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Abstract

The Effects of the Computer-Assisted Cognitive
Rehabilitation on Cognition, Perception, Activities of Daily
Living on Traumatic Head Injury Patients

Lee, Sung-A*, MP.H., KO.TR., Cheong, Min-Sun*, BH.Sc., KO.TR,,
Chai, Kyoung-Ju++, MP.E, KO.TR.
*Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Rehabilitation Hospital, Yonsei University Medical
Center
x+Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Kyung-Bok College

The purpose of this case is to find effectiveness of improvement of cognitive
function with head mjury patients through Computer—-Assisted Cognitive
Rehabhilitation(CACR) program within various training programs.

The subjects were three inpatient persons with head injury on Rehabilitation
Hospital in Yonsel University and aged 28 and 14 and 2 woman and another man.
It was wused PSS CogRehab program during 15 days. Cognition, perception and
activities of daily living(ADL) were compared pre-CACR with post-CACR by
LOTCA, MVPT and MBL

According to this case study, in spite of short-term period, the subjects had
changed of performance skills of cognition, perception and activities of daily living.

Results were as follows :

1. LOTCA score of 3 cases showed increasing change after CACR performance,
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especially perception and visuoperception organization were increased.

2. Raw score was
MVPT within 3 cases.

3. MBI score of 3 cases were improved,

were improved each one step.

Key Words : Head injury, CACR, Cognitive training

increased and processing time was

controlled adjustable of

especially dressing, feeding and toileting
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