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ABSTRACT 31 

Background: Deficits in dual-tasks (DT) are frequently observed post-concussion (i.e., 32 

mild Traumatic Brain Injury). However, traditional DT may not be relevant to daily life. 33 

Walking while talking elicits DT costs in healthy adults and is part of daily life.  34 

Objective: We investigated the effect of concussion on walking with extemporaneous 35 

speech and explored relationships between DT and acute symptoms. 36 

Methods: Participants with recent concussion (<14 days post-injury) and controls 37 

completed three tasks: single-task gait without speaking (STG), single-task speaking 38 

without walking (STS) and walking while speaking (DT). Silent pauses in speech audio 39 

reflected cognitive performance, and gait was quantified using inertial sensors. We used 40 

linear mixed models to compare groups and conditions and explored associations with 41 

self-reported symptoms. 42 

Results: Both concussion (n=19) and control (n=18) groups exhibited longer speech 43 

pauses (p < 0.001), slower walking speeds (p < 0.001), and slower cadence (p < 0.001) 44 

during the DT compared to ST conditions. There were no group differences or 45 

interactions for speech pauses (p > 0.424). The concussion group walked slower (p = 46 

0.010) and slowed down more during DT than the control group (group*task p = 0.032). 47 

Vestibular symptoms strongly associated with ST speech pause duration (𝜌𝜌 = 0.72), ST 48 

gait speed (𝜌𝜌 = -0.75), and DT gait speed (𝜌𝜌 = -0.78). 49 

Conclusions: Extemporaneous speech is well-practiced, but challenging to complete 50 

while walking post-concussion. Strong associations between DT outcomes and 51 

vestibular-related symptoms suggest DT deficits vary with post-concussion 52 

symptomology. DT deficits may be deleterious to daily tasks post-concussion. 53 
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INTRODUCTION 58 

Cognitive and motor problems, such as balance and gait deficits, are common 59 

following concussions 1–3. Performing cognitive-motor dual-tasks (DT) – completing 60 

simultaneous cognitive and motor tasks at the same time – elicits slower gait speeds, 61 

shorter strides, and longer stride times in people after a concussion 2,4–7. DT deficits 62 

arise from an inability to handle competing cognitive and motor demands and are 63 

thought to result from deficits in attentional control and a loss of automaticity – defined 64 

as an increased reliance on cognitive resources for relatively automatic tasks (e.g., 65 

walking) 8,9. After a concussion, DT deficits can remain for months and persist long after 66 

the resolution of other signs and symptoms 5,10,11. Further, DT deficits are reported in 67 

people with chronic, persisting post-concussion symptoms; people with persisting 68 

concussion-related symptoms prioritize the cognitive task, exhibiting higher costs to gait 69 

performance than cognitive task performance while carrying out both simultaneously, 70 

referred to as a “posture second” strategy 12,13. The ‘posture second’ is a compensation 71 

that reflects an inability to appropriately allocate resources to motor performance when 72 

faced with a cognitive challenge 14,15. Yet, the consequences of DT deficits during daily 73 

life remain unclear because prior work has typically studied cognitive tasks that are 74 

irrelevant to daily life 16. 75 

Ideally, studies of cognitive-motor DT effects should quantify both the cognitive 76 

and the motor task with equivalent resolution to examinate the potential for bidirectional 77 

interference 17. Unfortunately, prior DT paradigms have used contrived arithmetic, 78 

alphabet recitation, memorization, visuospatial, and auditory/visual Stroop tasks when 79 

testing concussion populations that are not measured continuously 16. Although these 80 
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tasks are easy to administer and score, they may not represent the cognitive demands 81 

of everyday life, like walking and talking. Further, laboratory-based cognitive tests may 82 

be affected by individual differences in education/socio-economic background, 83 

mathematics-related anxiety or skill-level, comfort with public speaking, and task-84 

engagement 18. Typical contrived tasks are vulnerable to compensatory strategies that 85 

may not reflect the function of targeted cognitive behaviors 19, and boast learning and 86 

practice effects that are difficult to control for in an experimental setting 20. 87 

In contrast to traditional arithmetic or recitation tasks, extemporaneous speech is 88 

a cognitive task that is highly practiced, relevant to daily living, commonly performed 89 

during other motor tasks such as walking, and elicits DT costs in healthy young adults 90 

