Cognitive Functioning Following Acute Concussion in the General
Population: The Toronto Concussion Study
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« >150,000 residents of Ontario
are diagnosed with a concussion
yearly?!

363 adults completed the measures at ‘week 1’ (females=218, males=145).
265 adults completed the measures at ‘week 2’ (females=157, males=108).
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complaints following acute concussion and objective
neurocognitive measures using a norms-based approach.
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Figure 1: Overall SCAT symptom severity score verses cognitive-specific SCAT items at Week 1.
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Figure 2: Using the 3 and 10" percentile as the cut-off to reflect cognitive impairment.

* Tralls A& B (weeks 1 and 2)
* Symbol Search and Coding (weeks 1 and 2)

» Rey-Auditory Verbal Learning (and recall) Task
(RAVLT) (week 2)

* Digit Span (Forwards & Backwards) (week 2)
* Cognitive scores placing at or below the accepted References

Interestingly, most participants who endorsed ‘severe’ subjective cognitive
disturbance on the SCAT performed better than expected on the various
objective measures.
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