


Use of Immersive Virtual Reality in Nursing
Homes for People With Dementia: Feasibility
Study to Assess Cognitive, Motor, and
Emotional Responses
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Figure 1. Design of the study.
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Figure 4. Results of the Emotion Rating Scale.
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Figure 5. Results of the protocol response after immersive virtual reality (iVR) use.
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Table 2. Results of the pre- and posttest.

Outcomes Pretest, mean (SD) posttest, mean (SD)

(95% CI) (95% CI)

Pvalue (Bonferroni-Holm) Effect size (d)

Parametric tests (7 test)

TMT-A? (n=27) 118.43 (70.10) (90.67-146.20)  108.91 (80.60) (77.01-140.8) 225 (>.999) 0.24
State anxiety (points) (n=33) 33.94 (8.36) 31.29 (10.25) 108 (.648) 0.28
(29.42-36.46) (26.31-34.28)
Trait anxiety 33.45 (8.69) 30.06 (10.51) 089 (.534) 0.30
(points) (28.87-36.07) (25.14-33.21)
(n=33)
FICSIT-4" (points):n=30 1363 (5) 17.07 (5.10) 026 (.156) 0.43
(13.76-17.51) (15.16-18.98)
TUGS (n=29) 15.53 (5.60) 15.56 (5.50) 976 (>.999) 0.007
(13.41-17.65) (13.47-17.65)
Nonparametric tests (Wilcoxon test)
Short FES-14 (points) (n=33)  7.50? (7.00-11.25) 7.00% (7.00-10.00) 114 (.684) 0.25¢
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