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ABSTRACT

Objectives. This study evaluated the impact of a multimodal cognitive rehabilitation intervention,
the Cognitive Enrichment Program (CEP), on executive functioning (EF) and resumption of daily
activities following traumatic brain injury (TBI) in older individuals, in comparison to an active
control group having received holistic rehabilitation as usual care. Methods. The CEP’s
executive function module included planning, problem solving, and goal management training,
as well as strategies focusing on self-awareness. Effectiveness was evaluated by psychometric
tests (Modified Six Elements Task-adapted — MSET-A, D-KEFS Sorting test and Stroop four-
color version), while generalization was measured through self-reported questionnaires about
daily functioning (Dysexecutive Functioning Questionnaire — DEX, Forsaken dalily life activities).
Measures were obtained before and after intervention, and six months later. Results. ANCOVA
results showed significant group-by-time interactions on Tackling the 6 subtasks and Avoiding
rule-breaking measures of the MSET-A, with moderate effect sizes. Despite improvements in
Sorting and Stroop scores, there were no group-by-time interaction on these measures. DEX
generalization measure showed a significant reduction in patient/significant other difference on
the Executive Cognition subscale. There was a reduction in the number of Forsaken daily life
activities in the experimental group compared to controls which was not significant immediately
after CEP, but that was significant six months later. Conclusions. Our study shows that older
adults with TBI can improve their executive functioning with a positive impact on everyday

activities after receiving multimodal cognitive training compared to an active control group.

KEY WORDS: traumatic brain injury, aging, cognitive rehabilitation, executive functions, self-

awareness.
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INTRODUCTION

Cognitive rehabilitation programs for older individuals having sustained a traumatic brain injury
(TBI) are lacking [1,2], even if this population is growing and presents multiple vulnerabilities [3].
Normal aging is accompanied by neurophysiological, neuroanatomical and physical decline that
can negatively influence neurocognitive functioning, including attention, memory, and executive
functions (EF) [4,5]. These vulnerabilities can worsen clinical outcome when a TBI is sustained

during older adulthood [3,5].

In spite of age-related brain function decline, the frequent presence of general age-related
health comorbidities (diabetes, hypertension, hypercholesterolemia, etc.) and the collateral
effects of medication on cognition or mood, some studies suggest that older individuals with TBI
could benefit from intensive rehabilitation programs and positive impacts on their level of

independence even if their length of stay in clinical settings is longer [6-8].

Among cognitive symptoms produced by TBI memory, attention and executive dysfunctions are
probably the most disabling sequelae which in many cases disturb the individual’s ability to live
independently [3,9,10]. Executive functions (EF) represent a multidimensional concept including
initiating, planning, organizing, solving problems, choosing among different options, self-
regulating one’s own behavior, forming concepts, maintaining goals until attaining them in a
satisfactory way, as well as adjusting plans or goals to adapt to environmental and personal
changes [11]. These higher-level functions include also self-awareness abilities, emotional and
behavioral regulation and social adjustment [12-13]. By their anatomical position and their
interconnectivity with other areas of the brain, frontal lobes, highly involved in EF organization,

are more vulnerable to diffuse injuries as TBI [11,14,15]
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In order to approach rehabilitation possibilities in older adults with TBI, it is important to learn
from research conducted with healthy older individuals as well as with adults with TBI. Meta-
analyses of cognitive rehabilitation in these populations show significant effectiveness on
cognitive functioning, including EFs, and generalization of gains to real-world activities [16,17].
This is more likely to be attained if rehabilitation programs address multiple EFs rather than a
unique or specific EF. However, low representation of older TBI population limit the scope of

recommendations [18-20].

Stuss and colleagues [21] published a series of reports from a randomized trail conducted with
normal ageing people showing non pathological cognitive complaints, which aimed to assess the
effectiveness of a multidomain cognitive training program. This program was composed of three
modules, one for memory functions, the second for EF training, and the last one for psychosocial
dimensions. In the study reporting the specific effects on EF, Levine et al [22] used an adapted
version of the GMT programThe effectiveness of training was measured through questionnaires,
neuropsychological tests and by life-like tasks. Large effect sizes were obtained for global
measures of EF and for two of the specific measures, namely, task strategy and monitoring/error
correction. Effect size was moderated by task engagement. A significant effect was found for the
Dysexecutive questionnaire (DEX). The effects were maintained 6 months after the end of the

program.

