Supplementary data
Comparisons of individuals with aphasia to controls’ mean data (Singlims_ES.exe program available via J.R. Crawford’s website (Crawford, Garthwaite, & Porter, 2010). 


Word-picture verification accuracy: individual participants with aphasia vs controls

	[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Participant
	WPV accuracy (proportion correct n=100)
	t
	p
	Effect size 
	95% Confidence interval
	Point estimate (95% CI)

	Control group
	.93
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	APHASIA GROUP 1

	BT
	.95
	0.66
	0.51
	0.67
	[0.32,  1.01]
	74.30 [62.55, 84.29]

	CW
	.93
	0
	1
	0
	[-0.31,  0.31]
	50.00 [37.83, 62.17]

	DB
	.93
	0
	1
	0
	[-0.31,  0.31]
	50.00 [37.83, 62.17]

	LW
	.91
	-0.66
	0.51
	-0.67
	[-1.01,  -0.32]
	25.70 [15.71, 37.45]

	NMH
	.91
	-0.66
	0.51
	-0.67
	[-1.01,  -0.32]
	25.70 [15.71, 37.45]

	PG
	.97
	1.32
	0.20
	1.33
	[0.90,  1.76]
	90.22 [81.62, 96.05]

	RP
	.91
	-0.66
	0.51
	-0.67
	[-1.01,  -0.32]
	25.70 [15.71, 37.45]

	SE
	.88
	-1.65
	0.11
	-1.67
	[-2.14,  -1.18]
	5.39 [1.60, 11.89]

	SH
	.90
	-0.99
	0.33
	-1
	[-1.38,  -0.62]
	16.47 [8.43, 26.93]

	APHASIA GROUP 2

	DH
	.80
	-4.28
	<.001***
	-4.33
	[-5.34,  -3.32]
	0.01 [0.00, 0.04]

	FM
	.81
	-3.95
	<.001***
	-4
	[-4.93,  -3.06]
	0.02 [0.00, 0.11]

	JC#
	.74
	-6.26
	<.001***
	-6.33
	[-7.76,  -4.90]
	0.00 [0.00, 0.00]

	JK
	.83
	-3.29
	<.001***
	-3.33
	[-4.13,  -2.53]
	0.11 [0.00, 0.57]

	JM#
	.80
	-4.28
	<.001***
	-4.33
	[-5.34,  -3.32]
	0.01 [0.00, 0.04]

	PS#
	.72
	-6.91
	<.001***
	-7
	[-8.58,  -5.42]
	0.00 [0.00, 0.00]

	RT
	.86
	-2.31
	0.03*
	-2.33
	[-2.93,  -1.73]
	1.33 [0.17, 4.21]

	SL
	.84
	-2.96
	0.01**
	-3
	[-3.73,  -2.26]
	0.26 [0.01, 1.18]

	TS
	.84
	-2.96
	0.01**
	-3
	[-3.73,  -2.26]
	0.26 [0.01, 1.18]

	APHASIA GROUP 3

	DW
	.91
	-0.66
	0.51
	-0.67
	[-1.01, -0.32]
	25.70 [15.71, 37.45]

	GB
	.86
	-2.31
	0.03*
	-2.33
	[-2.93, -1.73]
	1.33 [0.17, 4.21]


Effect size = magnitude of difference between control group and PWA. CI = Confidence interval. 
Point estimate = percentage of a typical population expected to perform below the PWA’s score.  ***p ≤ .001; **p ≤ .01; *p ≤ .05 # participants whose response rate in the incongruent condition did not differ from chance



Word-picture matching accuracy: individual participants with aphasia vs controls

	Participant
	WPM accuracy (n=50)
	t
	p
	Effect size 
	95% Confidence interval
	Point estimate (95% CI)

	Control group
	49.33 
(1.05)
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	APHASIA GROUP 1

	BT
	49
	-0.31
	0.76
	-0.31
	[-0.630,  0.01]
	37.89 [26.44, 50.21]

