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learning for hemiplegic adults
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to investigate whether it makes difference to use of the Augmented Feedback
Type(Verbal Feedback, VIR Feedback and Verbal & VTR Feedback) to hemiplegic adults on learning of motor skill.

For the purpose 15 hemiplegic adults who are received rehabilitation program at H hospital in Hong-Sung, Choong-Nam
Province. Subjects were classified into three groups by random assignment; the Verbal Feedback group, the VIR Feedback
group and Verbal & VTR Feedback group. Each groups received 5 subjects from hemiplegic adults. Subjects were tested
by Timed Up and Go test for 9 weeks. And to find out the improvement measured by Pre-Test, Acquisition Test and
Retention Test.

To find out the improvement of each group's measures took average and standard deviation. To probate the significance
of difference between the improvement conducted the one-way ANOVA and to probate the significance of difference of
Acquisition Test and Retention test conducted paired t-test.

The results of this study were as follows;

First, All of Augmented Feedback Types had a positive effect on hemiplegic adults to learning of motor skill.

Second, The Verbal Feedback group and the VIR Feedback group had no significantly difference at Acquisition Test,
But They had the most improvement at Retention Test.

Third, In hemiplegic adults, the Verbal & VTR Feedback group had the highest Retention Effect.
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