Later, Levine et al. [23] conducted a controlled trail with a sample of 19 acquired brain-injured
(ABI: stroke, TBI and tumors) younger adults using an expanded version of the GMT which was
based on the theory of sustained attention [24]. According to this theory, activation of the frontal-
parietal-thalamic attention system is required to endogenously sustain goals in working memory.
Following ABI, those systems are affected and endogenous attention is perturbed, leaving

individuals cue-dependent. The GMT main strategy thus consists of periodically stopping
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ongoing behavior to self-monitor performance and define and adjust goals. Their study,
comparing GMT effectiveness in ABI to a control group showed significant and specific effects
on attention, maintaining awareness and self-regulation [23]. Recently, meta-analyses [25-26]

showed that GMT can enhance improvement in executive functioning in ABI patients.

Spikman and colleagues developed a multimodal program [27] that exclusively addressed
executive dysfunction. This program included, among others, the Planning Method, the Problem-
Solving Method and GMT. They assessed its effectiveness with ABI (stroke, TBI and brain
tumors) in young and middle-aged adults through a multicenter randomized controlled trail [28].
Effectiveness of this 20-24 sessions rehabilitation program was assessed using life-like tasks,
neuropsychological tests, observation and questionnaires. The experimental ABI group showed
better abilities to set and accomplish realistic goals, planning, initiating, and regulating real-life
tasks, and resuming previous roles with respect to work, social relationships, leisure activities,

and mobility.

To our knowledge, there are no studies evaluating the effects of comprehensive rehabilitation
programs on, among others, EFs in TBI older individuals. This paper reports on the EF
component of a newly designed cognitive rehabilitation program, the Cognitive Enrichment
Program (CEP), which was tailored for individuals who sustain a TBI in later adulthood. The CEP
is a 12-week multimodal intervention structured into three modules designed to address
cognitive problems resulting from TBI, as well as age-related cognitive issues in the following
domains: self-awareness, attention and episodic memory, and EF. The EF module integrates

training on planning, problem solving, goal management and self-regulation strategies.

We evaluated the effectiveness of the CEP for enhancing EF in older adults with TBI, as

assessed with three neuropsychological EF measures as primary outcomes, as well as a self-


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012; this version posted October 27, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

The impact of multimodal cognitive rehabilitation on executive functions in older adults with traumatic brain injury (TBI)

report questionnaire of daily executive functioning and a measure of daily life activities as
generalization measures of real-world EF performance. We hypothesized that targeted EF
training included in the CEP would lead to improvements on psychometric EF measures as well
as in self-reported executive cognition and resumption of daily activities in a trained group of
older individuals with TBI, whereas this would not be the case for a comparable TBI group who
did not receive the CEP intervention. A secondary objective was to assess stability of change six

months after the end of training.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Results presented in this paper are part of a larger controlled clinical trial (study registered at
ClinicalTrials.gov, Identifier: NCT04590911). Experimental design, participant selection and
allocation, general CEP intervention framework, as well as detailed assessment procedures are

described in Cisneros et al. and its accompanying Supplementary material [29] (this issue).

Procedure

The CEP consists of three intervention modules, Introduction and self-awareness, Attention and
memory (strategies detailed in Cisneros et al. [29]; this issue), and Executive functions (EF),
which include a total of 24 sessions of 90 minutes twice weekly within a 12-week time frame
[29]. The CEP module targeting EF consists of three approaches: Planning Method (PM),
Problem-Solving Method (PSM), and GMT. The PM was derived from Spikman et al.’s program
[27] that we translated to French from Dutch with the collaboration of the authors. Emphasis is
put on organizing steps and anticipating of time, as well as human and material resources in
order to resolve a complex situation. The PSM is an adaptation of von Cramon et al.’s [30] and
Spikman et al.’s strategies [27,28]. Participants first learn to verbalize questions during problem-
solving and then this process is progressively faded-out. They must select the significant

information pertaining to the problem, formulate the problem, generate as many solutions as
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possible, select and execute the most appropriate solution to a problem, and verify its
effectiveness. The GMT is mainly based on Spikman’s [27,28] and Levine’s [22,23] adaptations
of the original GMT. Exercises for each method gradually increase in difficulty from easier-fictive

exercises to more complex and real-life tasks.