	CW
	49
	-0.31
	0.76
	-0.31
	[-0.630,  0.01]
	37.89 [26.44, 50.21]

	DB
	49
	-0.31
	0.76
	-0.31
	[-0.630,   0.01]
	37.89 [26.44, 50.21]

	LW
	48
	-1.25
	0.22
	-1.27
	[-1.680,  -0.84]
	10.92 [4.65, 19.92]

	NMH
	48
	-1.25
	0.22
	-1.27
	[-1.680,  -0.84]
	10.92 [4.65, 19.92]

	PG
	50
	0.63
	0.53
	0.64
	[0.294,  0.98]
	73.39 [61.57, 83.53]

	RP
	48
	-1.25
	0.22
	-1.27
	[-1.680,  -0.84]
	10.92 [4.65, 19.92]

	SE
	48
	-1.25
	0.22
	-1.27
	[-1.680,  -0.84]
	10.92 [4.65, 19.92]

	SH
	50
	0.63
	0.53
	0.64
	[0.294,  0.98]
	73.39 [61.57, 83.53]

	APHASIA GROUP 2

	DH
	47
	-2.19
	0.03*
	-2.22
	[-2.795,  -1.63]
	1.72 [0.26, 5.11]

	FM
	47
	-2.19
	0.03*
	-2.22
	[-2.795,  -1.63]
	1.72 [0.26, 5.11]

	JC
	46
	-3.13
	.003**
	-3.17
	[-3.934,  -2.40]
	0.16 [0.00, 0.82]

	JK
	46
	-3.13
	.003**
	-3.17
	[-3.934,  -2.40]
	0.16 [0.00, 0.82]

	JM
	44
	-5.01
	<.001***
	-5.08
	[-6.237,  -3.91]
	0.00 [0.00, 0.00]

	PS
	36
	-12.54
	<.001***
	-12.7
	[-15.514,  -9.87]
	0.00 [0.00, 0.00]

	RT
	47
	-2.19
	0.03*
	-2.22
	[-2.795,  -1.63]
	1.72 [0.26, 5.11]

	SL
	44
	-5.01
	<.001***
	-5.08
	[-6.237,  -3.91]
	0.00 [0.00, 0.00]

	TS
	47
	-2.19
	0.03*
	-2.22
	[-2.795,  -1.63]
	1.72 [0.26, 5.11]

	APHASIA GROUP 3

	DW
	47
	-2.19
	0.03*
	-2.22
	[-2.795,   -1.63]
	1.72  [0.26, 5.11]

	GB
	49
	-0.31
	0.76
	-0.31
	[-0.630,  0.01]
	37.89  [26.44, 50.21]


Effect size = magnitude of difference between control group and PWA. CI = Confidence interval. 
Point estimate = percentage of a typical population expected to perform below the PWA’s score.  ***p ≤ .001; **p ≤ .01; *p ≤ .05




















Semantic priming effect: individual participants with aphasia vs controls

	Participant
	Related condition (mean RT and SD)
	Unrelated condition (mean RT and SD)
	Semantic priming effect 
	Number of items correct in both conditions
	t
	p
	Effect size 
	95% Confidence interval
	Point estimate (95% CI)

	Control group
	929 (114)
	945 (110)
	16
	n/a
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	APHASIA GROUP 1

	BT
	1202
(269)
	1258
(331)
	56
	50

	0.97
	0.34
	0.98 
	[0.60,  1.35]
	83.05 
[72.49, 91.21]

	CW
	912
(184)
	938
(159)
	26
	49
	0.24
	0.81
	0.25
	[-0.07,  0.56]
	59.50 
[47.16, 71.16]

	DB
	901
(209)
	904
(176)
	3
	48
	-0.32
	0.75
	-0.32
	[-0.63,  0.001]
	37.74 
[26.29, 50.05]