18,21–23. Extemporaneous speech involves complex cognitive processes (e.g. language 91 

formulation, executive function, processing speed) and demands ongoing cognitive 92 

processing and continuous language retrieval. Similar to gait, the cognitive load of 93 

extemporaneous speech can be obtained from measures of speed and fluency; speech 94 

rate per syllable decreases under high cognitive-linguistic demands, with longer and 95 

more prevalent silent pauses 24. A natural pause during extemporaneous speech is 96 

around 150 ms to 250 ms 25, and longer silent speech pauses serve as an indicator of 97 

language fluency 26,27. Silent pauses are associated with cognitive planning and 98 

memory retrieval and reflect syntactic complexity in language formulation, and more 99 

frequent pauses at prosodic boundaries (i.e. clauses, sentence breaks) are associated 100 

with reduced syntactic complexity 27. Therefore, the frequency and duration of silent 101 

pauses during extemporaneous speech reflect cognitive-linguistic demands 27,28. 102 
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Speech deficits such as slower articulation rate have been documented in 103 

moderate-to-severe traumatic brain injuries (TBI) 29 and speech pauses may be an 104 

indicator of mild TBI (i.e., concussion). One study observed individuals exhibited more 105 

pauses and filler words during a picture description task acutely after concussion 106 

compared to their pre-concussion performance 30. Separately, a machine learning-107 

based analysis of speech patterns revealed high diagnostic accuracy in a small 108 

preliminary sample of athletes after concussion 31. Further, clinical care patterns 109 

highlight the role of speech and language deficits post-concussion; a chart review 110 

indicated 43% of pediatric patients were referred from a specialty concussion clinic to 111 

speech language pathologists to treat issues with communication, attention, and 112 

memory 32. Yet, it remains unclear how these concussion-related deficits in speech 113 

fluency, defined here as the frequency and duration of silent pauses in extemporaneous 114 

speech, interact with competing motor tasks, such as walking. 115 

The purpose of our study was to investigate the effect of concussion on 116 

extemporaneous speech production during single-task (ST) and DT walking paradigms. 117 

Our primary hypotheses were that people recovering from concussion would exhibit 118 

impaired speech production, defined by more frequent and longer silent pauses during 119 

speech; that both groups would exhibit a decline in speech production when walking 120 

compared to sitting; and that those with a concussion would exhibit greater DT costs 121 

(DTC) to gait and speech compared to the control group, defined as slower DT gait 122 

speed or longer and more frequent DT speech pauses. As a secondary aim, we 123 

explored the association between self-reported post-concussion symptoms and the DT 124 

effects of walking and talking. As extemporaneous speech production is understudied in 125 
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people with concussion, we also explored the associations between traditional 126 

neurocognitive tests with ST and DT speech and gait performance outcomes using the 127 

National Institutes of Health (NIH) Cognition Toolbox. 128 

 129 

MATERIALS and METHODS 130 

Participants 131 

As part of a larger study, 22 participants with recent concussions (<14 days post-132 

injury) and 19 healthy control participants were recruited and provided informed written 133 

consent for the study. All protocols were approved by the Institutional Review Board, 134 

and participants provided informed written consent in advance. Concussion participants 135 

were identified and recruited using electronic medical records indicating a recent 136 

concussion-related injury. Control participants were recruited from the local community 137 

using flyers, online postings, and public dissemination, and were age- and gender-138 

matched to the concussion participants. Candidates were included if they had no history 139 

of neurological illness (e.g. stroke), history of a major neurological condition (e.g. 140 

epilepsy), major psychiatric disorders that required in-patient hospitalization, orthopedic 141 

conditions that would explain balance or gait issues, history of vestibular or orthostatic 142 

blood pressure problems, and no more than three concussions in their lifetime. 143 

Additionally, healthy control participants had no history of concussion or concussion 144 

symptoms in the five years prior to participation. Due to other components of the larger 145 

study, participants also had no contraindications for an MRI. 146 
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 Procedures 147 

Participants completed a series of cognitive, balance, mobility, autonomic, and 148 

neuroimaging assessments as part of the larger study; however, the current analysis is 149 

focused on a subset of balance and cognitive tasks. First, participants completed the 150 

Neurobehavioral Symptom Inventory (NSI) to identify self-reported symptoms 33. 151 

