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Abstract

The Effect of Eye Patching to Unilateral Neglect in the Rehabilitation
of Persons With Stroke

Kim, Eun-Joo, MP.H., O.T.
Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Chonbuk National University Hospital

Objectives : To study and compare the effects of monocular patching and half-eyes patching
on the unilateral neglect of stroke patients.

Methods : Eleven stroke patients with the unilateral neglect were enrolled. To these patients
eight tests such as line hisection test, Albert’s test, letter cancellation test, shape cancellation
test, house copying, daisy copying, clock drawing, and reading task were applied for the evalua-
tion of the unilateral neglect. These tests were done without patching and with monocular and
half-eyes patching respectively.

Results : Eye patching methods were effective for reducing the unilateral neglect in 11.1 ~
57.1% of patients. Half-eyes patching was significantly effective in clock drawing test(p=.02), In
general half-eyes patching was more effective than monocular patching.

Conclusion : We suggest that eye patching method could be used as an effective and prac-
tical way to reduce the unilateral neglect of the stroke patients.

Key Words : Eye patching, Stroke, Unilateral neglect
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