	LW
	961
(147)
	1057
(223)
	96
	50
	1.91
	0.06
	1.94
	[1.40,  2.46]
	96.84 
[91.96, 99.30]

	NMH
	1014
(121)
	1009
(112)
	-5
	49
	-0.51
	0.61
	-0.51
	[-0.84,  -0.18]
	30.71 
[20.00, 42.80]

	PG
	1570
(439)
	1580
(566)
	10
	47
	-0.15
	0.89
	-0.15
	[-0.46,  0.17]
	44.27 
[32.36, 56.57]

	RP
	1122
(326)
	1155
(338)
	33
	49
	0.41
	0.68
	0.42
	[0.09,  0.74]
	65.85 
[53.61, 76.95]

	SE
	1360
(295)
	1366
(292)
	6
	49
	-0.22
	0.83
	-0.22
	[-0.53,  0.10]
	41.44 
[29.71, 53.77]

	SH
	1179
(166)
	1234
(215)
	55
	49
	0.94
	0.35
	0.96
	[0.58,  1.33]
	82.44 
[71.77, 90.76]

	APHASIA GROUP 2

	DH
	1368
(426)
	1550
(539)
	182
	40
	4.02
	<.001***
	4.07
	[3.11,  5.01]
	99.99 
[99.91, 100]

	FM
	1773
(402)
	1836
(585)
	63
	35
	1.16
	0.25
	1.18
	[0.77  1.58]
	87.37 
[77.84, 94.25]

	JC
	1346
(197)
	1378
(158)
	32
	43
	0.39
	0.70
	0.39
	[0.07,  0.71]
	64.96 
[52.70, 76.16]

	JK
	1213
(164)
	1258
(298)
	45
	49
	0.73
	0.47
	0.74
	[0.38,  1.08]
	76.39 
[64.85, 86.02]

	JM
	2159
(962)
	2285
(821)
	126
	47
	2.66
	0.01**
	2.7
	[2.02,  3.36]
	99.44 
[97.83, 99.96]

	PS
	1368
(305)
	1375
(261)
	7
	43
	-0.22
	0.83
	-0.22
	[-0.53,  0.10]
	41.44 
[29.71, 53.77]

	RT
	1327
(206)
	1357
(313)
	30
	46
	0.34
	0.74
	0.34
	[0.02,  0.66]
	63.17 
[50.87, 74.54]

	SL
	1274
(183)
	1329
(244)
	55
	48
	0.97
	0.34
	0.98
	[0.60,  1.35]
	83.05 
[72.49, 91.21]

	TS
	1284
(415)
	1464

(515)
	180
	47
	3.99
	<.001***
	4.04
	[3.09,  4.98]
	99.99 
[99.90, 100]

	APHASIA GROUP 3

	DW
	1041
(217)
	1056 
201)
	15
	41
	-0.02
	0.98
	-0.02
	[-0.33,  0.29]
	49.04 
[36.91, 61.24]

	GB
	1072
(167)
	1182 
(273)
	110
	41
	2.28
	0.03*
	2.3
	[1.70,  2.89]
	98.57 
[95.57, 99.81]


Effect size = magnitude of difference between control group and PWA. CI = Confidence interval. Point estimate = percentage of a typical population expected to perform below the PWA’s score.  ***p ≤ .001; **p ≤ .01; *p ≤ .05.






































WPV interference effect data: individual participants with aphasia vs controls

	Participant

	Congruent condition (mean RT and SD)
	Incongruent condition (mean RT and SD)
	Congruent correct
	Incongruent correct
	Number correct in both conditions
	WPV RT difference 
	t
	p
	Effect size 
	95% Confidence interval
	Point estimate (95% CI)

	Control group
	
	
	
	
	
	253 (168)
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	APHASIA GROUP 1

	BT
	1777
(613)
	2355
(897)

	48
	47
	45
	578
	1.909
	0.03*
	1.933
	(1.40, 2.456)
	96.82
(91.93, 99.30)

