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O.R. PULYK  
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF CHANGES IN COGNITIVE FUNCTIONS IN PATIENTS AFTER STROKE 

National University of Uzhhorod, Faculty of Postgraduate Education Department of Therapy and Fami-
ly Medicine, Uzhhorod 
Dynamic monitoring of the cognitive functions of 44 patients during the six months period after suffering a stroke 
was conducted. The examination of cognitive functions was performed using neuropsychological tests (mini men-
tal state examination, the battery of tests of frontal dysfunction, a special task of completing the Schulte’s tables, 
10-word test and clock drawing test). The control group included 44 patients with essential hypertension without a 
history of stroke. The groups were matched for age and sex. Significant cognitive decline in all diagnostic scales 
in patients of studied group as compared with the control group was detected. 
Key words: stroke, cognitive impairment, neuropsychological tests 
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