Participants also completed the NIH-Toolbox Cognition battery as a computerized 152 

assessment of several aspects of cognition 34 including: Picture Vocabulary, Flanker 153 

Inhibitory Control and Attention, List Sorting, Dimensional Change Card Sort, Pattern 154 

Comparison, Picture Sequence Memory, Oral Reading Recognition. All NIH Toolbox 155 

tests were administered via an iPad with the test administrator in an isolated room. 156 

Three summary scores included the Total Composite, the Fluid Composite, which 157 

included the Dimensional Change Card Sort, Flanker Inhibitory Control and Attention, 158 

Picture Sequence Memory, List Sorting, and Pattern Comparison, and the Crystallized 159 

Composite, which included the Picture Vocabulary and Oral Reading Recognition tests.  160 

The cognitive-motor assessment included three tasks: single-task speaking while 161 

seated (STS), single-task gait without speaking (STG), and walking while speaking (DT). 162 

By design, continuous measures of both cognitive and motor tasks with equivalent 163 

resolution were selected to gain insight into dual-task effects on both cognitive and 164 

motor function. Participants were given a list of pre-designed topics and asked to select 165 

five topics from a list of 20 that they felt most comfortable discussing (e.g., favorite 166 

childhood memory). Participants were instructed that they should select topics that they 167 

could talk about for one minute continuously and that it did not matter what they said, 168 

just that they kept talking the entire time. Next, participants were seated and given one 169 
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prompt from the five selected topics (e.g., “Tell me about your favorite childhood 170 

memory”). A timer was used to ensure all participants spoke for one minute. Following 171 

the seated speech task (STS), participants were instructed to walk back and forth 172 

between two lines spaced 20 meters apart at their comfortable pace for one minute 173 

(STG). Following both ST conditions, participants completed a DT condition where they 174 

were assigned a new topic and instructed to repeat the walking task while talking about 175 

their given topic. Participants were not provided explicit instructions to prioritize either 176 

task. 177 

Audio from each task was recorded using a lapel microphone and wireless 178 

transmitter (WMX-1, Movo Photo, Los Angeles CA, USA) connected to an iPad (8th 179 

generation, Apple Inc.) such that audio and video were recorded simultaneously. 180 

Standard spatiotemporal measures of gait speed and cadence were obtained for each 181 

walking trial using inertial sensors (APDM Inc., Portland OR, USA) placed bilaterally on 182 

the feet, lumbar spine, forehead, and sternum. Inertial sensors recorded tri-axial 183 

acceleration and angular velocity, which was processed using validated, automated 184 

algorithms (Mobility Lab v2, APDM Inc. Portland OR, USA) to obtain gait speed and 185 

cadence 35. To account for differences in stature, gait speed was normalized by dividing 186 

the speed by participant height. 187 

Data Analysis 188 

All audio recordings were trimmed to exactly one minute long, removing all noise 189 

before and after the cues to start and stop talking. Audio files were then imported into 190 

MATLAB and processed using a custom script to identify speech and measure silent 191 

pause frequency and duration for each participant. The audio signal for each recording 192 
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was filtered using a 4th order bandpass filter with a passband of 100 Hz to 5000 Hz to 193 

isolate frequencies and their harmonics associated with speech. A moving variance 194 

window of 50 ms was then applied to the signal, and a ‘speech threshold’ equal to the 195 

40th percentile of the windowed variance was used to identify the presence or absence 196 

of speech, based on agreement with manual identification of silent pauses. Durations 197 

longer than 250 ms without speech (windowed variance > 40th percentile) were 198 

designated as silent speech pauses. The 250 ms threshold was selected based on prior 199 

work that indicated an increase in speech pauses were related to increased cognitive 200 

demand during walking 29,30,36–38. The total duration of silent pauses was selected as the 201 

primary outcome. Secondary outcomes included the total number of pauses.  202 

Statistical Analysis 203 

To investigate the effect of concussion on extemporaneous speech production 204 

during ST and DT walking, we implemented linear mixed effect regression models for 205 

each speech and gait outcome. Models included fixed effects for group, task (single vs. 206 

dual), and the group*task interaction. Models were adjusted for covariates of age and 207 

sex. Random intercepts by subject were included to account for within-subject 208 

correlations across tasks. Between-group effect sizes were calculated for both single- 209 

and DT conditions using Hedges’s g 39. A significance level of 0.05 was used for each 210 

analysis. 211 

To explore the associations between self-reported symptoms and neurocognition 212 

on the DT effects of walking and talking, Pearson correlation coefficients were 213 

computed between the primary outcomes (total pause duration and gait speed) and the 214 

symptom categories (affective, cognitive, somatosensory, vestibular, and total) of the 215 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(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 this preprintthis version posted August 7, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.06.24311478doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.06.24311478


