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The effect of errorless learning on memory process for patients with brain injury: An initial study OU Ha:i-
ning* , DOU Zu-lin, MAN Waik-wong, |TAM Sing-fai|, Hui-Chan Christina. * Department of Rehabilitation Medi-

cine, Guangdong Provincial Hospital of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Guangzhou 510000, China
[ Abstract) Methods Eight-

y-four participants were randomly divided into three groups: a group which received computer-assisted memory train-

Objective  To evaluate the effect of errorless learning on memory processes.
ing (CAMG, n=30), a therapist-administered memory training group (TAMG, n =24) and a control group (CG, n
=30). A 20-session training course with a Chinese cultural background was tailor-made for Chinese subjects with
memory disorders. It was administered over the course of one month to the test groups with a similar course structure
and content but different delivery modes. The control group had no training. The Rivermead Behavioral Memory Test-
Chinese Version (RBMT-CV) and the Hong Kong List Learning Test ( HKLLT) were used to assess memory ability
and process at the start and end of the training, and one month later. A repeated measures analysis of variance was
used to compare differences across the three groups. Results Comparing pre-training with post-training and follow-
up, RBMT-CV and HKLLT scores improved significantly. The CAMG group demonstrated better progress encoding
and storage on the HKLLT (including the random and blocked conditions) than the TAMG group. Conclusions
Errorless learning is likely to be an effective technique for improving memory function in patients with traumatic brain
injury. lts effects last for at least one month. Computer-administered training was more effective than therapist-admin-
istered face to face training, especially in improving encoding and storage memory processes.
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