In addition to the specific EF interventions, strategies targeting self-awareness were
implemented during CEP intervention: general discussion about self-awareness after TBI,
keeping a list of cognitive strengths-difficulties [27], feedback about progress on overcoming
difficulties, and discussion about actual self-awareness difficulties using the Reaction tool. The
latter is a card-based instrument developed at the TBI program of the Lucie-Bruneau
Rehabilitation Centre and consists of a set of 24 real-life situations describing different examples
of self-unawareness [31]. Participants are asked to identify, for each card, the awareness

problem, and to share if they had lived a similar situation.

Assessment times

Evaluations were conducted at three time-points: baseline (pre-intervention — T0); 14-weeks

(post-intervention — T1); 6-months post-intervention (follow-up — T2).

Primary outcome measures

We adapted Crépeau et al.’s [32] version of the original Six Elements Test [33] to a paper-pencil
format, named the Six Elements Task-Adapted (SET-A). Five measures were used: Tackling
the 6 subtasks, Inter-task balance, Avoiding rule-breaking, Checking time, and Efficient

behavior. We also calculated the Total score of the five measures of the SET-A, as well as the
Total number of points earned. See Supplementary material for more details on the measures

used.
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The Sorting Test from the Delis-Kaplan Executive Function System (D-KEFS) [35] was also
used as a primary outcome measure. Confirmed Correct Sort Total (CCS) raw score, Free

Sorting Description (FSD) total raw score, and Time-Per-Sort Ratio (TSR) were calculated.

The other primary outcome measure was the Stroop four-color version [36], where Inhibition

and Flexibility conditions were used.

Generalization measures

Self-awareness of executive difficulties was used as a measure of generalization by calculating
the difference between participants’ and a significant other’s scores on the three subscales of
the Dysexecutive Questionnaire (DEX) [37], as proposed by Simblett et al [38]: Executive

cognition, Behavioural-Emotional Self-Regulation, and Metacognition.

Self-reported Forsaken Daily Activities from the Client’s Intervention Priorities tool [39] were

thus used as a measure of generalization to everyday life.

Control measure

The Similarities subtest from the WAIS-IIl was chosen as a control measure since it
represented cognitive factors not related to EFs targeted by the CEP program. We did not

expect any changes for this variable.

Statistical analysis

The statistical approach used is described in Cisneros et al. [29] (this issue).
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RESULTS
Demographic and clinical characteristics of the two groups can be found in Table 2 of Cisneros

et al. [30] (this issue).

Primary outcome measures

There were no significant differences between experimental and active control groups before
intervention, except for the SET-A variable Checking time (1(29) = 2.10, p = .04) where
experimental participants showed higher scores than controls. Table 1 outlines means and
standard deviations for the different measures at the three assessments times, and ANCOVA

group-by-time interaction results after controlling for covariate Time since TBI.

Insert Table 1 here

There was a significant group-by-time interaction on Tackling the 6 subtasks from the SET-A
with a moderate effect size. These significant differences were, however, not maintained at the
6-months follow-up, even though the score remained higher in the experimental group. Statistics
for non-significant results not indicated in Table 1 are presented as Supplementary material.
There were no significant main effects of time, or group on this measure. There was a significant
main effect of time for Inter-task balance (F(2, 55) = 3.06, p = 0.05), but no significant main
effect for group, nor a group-by-time interaction. A strong significant main effect of time was
found for Checking time (F(2, 55) = 16.85, p < 0.000), as was a significant main effect for group
(F(1,29) = 6.56, p = 0.016), but there was no significant group-by-time interaction. There was a
significant group-by-time interaction on Avoiding rule-breaking with a moderate effect size.
The pre-post-intervention difference for the experimental group was almost significant (t (28) =

1.94, p = 0.063; 95% CI [-2.23, 0.61]). These differences did not remain at the 6-months follow-


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012; this version posted October 27, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

The impact of multimodal cognitive rehabilitation on executive functions in older adults with traumatic brain injury (TBI)

up, even if Avoiding rule-breaking scores increased and remained higher in the experimental
group. A significant main effect for group was also found for Efficient behavior (F(1, 29) = 4.24,
p = 0.048), but no significant effect for time, nor group-by-time interaction were found.
Supplementary bilateral t-test indicated that scores at T1 were significantly higher for the
experimental group (t (29) = 2.35, p = 0.026; 95% CI [0.12, 1.75]). There was a significant main
effect of time on SET-A Total Score (F(2, 42) = 7.23, p = 0.002), no main significant effect for
group, and no group-by-time interaction. Supplementary t-test analysis indicated that scores at
T1 were higher in the experimental group without quite attaining statistical significance (t(29) =
1.91, p = 0.06; 95% CI [-0.163, 4.618]). There were no significant effects for time or group, and

no group-by-time interaction for Total number of points.