  Talking while Walking After Concussion 
 

11 
 

Neurobehavioral Symptom Inventory (NSI) within the concussion group and fully 216 

adjusted t-scores from the NIH Toolbox Cognition battery from groups separately. In 217 

addition to primary outcomes during ST and DT conditions, DT costs (DTC) were 218 

calculated for both speech (DTCS) and gait (DTCG) outcomes using 𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 =219 

 𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷−𝑆𝑆𝐷𝐷
𝑆𝑆𝐷𝐷

𝑥𝑥 100%, where ST and DT represent the ST and DT outcome. To ensure all 220 

outcomes remained in the same direction (i.e., more negative value indicates worse 221 

performance), all speech outcomes were multiplied by a negative sign for DTCS 222 

calculations. Correlations were computed between self-reported symptoms and all ST, 223 

DT, and DTC outcomes. As this was an exploratory analysis, correlation coefficients 224 

were interpreted using guidelines proposed by Rowntree (Rowntree, 1981): values less 225 

than 0.2 indicate a very weak relationship, 0.20 to .39 indicate a weak relationship, 0.40 226 

to 0.69 indicates a moderate relationship, 0.70 to 0.89 indicates a strong relationship, 227 

and 0.90 or greater indicates a very strong relationship. All analyses were conducted in 228 

MATLAB using the Statistics and Machine Learning Toolbox (r2020a, The MathWorks, 229 

Inc.).  230 

231 
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RESULTS 232 

 Speech recordings from four participants were excluded due to poor audio quality 233 

that prohibited analysis, leaving a total of 19 adults with concussion and 18 healthy 234 

controls included. Full demographic information is provided in Table 1. 235 

Table 1 Here 236 

 Both groups exhibited bidirectional interference based on the DTCG and DTCS, 237 

though there was more variability in the DTCS outcomes across participants (Figure 1). 238 

Both concussion and control groups exhibited longer total pause durations (p < 0.001), 239 

slower speeds (p < 0.001), and slower cadence (p < 0.001) during the DT compared to 240 

STG and STS conditions (Table 2). There was no significant difference in total speech 241 

pause duration between groups (p = 0.424) or significant group*task interaction (p = 242 

0.941). However, there were notable between-group effect sizes for both STS and DT 243 

conditions (g = 0.42, g = 0.57, respectively; Table 2). The concussion group walked at 244 

slower speeds (p = 0.010) and there was a significant group*task interaction for gait 245 

speed (p = 0.032), indicating that participants with concussion walked slower than 246 

controls during both STG and DT, and they exhibited greater reductions in speed from 247 

STG to DT compared to control subjects. There was no group difference (p = 0.133) nor 248 

group*task interaction (p > 0.091) for cadence. No group, task, or group*task effects 249 

was detected for the number of pauses per minute, but notable between-group effect 250 

sizes were observed for the number of pauses in the DT condition (g = 0.57, Table 2).  251 

Table 2 Here 252 

Figure 1 Here 253 

 Within the concussion group, longer total pause durations in the STS condition 254 

were strongly associated  with greater vestibular-related symptom scores (𝜌𝜌 = 0.72) and 255 
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moderately associated with all other symptom subscores (𝜌𝜌 = 0.55-0.66, Table 3). The 256 

strength of the associations between symptoms and total pause duration decreased 257 

during walking; weak-to-moderate associations were observed for DT total pause 258 

duration and DTCS (Table 3) for all symptom scores. Conversely, STG and DT gait 259 

speed was strongly associated with vestibular symptoms (𝜌𝜌 = -0.75 and -0.78 260 

respectively, see Table 3 and Figure 2), and moderately associated with all other 261 

symptom subscores (𝜌𝜌 = -0.50 and -0.63). 262 

Table 3 Here 263 

Figure 2 Here 264 

 There were no strong associations between any computerized cognitive score 265 

and total pause duration or gait speed overall or in any group (Table 4). In the control 266 

group, the total duration of speech pauses in STS and DT conditions had moderate 267 

inverse associations with Pattern Comparison Processing Speed in controls (𝜌𝜌 = -0.47 268 

and -0.56, respectively), where better cognitive scores were associated with shorter 269 

total durations of speech pauses. However, ST and DT total pause duration and Pattern 270 

