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Patient Information 
 

 Patient Name: Sample Client 
 Patient ID: SC 123 
 Date of Birth: 12/20/1964 
 Age: 44 
 Sex: Male 
 Education: 13 
 

Testing Information 
 

 Date of Examination: 06/26/2009 
 Normative Sample: Demographically Corrected Sample 
 

This report is confidential and is intended to be used by qualified individuals only, as defined in the NAB Memory 
Module Professional Manual (Stern & White, 2009).  The report should only be released to individuals who are 
qualified to interpret the results.  NAB Memory Module test scores should be interpreted within the context of the 
examinee’s individual presentation and history.  Although standardized scores provide the examiner with an 
important and necessary understanding of the individual’s test performance compared with a normative group, they 
do not on their own lead to accurate diagnosis or treatment recommendations.  Please refer to the NAB Memory 
Module Professional Manual for guidance in the interpretation and meaning of NAB Memory Module scores. 
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Memory Module Score Table 
Form 1 

List Learning Score Table 

Score Raw 
Score 

 

z Score T Score %ile Cum. 
%age Interpretive Category 

List Learning List A Trial 1 
Immediate Recall (LLA1-irc) 8   75  Above average 

List Learning List A Trial 2 
Immediate Recall (LLA2-irc) 8   25  Average 

List Learning List A Trial 3 
Immediate Recall (LLA3-irc) 8   11  Mildly impaired 

List Learning List A 
Immediate Recall (LLA-irc) 24 0.23 50 50  Average 

List Learning List B 
Immediate Recall (LLB-irc) 6 0.99 57 76  Above average 

List Learning List A 
Short Delayed Recall (LLA-sd:drc) 7 -0.10 46 34  Average 

List Learning List A 
Long Delayed Recall (LLA-ld:drc) 6 -0.39 42 21  Below Average 

List Learning List A 
Percent Retention (LLA-%rt) 86   17  Below Average 

List Learning List A Long Delayed 
Forced-Choice Recognition (LLA-dfc) 12   75  Above average 

List Learning List A Long Delayed 
Forced-Choice Recognition 
False Alarms (LLA-fa) 

13   < 1  Severely impaired 

List Learning List A 
Discriminability Index (LLA-dis) 0   < 1  Severely impaired 

List Learning List A Recall vs. 
Recognition Index (LLA-rvr) 50   12  Mildly impaired 

List Learning Semantic Clusters 
(LL-sem) 2    3  

List Learning Perseverations 
(LL-psv) a 0    36  

List Learning Intrusions 
(LL-int) a 0    36  

a Higher cumulative percentages indicate poorer performance. 
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Shape Learning Score Table 

Score Raw 
Score 

 

z Score T Score %ile Interpretive Category 

Shape Learning Trial 1 
Immediate Recognition (SHL1-irg) 4   17 Below Average 

Shape Learning Trial 2 
Immediate Recognition (SHL2-irg) 6   50 Average 

Shape Learning Trial 3 
Immediate Recognition (SHL3-irg) 6   25 Average 

Shape Learning 
Immediate Recognition (SHL-irg) 16 0.18 47 38 Average 

Shape Learning 
Delayed Recognition (SHL-drg) 2 -1.75 20 < 1 Moderately-to-severely impaired 

Shape Learning 
Percent Retention (SHL-%rt) 33   < 1 Severely impaired 

Shape Learning Delayed 
Forced-Choice Recognition (SHL-dfc) 8   25 Average 

Shape Learning Delayed 
Forced-Choice Recognition 
False Alarms (SHL-fa) 

4   < 1 Severely impaired 

Shape Learning 
Discriminability Index (SHL-dis) 4   < 1 Severely impaired 

Story Learning Score Table 

Score Raw 
Score 

 

z Score T Score %ile Interpretive Category 

Story Learning Trial 1 Phrase Unit 
(STL1-irc:phu) 30   50 Average 

Story Learning Trial 2 Phrase Unit 
(STL2-irc:phu) 35   25 Average 

Story Learning Phrase Unit 
Immediate Recall (STL-irc:phu) 65 0.33 53 62 Average 

Story Learning Thematic Unit 
Immediate Recall (STL-irc:thu) 17   50 Average 

Story Learning Trial 1 Thematic Unit 
(STL1-irc:thu) 8   50 Average 

Story Learning Trial 2 Thematic Unit 
(STL2-irc:thu) 9   50 Average 

Story Learning Phrase Unit 
Delayed Recall (STL-drc:phu) 30 -0.31 45 31 Average 

Story Learning Thematic Unit 
Delayed Recall (STL-drc:thu) 9   50 Average 

Story Learning Phrase Unit 
Percent Retention (STL-%rt) 86   14 Mildly impaired 
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Daily Living Memory Score Table 

Score Raw 
Score 

 

z Score T Score %ile Interpretive Category 

Daily Living Memory 
Immediate Recall (DLM-irc) 25 -1.88 24 < 1 Moderately-to-severely impaired 

Daily Living Memory 
Delayed Recall (DLM-drc) 14 -0.13 45 31 Average 

Daily Living Memory 
Retention (DLM-rt) 156   > 99 Above average 

Daily Living Memory 
Delayed Recognition (DLM-drg) 9   20 Below Average 

Daily Living Memory 
Recall vs. Recognition (DLM-rvr) 156   25 Average 

Medication Instructions 
Immediate Recall (MED-irc) 14   < 1 Severely impaired 

Medication Instructions 
Delayed Recall (MED-drc) 7   13 Mildly impaired 

Medication Instructions 
Delayed Recognition (MED-drg) 1   15 Mildly impaired 

Name/Address/Phone 
Immediate Recall (NAP-irc) 11   7 Mildly impaired 

Name/Address/Phone 
Delayed Recall (NAP-drc) 7   25 Average 

Name/Address/Phone 
Delayed Recognition (NAP-drg) 8   50 Average 

Memory Index Score Table 
Score Sum of 

T Scores 
 

MEM 
Standard Score 

Percentile 
Rank 

Confidence Interval 
95% 

Memory Index (MEM) 372 81 10  73 - 89 
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Memory Module Score Profiles 
 

 
End of Report 