There was no group-by-time interaction for Confirmed Correct Sorts total raw score of the
Sorting Test, nor a significant main effect for time, or group. Bilateral t-tests, however, indicated
that scores at T1 were significantly larger for the experimental group than for controls (t(29) =
2.06, p = 0.048; 95% CI [0.12, 1.75]), but they were borderline significant six months later (t(22)
=1.96, p = 0.06; 95% CI [-1.09, 4.04]). For Free Sorting Description total raw score, ANCOVA
showed no group-by-time interaction, no significant main effect for time, nor for group. Post-hoc
bilateral t-tests show that higher scores in experimental group were borderline significant at T1
(t(29) = 1.96, p = 0.06; 95% CI [-.39, 17.85]), and significant at T2 follow-up (t(22) = 2.13, p =
0.04; 95% CI [0.22, 15.06]). A similar tendency was also found using a post-hoc ANOVA
between the three assessment times (F(1, 21) = 4.04, p = 0.057). On the third Sorting test
variable, Time-Per-Sort Ratio, ANCOVA did not show a group-by-time interaction, there were
no significant main effects for time or group. But post hoc bilateral t-test showed a significant
difference at T1, the experimental group being faster to identify sorting categories (t(29) = - 2.65,
p = 0.01; 95% CI [-24.38, -3.13]). Post-hoc ANOVA comparing T1-TO also showed a significant

difference favoring the experimental group (F(1, 21) = 5.02, p = 0.03), while ANOVA comparing
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the three assessment times showed a tendency in the direction of the hypothesis (F(1, 21) =

3.42, p = 0.078).

There was a strong significant main effect of time (F(2, 42) = 5.42, p = 0.008) on the Inhibition
task of the Stroop four-color version, no significant main effect for group, and no group-by-time
interaction. However, bilateral post hoc t-test showed significantly shorter time for the
experimental group at T1 (1(28) = -2.45, p = 0.02; 95% CI [-56.66, -5.03]). There was a
significant main effect for time on the Flexibility task (F(2, 42) = 3.19, p = 0.05), and for group
(F(1, 21) = 4.42, p = 0.047) in favor of the experimental group, but no group-by-time interaction.
Supplementary t-test showed a significant decrease in time to complete the Flexibility task at

T1 (1(28) = -2.82, p = 0.009; 95% CI [-55.70, -8.79]). These results did not remain 6 months later.

Generalization variables

Analyses showed a significant group-by-time interaction for participant-significant other
difference scores on the Executive Cognition subscale of the DEX questionnaire. No significant
main effect of time or group was found for this variable. Post-hoc t-tests showed borderline
significant changes at T1 (t(22) = 1.92; p = 0.068, CI 95% [-0.64, 1.66]), and at T2 (t(23) = 1.78;
p = 0.08, Cl 95% [-0.94, 1.27]). As seen in Table 1, Behavioural-Emotional and Metacognitive
subscales of the DEX did not show group-by-time interactions. A strong significant main effect
for time was found for the Metacognitive subscale (F(2, 36) 17.30, p < 0.000), but no significant

main effect was shown for group.

Participants identified Forsaken daily activities for four points in time, including at pre-injury.
Results are presented in Table 2. A strong significant main effect for time was found (F(3, 76) =
11.68, p < 0.000). However, no group-by-time interaction and no significant group effect were

identified. Post-hoc t-tests showed that before TBI, the control group reported more Forsaken

10
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daily activities than experimental participants although the difference did not quite reach
significance (t(30) = -1.88, p = 0.07; 95% CI [-4.935, 0.202]). After TBI, at baseline TO, both
groups reported significantly more Forsaken daily activities, thus reducing the differences
between groups (1(30) = 0.57, p = 0.57; 95% CI [-3,430, 6.063]). After CEP intervention, at T1,
even though the experimental group showed a reduction of Forsaken daily activities by more
than half (-5.07) while control group reported a reduction of about 36% (-2.24), this difference
was not statistically significant. Six months later, the differences between groups became highly
significant (t(21) = -3.71, p = 0.001; 95% CI [-8.06, -2.27]), where the experimental group
showed further reduction of Forsaken daily activities (-5.65 T2-T0), while they increased (+0.84

T2-TO) in control participants.