Comparison Processing Speed had only weak inverse associations with one another in 271 

people with concussion (𝜌𝜌 = -0.32 and -0.28, respectively); instead, STG speed was 272 

moderately associated with Pattern Comparison Processing Speed in those with 273 

concussion (𝜌𝜌 = 0.43). There were numerous moderate associations between STG and 274 

DT gait speed with all Fluid Cognition cognitive scores, where better cognitive scores 275 

were associated with faster STG and DT gait speed (𝜌𝜌 = 0.42 – 0.48, Table 4). Some 276 

notable differences in the specific pairs of moderate associations were observed 277 

between groups: the concussion group exhibited moderate associations between STG 278 
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and DT gait speed with the Dimensional Change Card Sort (𝜌𝜌 = 0.45 and 0.48, 279 

respectively) while STG and DT gait speed in controls exhibited very weak associations 280 

with Dimensional Change Card Sort (𝜌𝜌 = -0.01 and -0.14, respectively). 281 

Table 4 Here  282 
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DISCUSSION 283 

Our study investigated the effects of concussion on extemporaneous speech 284 

production during ST (seated) and DT (walking) paradigms. In agreement with prior 285 

work, we observed extemporaneous speech elicited DT costs on walking, indicated by 286 

slower gait speeds and slower cadence. Our results did not fully support our hypothesis 287 

about group differences; individuals with a concussion did not uniformly exhibit longer 288 

pauses during extemporaneous speech and did not demonstrate significantly larger DT 289 

costs in speech compared to controls, although moderate effect sizes warrant further 290 

study. However, our results indicated that those with a concussion had larger DTC in 291 

gait speed than controls. Eliciting greater DTC to gait using an ecologically relevant 292 

cognitive DT complements well-established deleterious effects of concussion on DT gait 293 

using standardized cognitive tasks 2,4–7,9,10,13,16. Further, variable association of DTC 294 

with differing symptom domains suggests that the effects will be worst in symptomatic 295 

individuals, and more importantly that DT deficits are heterogeneous across people with 296 

concussion and may be dependent on symptomology.  297 

While we did not observe any significant group differences in the total duration of 298 

pauses or the number of pauses during speech, the effect sizes observed complement 299 

prior work suggesting concussion-related symptoms may increase pauses during 300 

speech. Prior work in acutely concussed athletes (0-6 days post-concussion) observed 301 

increased pause and time fill (i.e., filler word) errors after concussion compared to pre-302 

injury baseline performance 30. The difference between these two studies may be 303 

attributed to different task demands, symptomology, and time since injury. While prior 304 

work used a visual scanning task (describing a picture), the talking task here did not 305 
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require visual processing. It is possible that speech deficits when describing a picture 306 

are compounded by ocular-motor deficits that affect visual scanning. Additionally, 307 

participants ranged from 8-14 days post-concussion with varying symptom burdens in 308 

the present study. A relatively longer time since injury and the heterogeneous symptom 309 

burden at the time of testing revealed a strong relationship between self-reported 310 

symptoms, particularly vestibular-related symptoms, and the total duration of pauses 311 

during extemporaneous speech. While the mechanisms underlying the association 312 

between vestibular symptoms and ST speech, ST gait, and DT gait remain unclear, we 313 

speculate that such results originate from attention / rumination on symptoms. Since the 314 

strongest associations were with vestibular symptom scores, rather than cognitive 315 

scores, we posit that individuals may have been allocating attention to minimize head 316 

motion / rotation to avoid exacerbating vestibular symptoms 40. Dedicating attention to 317 

limiting aversive vestibular stimulation would effectively add a third motor task and 318 

another implicit goal to the walking and talking tasks. Further, while we failed to detect 319 

statistically significant differences for total speech pause duration, we observed notable 320 

between-group effect sizes, especially in DT walking conditions, supporting differences 321 

in attention allocation after concussion that warrant further study. Given the associations 322 

between vestibular symptoms and our outcomes, future studies should work to 323 

understand how concussion affects talking while standing as an intermediary postural 324 

challenge to measure cognitive-motor status as a function of vestibular demands (e.g. 325 

seated and speaking, standing and speaking, walking and speaking). 326 

While we did not observe a significant group difference in DTC in speech pauses 327 

