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Abstract

The Correlation Between Relationship Ability and Activities of Daily
Living(ADL) Performance Ability of Patients With Traumatic Brain Injury(TBI)

Lee, Jong—Min, M.S., O.T.
Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Kang Hospital Rehabilitation Therapy Center

Objective : To investigate the correlation between relationship ability and ADL performance
ability of patients with TBI.

Methods : This study was carried out from March 2012 to April 2012 with 20 patients with TBI.
Relationship ability assessed using Relationship Change Scale (RCS), ADL performance ability
assessed using Functional Independence Measure (FIM).

Results : The RCS showed a high level of correlation with marital status and duration of illness.
The RCS showed a high level of correlation with the FIM total score and the FIM cognition
area. However the RCS did not show a correlation with the FIM motor area.

Conclusions : Functional disability of social cognition is a factor that disturbs rehabilitation after
TBI and it has a negative influence on the relationship in ADL. If accurate evaluation and
treatment on relationship ability after TBI are carried out side by side from the initial stages
of onset, we could expect more patients to improve their social cognition and ADL performance
ability.

Key words : ADL, Relationship ability, Social cognition, TBI