Control measure

There were no significant changes on the Similarities subtest after CEP intervention.

DISCUSSION

This work aimed to contribute to filling a gap in clinical research on cognitive rehabilitation
following TBI sustained by older adults. To our knowledge, this is the first study to address the
effectiveness of a multimodal cognitive rehabilitation program developed for older adults with
TBI, and its influence on enhancing executive functions. We developed a manualized
rehabilitation program, the Cognitive Enrichment Program (CEP), from cognitive interventions
having demonstrated positive effects in healthy older adults and younger adults with TBI. This
paper reports on the effectiveness of the CEP program of executive functioning. Since aging and

TBI increases variability, the CEP program consists in a system of organized cognitive

11
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rehabilitation strategies in order to address a diversity of rehabilitation needs. We compared an
experimental TBI group with an active TBI group receiving usual care in the form of holistic
rehabilitation without specific cognitive intervention. Our findings indicate that older adults with
TBI are able to improve executive functioning as measured through ecologically sensitive
executive function tests. Cognitive training also appeared to have facilitated resumption of

everyday activities that had been abandoned since the TBI.

Effectiveness of the CEP on executive functioning

Results show a significant improvement on two of measures of the Six Elements Task-Adapted:
Tackling the 6 subtasks and Avoiding rule-breaking. These two measures are similar to the basic
variables of the Behavioural Assessment of the Dysexecutive Syndrome (BADS) [37] scoring
system. Tackling the 6 subtasks is a strategy allowing to rapidly earn more points on the test
since approaching all sub-tasks in an equal fashion ensures solving the easier and higher-
scoring items. This measure evaluates the participant’s ability to plan, elaborate and execute a
main strategic solution in order to attain the main goal of the task. Avoiding rule-breaking
demands keeping the rules active in working memory, self-monitoring, and updating the rule
when necessary to inhibit an automatic response to switch to the immediate but wrong subtask.
Improving both measures can reflect effectiveness of CEP interventions targeting EFs. The
Planning Method (PM) [27] used taught participants to plan the steps and the resources
(material, time, etc.), needed to solve a problem while being aware of contextual conditions of a
task in order to be more efficient at the moment of actually conducting the task. The Problem-
Solving Method (PSM) [27,28,30] used taught participants to consider as many possible
solutions to a problem, select the best alternative, execute them, and assess their effect. This
could have positively influenced the selection of the main strategy of approaching the 6

subtasks.

12
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Goal Management Training (GMT) focused on self-monitoring, updating the goal and the chosen
strategies, and adjusting it if necessary. Participant received a training to self-monitor progress
and relevance of actual behavior compared to the goal and strategy while working on a task. In
the SET-A, participants must self-monitor their behavior in order to frequently update their
goallrules and assess the effectiveness of their chosen strategy. In the particular case of
Avoiding rule-breaking, GMT could have been useful to learn to update the rules at different
moments of multitasking during the SET-A, by keeping endogenous attention on their own
behavior, on the complex context of the task, and on keeping the rules in working memory. The
strategies learned with GMT could also have trained participants to inhibit impulsive responses

during the task.

Checking the time also seemed to be influenced by interventions, but intergroup comparison
was affected by the fact that the experimental group was significantly better than controls before
CEP, even though both groups showed problems in checking the time at baseline. Future
research should consider this variable because it could be sensitive to EF interventions.
Verifying the time at appropriate moments is one of the main dimensions of SET-A. Its
prospective nature needs to keep endogenous divided attention on the task but also on the
internal passage of time. Participant must elaborate a strategy to verify time at the most
appropriate moments, keeping in working memory this rule and the strategy, update the rule and
the strategy at the appropriate moments, to switch from the task to verify the time, and switch
again to continue on the task. Because of its proven effectiveness in maintaining attention on the
course of complex activities [18-20,25,26], it is probable that GMT could have positively

influenced this specific strategy.

