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Table 1. The general characteristics of the subjects

Experimental group(z=15)

Control group(z=15)

Characteristics Classification
Number Percent(%) Number Percent(%)
S Man 10 66.667 9 60.000
X Wormnan 5 33333 6 40,000
40~49 2 13.333 2 13.333
Age 50~59 6 40.000 5 33.333
60~69 7 46.667 8 53.333
Lesion Hemorrhage 5 33.333 2 13.333
es10 Infarction 10 66.667 13 86.667
Experimental group : video observation training group
Control : sham therapy group
Table 2. Comparison of Neglect and ADL among the two groups
o Experimental group(s=15) Control group(n=15)
Characteristics t
Mean+SD Mean+SD
LBT 39.867+17.273 37.793+13.972 361
FIM 61.933+11.291 63.333+13.600 -.307
Experimental group : video observation training group
Control : sham therapy group
LBT : line hisection test
FIM :functional independence measure
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Ficture 1. Video observation training method
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Mse
2009.131
393.216
776.161
Mse
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589.067
831.667
94
s

Group
Intervention before & after X group

Experimental group : video observation training group

Control

Group
Intervention before & after X Group

Experimental group : video observation training group

Control

Intervention before & after
Intervention before & after

. sham therapy group
: sham therapy group

LBT : line hisection test

p< 05

* p<0b

Table 3. Interaction with groups for LBT value
Table 4. Interaction with groups for FIM value
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of cognitive rehabilitation after right hemisphere

stroke. Neurologic Clinics, 11, 25-57.
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Abstract

Effects of Video Observation Training on Neglect and Ability
to Perform Activities of Daily Living of Stroke Patients

Kim, Tae-Sue*, B.H.Sc., OT, PT., Kwon, Hyuk-Cheol**, Ph.D., PT,,
Cho, Young-Seok™, B.H.Sc., OT.
"Dep. of Occupational Therapy Graduate School of Rehabilitation Science Daegu University
“Dep. of Occupational Therapy, Daegu University

sk

Dep. of Occupational Therapy, Gumi University

Objective : The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of video observation training on
neglect and ability to perform activities of daily living of stroke patients.

Methods : Patients diagnosed with stroke were selected as subjects according to criteria to select the
research targets. The additional video observation training besides OT and PT was carried out to
15 patients in an experimental group and sham therapy besides OT and PT was performed to 15
patients in a control group. Line-bisection test were conducted to compare the neglect before and
after therapy intervention and FIM was conducted to compare the ability to perform the activities
of daily living.

Results : The result of this study that we found out that degree of neglect in an experimental group
where video observation training was carried out improved neglect and the ability to perform
activities of daily living.

Conclusion : The video observation training the video observation training is expected to be useful in

clinics.

Key Words : Activities of daily living, Neglect, Stroke, Video observation training
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