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Target sample: 46 stroke survivors with spatial neglect
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Background1

• Spatial neglect affects ~30% of stroke survivors1

• No rehabilitation can be recommended2

• COVID-19: 39% of stroke survivors 

said they had not received enough rehabilitation3

• SIGHT can be used to improve spatial neglect4

• Computerised SIGHT (c-SIGHT) as a 

method of telerehabilitation for spatial neglect
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Objectives2

1. Investigate the feasibility of a randomised controlled 

trial using c-SIGHT in stroke survivors’ homes.

2. Investigate stroke survivors’ and carers’ experience

using c-SIGHT.

3. Explore the potential effects of c-SIGHT.

Outcome measures3

Methods5

Intervention4

Progress to date 6

• Began in May 2021 (delayed by COVID)

• Five NHS sites in East of England

• Recruitment:

•

• C-SIGHT usability:

Assessed for eligibility (n= 620) Excluded (n= 539)

• Not meeting inclusion criteria (n= 405)

• Declined to participate (2 due to 

COVID) (n= 42)

• Eligible but not approached 

(discharged, limited staff capacity 

due to COVID-19) (n= 90)

Allocated using minimisation (n = 12)

Did not receive allocated intervention 

(ill, out of area, no capacity in care 

home) (n= 4)

Withdrew during training phase (n= 1)

Waiting (n= 2)

Finished study (n= 5)

• Excluded (due to second stroke, loss of 

capacity) (n= 4)

• Withdrew (n = 9)

• Deceased (n = 2)

• Awaiting visit (n = 4)

Figures last updated: 05/09/2022

Avg. age 

screened:

75

Avg. number of days 

post-stroke screened:

71

Stroke survivors with spatial neglect 

consented (n= 31)

Avg. repetitions: 

786.6 (3,843)

Avg. session length:

16 mins 08 secs

Avg. sessions:

17 (min=6; max=26)U
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Implications:

• Provides data on the feasibility of a home-based, self-

led therapy for spatial neglect in the East of England

Data collection continues…

Zoom link

P/w: OPSYRIS

N = 5