(DTCS), we did detect a difference in DTC to walking (DTCG), indicated by the 328 
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group*task interaction, for gait speed. Increased DTCG have been well-documented 329 

after concussion, especially in symptomatic individuals within 14 days post-injury 5. 330 

Previous work used standardized cognitive tasks such as reciting months of the year in 331 

reverse, spelling a five-letter word backwards, or serial subtraction, but such tasks lack 332 

ecological relevance to daily life. Both cognitive and motor task complexity affect the 333 

ability of dual-tasking to differentiate those with concussion from healthy controls 41,42, 334 

with generally more difficult tasks eliciting larger concussion-related dual-task deficits. 335 

Our results extend prior studies and demonstrate that even during ecologically relevant 336 

cognitive tasks such as extemporaneous speech, individuals with concussion 337 

demonstrate greater motor deficits during a DT compared to healthy controls. However, 338 

it remains unclear whether dual-task performance would degrade if extemporaneous 339 

speech were paired with more complex motor tasks (e.g., obstacle crossing, turning, 340 

etc.). Motor complexity drives task prioritization and the combination of cognitive 341 

demand plus added motor challenge could elicit different results 15,18. Plummer D’Amato 342 

and colleagues (2011) used an obstacle crossing task and revealed that a clock-343 

monitoring task elicited less dual-task costs than spontaneous speech in impaired older 344 

adults. Therefore, pairing extemporaneous speech with ecologically relevant gait tasks 345 

of increasing motor complexity might further elucidate the impact of concussion-related 346 

dual-task deficits on daily life.  347 

Despite the lack of group differences in speech-related outcomes, our results 348 

indicate that an extemporaneous speech task elicits a strong dual-task effect overall, in 349 

agreement with prior work 18,23,43. Both concussion and control groups exhibited greater 350 

speech pause durations, slower gait speeds, and slower cadences during the DT 351 
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compared to the ST condition. Thus, the walking-while-talking task successfully elicited 352 

mutual interference on both extemporaneous speech and gait in the majority of 353 

participants, regardless of group (see Figure 1). The consistent effect of walking while 354 

talking further supports its use as an ecologically relevant cognitive task to assess dual-355 

task gait in young adults. 356 

Results indicating different relationships between cognitive tests and speech 357 

pauses or gait speed suggest people with concussion may recruit compensatory 358 

cognitive networks during dual-tasking. Here, we observed ST and DT gait speed had 359 

moderate, positive relationships with measures of processing speed, cognitive flexibility, 360 

and attention, but this relationship was only observed in people with concussion. 361 

Associations between gait speeds and cognitive functions mirror those where ST and 362 

DT gait speed was associated with measures of associative learning and attention in 363 

people with persisting symptoms after concussion, but not in healthy controls 44. Our 364 

results support prior work suggesting that attention and processing speed is more 365 

important for gait in people with concussion compared to controls 11,41,45, similar to 366 

compensatory recruitment in other mobility-impaired populations 46,47. Finally, pauses 367 

during an extemporaneous speech task were moderately associated with cognitive 368 

processing speed in controls, supporting its validity as a marker of cognitive function. 369 

Limitations 370 

The primary limitations of this work include the relatively modest sample size and 371 

the reliance on silent speech pauses to infer cognitive task performance. Despite the 372 

sample size, the consistent chronicity (8-14 days post-injury) and symptomatic nature of 373 

the participants is a strength of the study. The reliance on silent speech pauses was 374 
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grounded in prior work using walking and talking tasks. However, it is possible that 375 

examining the syntactic or lexical complexity of the speech may better elucidate 376 

differences between groups or tasks compared to only using pauses. Finally, 377 

participants were only tested cross-sectionally at a single point in time. Without a 378 

baseline from the concussion participants, we cannot determine if their current speech 379 