The experimental group showed a significantly higher score for Efficient behavior after CEP

intervention on t-test analysis and ANCOVA showed a significant main effect of group. This

13
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variable is interesting because it represents a participants’ flexibility and adaptation ability to
identify and use contextual information not directly mentioned in the instructions (organizing the
task booklets, self-assessing one’s own speed on each subtask, etc.). The adaptive behaviors
and participant’'s engagement contribute to their main strategy. This is a measure of reduction of
off-task behaviors that could negatively impact goal attainment, but also of on-task behaviors
that contribute to achieving a goal. Although we were not able to show a significant group-by-
time interaction for this variable, it is important to note that others did find significant changes on

the task engagement of participants on an ecological task after GMT intervention [22,23].

The Inter-task balance measure did not appear to be very sensitive to EF interventions in both
groups. The SET-A Total Score did generally improve throughout time and the experimental
group showed a borderline significant improvement after the CEP intervention. On the other
hand, the Total number of points measure did not show significant improvement after the CEP
even if it should reflect general goal attainment, and as such, further research with this variable

should be done to inform on its sensitivity.

ANCOVA failed to demonstrate significant effects on D-KEFS Sorting Test. However,
supplementary t-test showed that the experimental group showed improvements on the three
variables of the Sorting test after the CEP program, and this finding tended to remain six months
later. It is interesting that at the 6-months follow-up we were able to detect slight further
improvement on these three variables. Such measure should be included in future research
since they assess categorization and cognitive flexibility. The PSM method used in the CEP
emphasizes reasoning, logical thinking, and flexibility, and GMT targets flexibility and updating

goals and strategies, which could influence efficacy on sorting tasks.
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Results for Stroop measures failed to attain the significance criteria even if improvements were
observed on both Inhibition and Flexibility variables after CEP interventions. Considering the
limits of our study, we can’t be conclusive about these results. But these improvements and the
fact that this task has been identified has a predictor of maintenance of independent living in
elderly individuals [40] are encouraging for future research. Indeed, these authors demonstrated
a direct relationship between executive performances and instrumental activities of daily living
indicating predictive validity. Also, they proposed that cognitive training on EF areas may

positively impact older adults’ performance on daily life activities.

Generalization to real-life situations and daily activities

Since the CEP targets cognitive function, we hypothesized that changes could be seen on the
Executive Cognition subscale of the DEX, but not on the other two subscales, which measure
behavioural and emotional dimensions. Our findings support the hypothesis that CEP
interventions have an impact on awareness of executive functioning by reducing the differences
between the participant’s perception and their significant other’s perception of their executive
functioning. Different strategies are integrated on the CEP program to approach different forms
and degrees of unawareness. Also, feedback from the experimenter and from other participants,
observation, vicariant learning, self-observation during homework, and other mechanisms
implemented by the CEP could positively impact self-awareness, in particular in mild and
moderate TBI. During intervention, special attention was put on constructive feedback about
clinical improvement. This allowed the experimenter to highlight past unawareness while

stressing improvements on self-awareness, and on cognitive progress.

The final goal of brain injury rehabilitation is the generalization of gains to daily life. In older TBI
individuals this objective is more difficult to attain and measure since some older people are

already reducing their activities in conjunction with their retirement. Forsaken Daily Activities
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(FDA) allowed us to assess activities normally abandoned before the TBI in order to compare
them with those additionally abandoned after TBI and then following intervention. The number of
FDA before TBI depends on highly interindividual variability and adaptive choices during aging.
Research [40] has demonstrated the relationship between executive functioning and daily life
activities in elders and the probable effect of cognitive training on improving daily life activities
had been pointed out. Our findings are in this direction. Indeed, the experimental group resumed
more than half their abandoned daily activities after intervention as compared to pre-intervention
and, in a similar fashion as social roles in Spikman et al.’s study [28], they continue to improve
six months later where the number of abandoned activities was not different from the number of
activities already forsaken before the TBI, which is one of the main goals of rehabilitation. In fact,
experimental participants had, in general, better outcomes than controls in the targeted
executive measures used in this study, and even if all did not reach significance, they may have

contributed to the resumption of daily life activities.

Study limitations

Our study has some limitations which are already discussed in Cisneros et al. [29] (this issue).
Attrition bias was one of the main factors of loss of statistical power and comparability of long-
term effects, probably in detriment to the experimental group. Future clinical research must
include larger and more stable samples by enrolling all patients at the beginning of their usual
rehabilitation program to improve follow-up participation of older people with TBI. This will also
reduce variability on time since injury. This was a pragmatic controlled trial which was controlled

in an actual setting and as such, these parameters could not all be controlled.