	CW
	1774
(1333)
	2547
(1816)

	48
	45
	43
	773
	3.055
	0.002*
	3.093
	(2.338, 3.839)
	99.80 
(99.03, 99.99)

	DB
	1129
(232)
	1622
(564)
	50
	43
	43
	493
	1.409
	0.083
	1.427
	(0.98, 1.865)
	91.67
(83.65, 96.89)

	LW
	1674
(299)

	2242
(696)

	50
	41
	41
	568
	1.85
	0.03594*
	1.873
	(1.351, 2.386)
	96.406
(91.170, 99.148)

	NMH
	1660
(525)
	3085
(1355)
	49
	42
	41
	1425
	6.886
	<0.001***
	6.972
	(5.397, 8.540)
	100
(100, 100)

	PG
	2887
(1177)
	3644
(1870)

	50
	47
	47
	757
	2.961
	0.0026**
	2.998
	(2.262, 3.725)
	99.74
(99.815, 99.99)

	RP
	1369
(448)
	2262
(940)

	49
	42
	41
	893
	3.760
	<0.001***
	3.807
	(2.906, 4.700)
	99.972
(99.8171, 99.999)

	SE
	2651
(946)
	3318
(1285)

	49
	39
	38
	667
	2.432
	0.009**
	2.462
	(1.831, 3.084)
	99.014
(96.648, 99.897)

	SH
	3798
(3110)
	5172
(3607)

	48
	42
	41
	1374
	6.586
	<0.001***
	6.668
	(5.159, 8.171)
	100
(99.999, 100)

	APHASIA GROUP 2

	DH
	6627
(6505)
	8935
(5910)
	45
	35
	31
	2308
	12.075
	<0.001***
	12.225
	(9.50, 14.94)
	100
(100, 100)

	FM
	3697
(2351)

	6642
(4140)

	46
	35
	31
	2945
	15.818
	<0.001***
	16.014
	(12.46, 19.56)
	100
(100, 100)

	JC
	1910
(681)


	4828
(3086)

	50
	24
	24
	2918
	15.659
	<0.001***
	15.854
	(12.332, 19.367)
	100
(100, 100)

	JK
	2397
(2022)

	4029
(2723)


	48
	35
	33
	1632
	8.102
	<0.001***
	8.203
	(6.361, 10.039)
	100
(100, 100)

	JM
	3266
(1730)

	5658
(2775)


	50
	30
	30
	2392
	12.568
	<0.001***
	12.724
	(9.892, 15.55)
	100
(100, 100)

	PS
	1867
(631)

	3942
(1826)


	49
	23
	23
	2075
	10.706
	<0.001***
	10.839
	(8.420, 13.250)
	100
(100, 100)

	RT
	2181
(1055)

	3847
(3113)


	48
	38
	37
	1666
	8.302
	<0.001***
	8.405
	(6.519, 10.285)
	100
(100, 100)

	SL
	1941
(509)

	2675
(1105)


	48
	36
	34
	734
	2.826
	0.0037**
	2.861
	(2.152, 3.561)
	99.629
(98.432, 99.981)

	TS
	2145
(1253)

	3785
(3009)


	47
	37
	35
	1640
	8.149
	<0.001***
	8.251
	(6.398, 10.097)
	100
(100, 100)


	APHASIA GROUP 3

	DW
	1614
522
	2100
619
	46
	45
	41
	486
	1.368
	0.089
	1.385
	(0.945, 1.816)
	91.05
(82.76, 96.53)

	GB
	1366
517
	2473
1051

	50
	36
	36
	1107
	5.017
	<0.001***
	5.08
	(3.912, 6.241)
	99.999
(99.995, 100)


Effect size = magnitude of difference between control group and PWA. CI = Confidence interval. Point estimate = percentage of a typical population expected to perform below the PWA’s score.  ***p ≤ .001; **p ≤ .01; *p ≤ .05.