performance was directly caused by the concussion.  380 

Conclusions 381 

 Extemporaneous speech offers an ecologically relevant cognitive DT that elicited 382 

larger gait DTC in people after a concussion. While we did not observe significant group 383 

differences in speech performance, effect sizes and strong associations between 384 

vestibular-related symptoms, total pause duration, and gait speed suggest DTC are 385 

variable based on a person’s post-concussion symptomology. Further studies should 386 

probe compensatory recruitment of different cognitive processes during DT walking 387 

after a concussion, and how such effects may differ based on symptomology. Overall, 388 

these results suggest that DT deficits after concussion may have deleterious effects on 389 

tasks that are essential to daily life.  390 
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FIGURE CAPTIONS 554 

 555 

Figure 1. Scatter histograms depicting the dual-task (DT) effect for speech (y-axis) and 556 

gait (x-axis) as a percentage of single-task (ST) performance for participants with 557 

concussion (orange) and healthy controls (blue). Dual-task effects were calculated as 558 

𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 = (𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷−𝑆𝑆𝐷𝐷)
𝑆𝑆𝐷𝐷

∗ 100%. Kernal density plots are presented adjacent to the scatter plot 559 

indicating the distributions of each group.  560 
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 562 

 563 

Figure 2. Scatter plots depicting the association between the vestibular subscore on the 564 

Neurobehavioral Symptom Inventory with total pause duration and normalized gait 565 

speed during single- and dual-task conditions in participants with a concussion.   566 
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TABLES 567 
 568 

Table 1. Demographic information about subjects in each group. All quantities are 
reported as mean (SD) unless otherwise noted.  

 Concussion Control 
N (M/F)* 19 (15/4) 18 (9/9) 
Age (yrs) 31.4 (9.3) 27.7 (7.1) 
Height (cm) 178.1 (8.7) 174.1 (12.8) 
Mass (kg) 80.5 (19.7) 70.4 (12.4) 
Race*   

American Indian or 
Alaska Native 0 0 

Asian 1 3 
Black or African 
American 0 0 

Native Hawaiian or 
Other Pacific Islander 1 0 

White 17 14 
More than One Race 0 1 

Time since concussion 
(days) 8.6 (3.1) N/A 

NSI Total Symptom Score 31.6 (21.6) 5.8 (6.0) 
NSI-Affective 9.2 (7.8) 3.2 (3.9) 
NSI-Vestibular 4.6 (3.3) 0.1 (0.3) 
NSI-Cognitive 7.4 (4.4) 0.8 (1.2) 
NSI-Somatosensory 9.2 (6.3) 1.4 (1.3) 

* reported as count 
+ reported as median (range) 
NSI = Neurobehavioral Symptom Inventory 
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 570 

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of speech and gait outcomes by group and task (single-task, ST and dual-task, 
DT). P-values are from the linear mixed models and represented contrast-coded effects when adjusting for sex 
and age. Gait speed was normalized to the participant height. 
 

Concussion Control 
P-value 
(Group) 

P-value 
(Task) 

P-value 
(Group*Task) 

Between-Group 
Effect sizes 
Hedges’ g 

 ST DT ST DT    ST DT 
Speech Fluency          

Total Pause 
Duration (s) 

14.2 
(2.6) 

16.1 
(2.7) 

13.0 
(3.1) 

14.5 
(3.1) 0.424 <0.001 0.941 0.42 0.57 

Pauses / min  24.2 
(2.9) 

26.1 
(5.1) 

23.9 
(4.5) 

23.6 
(3.1) 0.394 0.353 0.316 0.06 0.57 

Gait          
Normalized 
Gait Speed 
(m/s/m) 

0.65 
(0.08) 

0.58 
(0.09) 

0.73 
(0.12) 

0.69 
(0.12) 0.010 <0.001 0.032 0.74 1.00 

Cadence (steps 
/ min) 

106.5 
(8.3) 

102.4 
(8.5) 

111.7 
(8.8) 

108.7 
(8.4) 0.133 <0.001 0.099 0.60 0.73 

 571 

  572 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(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 this preprintthis version posted August 7, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.06.24311478doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.06.24311478