CONCLUSIONS
Our results show that older adults with TBI can improve their cognitive and daily life functioning

after multimodal cognitive training, such as that as proposed by the CEP. This intervention
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program has demonstrated effectiveness for improving executive functioning, and also had an
impact on daily functioning as measured by the resumption of daily life activities. As many
researchers have pointed out, executive functions are good predictors of daily life functioning of
older individuals, and this can be especially true following a TBI. Since older adults who sustain
a TBI do show improvement in executive functioning after cognitive intervention, further clinical

research focusing on rehabilitation strategies for this clinical population is warranted.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We wish to thank the TBI Programs of the Lucie-Bruneau and Le Bouclier Rehabilitation
Centres, as well as the Trauma Program of the MUHC-MGH for their important role in participant
recruitment. We also thank the individuals who participated in this research, sharing generously
their time, efforts and energy. We would like to pay our gratitude and our respects to Dr. Donald
T. Stuss, who, sadly, passed away in September 2019, and to Drs Gordon Winocur and Brian
Levine for advice and encouragement at the early stages of this study, as well as to Drs Jacoba
Spikman and Luciano Fasotti and their team in Holland for generously sharing and allowing
translation of their Dysexecutive Training Protocol. We thank Dr. Jennifer Fleming for authorizing
use and adaptation of her text La conscience de soi. We are grateful with the French artist
Etienne Lécroart for allowing E.C. to use his ingenious cartoon Perdre du temps illustrating the
negative impact of passivity. We thank Guylaine Bélizaire, Michel Ouellette, Christel Cornelis
and Alexandra F. Girard who acted as research assistants for this project. We acknowledge the
statistical work and advice of Miguel Chagnon. This project was funded by the Fonds de
recherche du Québec — Santé (FRQS; research grant 22319 to M.M. and scholarship to E.C.),
the Quebec Rehabilitation Research Network (research grant 09-10DS-06 to M.M.), the Lucie-
Bruneau Rehabilitation Centre (research grant to E.C. and M.M., and clinical research hours to

E.C.). The authors have no conflict of interest.

17


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012; this version posted October 27, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

The impact of multimodal cognitive rehabilitation on executive functions in older adults with traumatic brain injury (TBI)

REFERENCES

1. Acevedo A, Loewenstein DA. Nonpharmacological cognitive interventions in aging and
dementia. J Geriatr Psych Neur 2007;20:239-49.

2. Goldstein FC. Older adults, In: High WM, Sander AM, Struchen MA, Hart KA, editors.
Rehabilitation for traumatic brain injury, Oxford: Oxford University Press; 2005, p. 235-46.

3. Gardner RC, Dams-O'Connor K, Morrissey MR, Manley GT. Geriatric traumatic brain injury:
epidemiology, outcomes, knowledge gaps, and future directions. J Neurotraum 2018;35,7,
889-906. DOI: 10.1089/neu.2017.5371

4. Reagh Z, Yassa M. Selective vulnerabilities and biomarkers in neurocognitive aging.
F1000Research 2017; 6(F1000 Faculty Rev): 491 DOI: 10.12688/f1000research.10652.1

5. Karibe H, Hayashi T, Narisawa A, Kameyama M, Nakagawa A, Tominaga, T. Clinical
characteristics and outcome in elderly patients with traumatic brain injury: for establishment
of management strategy. Neurol Med Chir (Tokyo) 2017;57:418-25.

6. Cifu DX Kreutzer JS, Marwitz JH, et al. Functional outcomes of older adults with traumatic
brain injury: A prospective, multicenter analysis. Arch Phys Med Rehab 1996;77:883-8.

7. Frankel JE, Marwitz JH, Cifu DX, et al. A follow-up study of older adults with traumatic brain
injury: Taking into account decreasing length of stay. Arch Phys Med Rehab 2006;87:57-62.

8. Oshima K, Murata M, Aoki M, et al. Efficacy of the Treatment of Elderly Trauma Patients
Requiring Intensive Care. Emerg Med Int 2018;1-6 DOI:10.1155/2018/2137658.

9. Cristofori I. Levin HS. Traumatic brain injury and cognition. In: Grafman J Salazar AM, editors.
Rehabilitation medicine: principles and practice Vol. 128; Chapter 37. Amsterdam: Elsevier.
2015. p. 579-611

10. Testa JA, Malec JF, Moessner AN, Brown AW. Outcome after traumatic brain injury: Effects
of aging on recovery. Arch Phys Med Rehab, 2005;86:1815-23. doi:

10.1016/j.apmr.2005.03.010.

