ASSOCIATIONS BETWEEN ACOUSTIC, KINEMATIC, SELF-REPORTED, AND PERCEPTUAL BASED
MEASURES OF SPEECH IN INDIVIDUALS SURGICALLY TREATED FOR ORAL CANCER
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e All measures showed differences between control speakers and individuals

. treated for oral cancer
Group differences

— Highlights the multifaceted nature of the speech problems of individuals treated for oral

e Individuals treated for oral cancer score lower across cancer

domains (acoustic, kinematic, perceptual) compared to Aim 2: interrelatedness of domains

control speakers: e Findings highlight interrelatedness of acoustic and perceptual measures

— Mean Z-score difference: f=-0.96 SD, p < 0.001 > No clear association between acoustics and kinematics