  Talking while Walking After Concussion 
 

30 
 

 573 

Table 3. Correlation coefficients between self-reported symptoms on the Neurobehavioral 
Symptom Inventory (NSI) and primary speech (total pause duration) and gait (gait speed) 
outcomes within the concussion group for single-task (ST), dual-task (DT) and dual-task costs 
on speech (DTCS) and gait (DTCG). Bold coefficients indicate strong associations (0.7 – 0.89). 
  NSI-

Vestibular  
NSI-

Cognitive 
NSI-

Somatosensory 
NSI-

Affective NSI-Total 

Total Pause 
Duration (s) 

ST 0.72 0.55 0.66 0.60 0.66 
DT 0.37 0.26 0.41 0.30 0.37 

DTCS -0.48 -0.40 -0.36 -0.41 -0.40 
Normalized 
Gait Speed 

(m/s/m) 

ST -0.75 -0.50 -0.58 -0.57 -0.63 
DT -0.78 -0.53 -0.55 -0.57 -0.62 

DTCG -0.45 -0.34 -0.21 -0.29 -0.30 
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Table 4. Correlation coefficients between computerized neurocognitive scores on the NIH Toolbox Cognition and primary speech (total pause duration) and gait (gait speed) 
outcomes within the concussion and control groups, separately, for single-task (ST), dual-task (DT) and dual-task costs on speech (DTCS) and gait (DTCG). All scores from 
the NIH Toolbox Cognition are fully corrected t-scores. Bold coefficients indicate moderate associations (0.4-0.69) 
   

Dimensional 
Change 

Card Sort 

Flanker 
Inhibitory 

Control and 
Attention 

Picture 
Sequence 
Memory 

List 
Sorting 

Pattern 
Comparison 

Picture 
Vocabulary 

Oral 
Reading 

Recognition 
Fluid 

Composite 
Crystallized 
Composite 

Total 
Composite 

C
on

cu
ss

io
n 

Total 
Pause 

Duration 
(s) 

ST -0.34 -0.26 0.09 -0.01 -0.32 -0.01 0.22 -0.23 0.18 -0.18 
DT -0.16 -0.09 0.02 0.21 -0.28 -0.05 0.02 -0.11 -0.02 -0.15 

DTCS 0.25 0.24 -0.16 0.35 0.06 -0.09 -0.29 0.16 -0.30 0.04 

Gait 
Speed 

(m/s/m) 

ST 0.45 0.38 -0.06 -0.01 0.43 0.27 -0.07 0.35 0.02 0.34 
DT 0.48 0.30 -0.01 0.20 0.37 0.30 -0.05 0.37 0.03 0.36 

DTCG 0.25 -0.04 0.06 0.47 0.00 0.16 -0.01 0.17 0.03 0.16 
             

C
on

tro
l 

Total 
Pause 

Duration 
(s) 

ST 0.00 -0.09 0.12 0.04 -0.47 -0.03 -0.08 -0.11 -0.06 -0.11 
DT -0.01 -0.07 0.13 -0.18 -0.56 -0.03 0.11 -0.19 0.06 -0.13 

DTCS -0.07 0.03 0.02 -0.27 -0.10 -0.03 0.27 -0.11 0.15 -0.03 

 Gait 
Speed 

(m/s/m) 

ST -0.01 0.37 0.29 0.42 0.14 -0.01 0.39 0.34 0.23 0.38 
DT -0.14 0.20 0.20 0.31 0.08 -0.02 0.32 0.19 0.17 0.24 

DTCG -0.34 -0.45 -0.26 -0.25 -0.18 -0.05 -0.16 -0.41 -0.14 -0.38 
             

C
om

bi
ne

d 

Total 
Pause 

Duration 
(s) 

ST -0.23 -0.21 0.05 0.02 -0.40 -0.09 0.04 -0.22 -0.02 -0.21 
DT -0.20 -0.15 0.01 -0.02 -0.43 -0.13 0.02 -0.23 -0.07 -0.23 

DTCS 0.03 0.09 -0.07 -0.04 -0.03 -0.07 -0.01 -0.02 -0.06 -0.03 

Gait 
Speed 

(m/s/m) 

ST 0.33 0.44 0.24 0.25 0.31 0.21 0.24 0.43 0.26 0.47 
DT 0.34 0.35 0.23 0.23 0.28 0.24 0.22 0.39 0.26 0.44 

DTCG 0.19 -0.08 0.02 0.04 0.01 0.19 0.01 0.05 0.11 0.09 
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