combined diseases. Another issue is that we 

did not have sufficient motor scores to investigate possible motor effects on PSPS-CBS’s speech 

due to extrapyramidal impairment. We do not have an objective marker of speech errors, 

particularly since these are often not composed of speech sounds from the English language. 

Also, there was a floor effect for partial words that limited correlation analyses. Finally, 

longitudinal data were not available for most of our cohort.  

With these limitations in mind, our findings provide a quantitative, comparative study 

investigating specific speech and language impairments in PSPS-CBS patients and naPPA 

patients. Both groups produce shorter speech segments, longer and more frequent pauses, as well 

as reduced f0 range and speech rate, compared to normal speakers. Patients with naPPA 

produced speech segments that were even shorter and pause rate even higher, and additionally 

show increased production of partial words and reduced verb production. Longer pauses, shorter 

speech segments and higher pause rate were related to dysfluency as well as impaired 

grammaticality in both patients with naPPA and patients with PSPS-CBS, consistent with the 

idea that these patient groups have speech characteristics that are on the same spectrum of 

impairment. This study shows how automated speech analyses can be used to characterize 

speech patterns in PSPS-CBS spectrum disorders.  
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Table 1: Demographic and clinical characteristics of patient groups and healthy controls 

 

Abbreviations: y = year; MMSE = Mini-Mental State Examination; M = males.  

1p-values for all contrasts in main groups: HC, PSPS-CBS, and naPPA 

*differs from HC (p<0.001) 

2MMSE obtained within 6 months of speech sample  

3n=86 PSPS-CBS patients 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mean (Standard Deviation) HC PSPS-CBS naPPA PSPS-CBS+naPPA P-value1 

n 41 87 25 8 
 

Age (y) 68.94 (7.57) 68.16 (7.53) 70.91 (8.93) 71.20 (6.15) 0.298 

Education (y) 15.80 (2.42) 14.75 (2.69) 15.32 (3.00) 15.75 (1.98) 0.108 

Disease Duration (y) NA 4.13 (2.42)3 3.32 (1.91) 3.00 (1.07) 

  

0.128 

Sex: M (%) 18 (43.9%) 40 (46%) 11 (44%) 4 (50%) 0.969 

n 35 74 24 7  

MMSE2 (max = 30) 29.11 (0.99) 24.92 (4.75)* 23.04 (5.89)* 27.14 (2.41) <0.001 
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Table 2: Acoustic, lexical, and grammatical characteristics of patient groups and healthy 

controls 

Abbreviations: s = seconds; ppm = pauses per minute of speech time; ST = semitones; wpm = word per minute.  

1p-values for all contrasts in main groups: HC, PSPS-CBS, and naPPA: 

 *differs from HC 

Pdiffers from naPPA  

2values are z-scored using control mean and standard deviation 

 

 

 

 

 

Mean (Standard Deviation) HC PSPS-CBS naPPA PSPS-CBS+naPPA P-value1 

n 41 87 25 8 
 

Speech Segment Duration (s) 2.00 (0.57) 1.42 (0.48)*,P 1.17 (0.50)* 1.09 (0.35) <0.001 

Pause Segment Duration (s) 0.93 (0.44) 1.82 (1.01)* 1.65 (1.10)* 1.13 (0.41) <0.001 

Pause Rate (ppm) 31.61 (9.51) 45.10 (13.43)*,P 57.81 (19.95)* 59.77 (18.18) <0.001 

n (f0 Range) 36  74 20 7  

f0 Range  (ST) 5.87 (1.94) 4.97 (2.03)* 4.30 (1.59)* 3.56 (1.21) 0.011 

Speech Rate (wpm) 145.20 (32.31) 92.31 (42.38)*,P 

 

65.26 (25.54)* 70.40 (29.94) <0.001 

Partial Words 0.54 (0.87) 0.95 (1.47) 3.48 (5.25)*   1.12 (1.47) <0.001 

Verb Production 23.03 (3.41) 22.94 (4.47)p 19.97 (4.48)* 21.82 (3.27) 0.006 

Noun Production 20.21 (4.44) 22.52 (5.19)* 21.49 (8.38)  22.12 (5.69) 0.1 

Grammatical Performance Score2 -0.00 (0.78) -0.84 (1.13)* -1.48 (1.71)* -1.34 (1.18) <0.001 
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FIGURE 1 Speech and Pause durations and f0 range by clinical phenotype. (A) Mean speech segment duration 

measured in seconds. (B) Mean pause segment duration measured in seconds. (C) Pause rate measured in pauses per 

minute of speech time (ppm). (D) fundamental frequency (f0) range in semitones (ST): the 90th percentile represents 

the trimmed f0 range. HC, healthy controls; naPPA, non-fluent/agrammatic primary progressive aphasia; PSPS-

CBS, progressive supranuclear palsy and corticobasal syndrome spectrum disorders; s, seconds.  

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 20, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.18.20197657doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.18.20197657


DIGITAL SPEECH ANALYSIS IN PSPS AND CBS 
 

29 
 

 

FIGURE 2 Lexical measures by clinical phenotype (A) Speech rate in words per minute (wpm). (B) Partial words, 

verb and noun production counts per 100 words. HC, healthy controls; naPPA, non-fluent/agrammatic primary 

progressive aphasia; PSPS-CBS, progressive supranuclear palsy and corticobasal syndrome spectrum disorders.  
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FIGURE 3 Linear regression models relating grammatical performance, here transformed by z-score relative to 

healthy controls, to (A) the natural log of mean speech segment duration measured in seconds, (B) natural log of 

mean pause segment duration measured in seconds, (C) pause rate measured in pauses per minute of speech time 

(ppm), (D) and verb count per 100 words, (E) and relating speech rate in words per minute (wpm) to the natural log 

of mean speech segment duration, (F) natural log of mean pause segment duration, and (G) pause rate. naPPA = 

non-fluent/agrammatic primary progressive aphasia; PSPS-CBS = progressive supranuclear palsy and corticobasal 

syndrome spectrum disorders; s = seconds.  
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FIGURE 4 A linear regression model relating the natural logarithm of CSF pTau levels to (A) f0 range and (B) verb 

count per 100 words, while controlling for age and time interval between speech sample recording and CSF 

collection. CSF pTau = cerebrospinal fluid phosphorylated tau; naPPA = non-fluent/agrammatic primary 

progressive aphasia; PSPS-CBS = progressive supranuclear palsy and corticobasal syndrome spectrum disorders; 

PSPS-CBS+naPPA = PSPS-CBS with concomitant naPPA; f0 = fundamental frequency; ST = semitones.  
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