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Ewoayoyn: H koyloxn epedtevon anoterel otig pépeg pag pio dStadedopévn
YEPOVPYIKN O10OTKOGI0 TOV TTPOYLLOTOTOIEITOL GE ATOUO LE OUPITAELPT] KOPOON
coPapng €mg mToAD oPapng vevpoausOnTplog omdAELNG LOVOTAEVPO 1] AUPITAELPAL.
[Todd mov elvat ATTEG KOYAOKOV ELOVTEVUATOV AOY® PioG OYETIKNG apyomopiog
oV avtiknym Tov Nyov petd v gpevtevon (Okaridoov, 2010) cuyvd mapovsialovv

OPIGUEVO EAMAETUUATO OTIC O1BPOPES YAWGGIKES TOVG IKOVOTNTEG.

Ykomog: A&orloynon g e£EMENG TOV YAMOOIKAOV 1KAVOTHTOV VITiov ue cofopn
Bapnkoia wov eépet apeimievpa KOYALKO EUPVTEVU, Y10 GOYKPIGT] TOL YAMGGIKOD
TPOPIA TOV LE OVTO TOV TLTKMG OVOTTUGGOUEVOV OKOVOVIMOV TOSLDV Y10 KOTOypopn
TV HETadD TOVG dlopop®dv. Zuykekpipéva, Ba a&loroynbovv 1o povnTikd pemeptdplo, N
Ae&1Aoy1Kn TOKIAOHOPPLa, LETPDOVTOC TOV 0P TOV SLUPOPETIKMV AEEEWMV TNG
opukiag tov moudrov- number of different words (NDWS), kot to péco pnkog

ekQVILoTog o€ AéEelc- mean length of utterance (MLU-W) mov ekoépet.

Yyeoraopog (M£00do0r ko vikd): MeletiOnkav o1 YAOOGIKES IKAVOTNTES EVOG
OO0V e KOYALOKO EQEVTEVO, LECH YOPNYNONG LG GOVNTIKNG OoKILOGTog, tio
@opa tov unva, ywo 20 Aemtd kot g dStonie TPV unvav. Emmiéov,
TPAYUOTOTOONKE GLALOYT OElyHOTOC OMALNG, OVO POPEC TOV UNVA GE SIACTN O TPLOV
unvav, omd tig 451enteg Oepamentikéc cuvedpieg TOV OO0V, TO 0oio avaAHOKE

TEPAUTEP® Y10 TOVG GKOTTOVGS TNG EPEVVOC.

Amnoteréopata: To amoteléopata £6e1&ov OTL TO VIOKEILEVO TNG Epevvag Tapnyaye 27
@B6yyovg, 16 ek TV OTOI®V GUOTNUOTIKA. AKOUN TOPNYAYE EVO GOUTAEYLLOL
ovoTNUOTIKA [PS], evéd amhomolovoe o mteptocdtepa. Emiong, o apifudc tov
OLOPOPETIKMV AEEEWMV TTOV Yp1oLomToince kKot tnv avfopuntn opthia, awéndnke oe

dotnua Tptov unvov, pe to MLU-m va etvat oyeddv otabepd.

Yopnepaoporta: To svprpota g Epevvag avtig opoldlovv 6e TOAAL onueia Le
TPONYOVUEVES £PEVVEG OGO APOPE TOVG dLAPOPOVG TopElg Tov eetdotnkav. H e£éMén
6ToVG TopElg TG AeEINOYIKTG TOKIAOHOPPIOG OTTMG ETIONC KOl GTNV QOVOTOKTIKY] OOUN

TV AEEE®MV NTOV ELOOVNIG.

A£EE1G KAELOLA: KOYAOKT ELPVTEVOT), AUPITAELPT KOYALOKT EUPVTEVOT], POVNTIKO

pemePTOP10, AeEINOYIKY ToIKILOpOp@ia, néEco punKog ekemviuatog (epeénc MME)



ABSTRACT

Introduction: Nowadays cochlear implantation is a widespread surgical procedure
which is performed in people with bilateral, severe to very severe neurosensitive
hearing loss unilateral or bilateral. Often, due to a relative delay in the perception of
sounds after cochlear implantation (OxoAidov, 2010), children show some deficits in

their various language skills.

Aim: Evaluate the linguistic skills development of a pre-school child with profound
hearing loss that is bilaterally implanted, to compare its linguistic profile with that of the
typically developed children and capture the differences between them, over time.
Specifically, the vocal repertoire, lexical diversity counted in the number of different
words in the child’s speech (NDWs) and the meant length of utterance counted in

produced words (MLU-W) were evaluated.

Design (Methods and materials): The language skills of a cochlear implanted child
were studied by giving a voice test once a month for 20 minutes and over three months.
In addition, a speech sample was collected twice a month within three months of the
child's 45-minute treatment sessions, which was further analysed for the research

purposes.

Results: The results show that the surveys subject was able to produce 27 phonograms,
16 of which were produced systematically. She also produced a consonant cluster [ps]
systematically, while simplifying most of the rest clusters. Moreover, the number of
different words used in spontaneous speech, increased over three months, while MLU-

m was almost constant.

Conclusions: Findings of the current research are similar with these of previous surveys
regarding the various areas that were examined. Evolution in the areas of lexical

diversity as well as in the phonotactic structure of words was evident.
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