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012; this version posted October 27, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

The impact of multimodal cognitive rehabilitation on executive functions in older adults with traumatic brain injury (TBI)

11. Stuss DT. Functions of the frontal lobe: Relation to executive function. JINS 2011;17,759-65.
DOI:10.1017/S1355617711000695.

12. Dawson DR Winocur G. Psychosocial considerations in cognitive rehabilitation. In: Stuss,
DT, Winocur G, Robertson IA, editors. Cognitive neurorehabilitation. Evidence and
application. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008. p. 239-49.

13. Zimmermann N, Mograbi DC, Hermes-Pereira A, Fonseca RP, Prigatano GP. Memory and
executive functions correlates of self-awareness in traumatic brain injury. Cogn
Neuropsychiatry 2017;22:346-60. doi:10.1080/13546805.2017.1330191

14. Jurado MB Rosselli M. The elusive nature of Executive Functions: A review of our current
understanding. NeuroPsychol Rev 2007;17:213-33 doi : 10.1007/s11065-007-9040-z.

15. Cristofori I, Cohen-Zimerman S, Grafman J. Executive functions. In: D’Esposito M, Grafman
JH, editors. Handbook of Clinical Neurology, 2015. p. 197-219.

16. Basak C, Qin S, O'Connell MA. Differential effects of cognitive training modules in healthy
aging and mild cognitive impairment: A comprehensive meta-analysis of randomized
controlled trials. Psychol Aging 2020;35:220-49. Doi.org/10.1037/pag0000442

17. Nguyen L, Murphy K, Andrews G. Immediate and long-term efficacy of executive functions
cognitive training in older adults: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Psychol Bull
2019;145:698-733. doi.org/10.1037/bul0000196

18. Chung CSY, Pollock A, Campbell T, Durward BR, Hagen S. Cognitive rehabilitation for
executive dysfunction in adults with stroke or other adult non-progressive acquired brain
damage. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013; Issue 4. Art. No.: CD008391. DOI:
10.1002/14651858.CD008391.pub2.

19. Cicerone KD, Goldin Y, Ganci K, et al. Evidence-based Cognitive rehabilitation: Systematic

review of the literature from 2009 through 2014. Arch Phys Med Rehabili 2019;100:1515-33.

19


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012; this version posted October 27, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

The impact of multimodal cognitive rehabilitation on executive functions in older adults with traumatic brain injury (TBI)

20. Kennedy MRT, Coelho C, Turkstra L, et al. Intervention for executive functions after
traumatic brain injury: A systematic review, meta-analysis, and clinical recommendations.
Neuropsychol Rehabil 2008;18,3,257-99.

21. Stuss DT, Robertson IH, Craik Fl, et al. Cognitive rehabilitation in the elderly: A randomized
trial to evaluate a new protocol. JINS 2007;13:120-31.

22. Levine B, Stuss DT, Winocur G, et al. Cognitive rehabilitation in the elderly: Effects on
strategic behaviour in relation to goal management. JINS 2007;13:143-52.

23. Levine B, Schweizer TA, O’Connor C, et al. Rehabilitation of executive functioning in
patients with frontal lobe damage with goal management training. Front Hum Neurosci
2011;5:1-9. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2011.00009.

24. Robertson IH, Garavan H. Vigilant attention. In: Gazzaniga M, editor. The New Cognitive
Neurosciences. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press. 2000. p. 563-78.

25. Krasny-Pacini A, Chevignard M, Evans J. Goal management training for rehabilitation of
executive functions: A systematic review of effectiveness in patients with acquired brain
injury. Disabil Rehabil 2014,36:105-16.

26. Stamenova V, Levine B. Effectiveness of goal management training® in improving executive
functions: A meta-analysis. Neuropsychol Rehabil 2018;1-31.
doi:10.1080/09602011.2018.1438294.

27. Spikman JM, Fasotti L, Boelen DHE, Lamberts KF. Behandeling van het Disexecutive
Syndroom. Groningen: The Netherlands, 2008.

28. Spikman JM, Boelen DHE, Lamberts KF, Brouwer WH, Fasotti L. Effects of a multifaceted
treatment program for executive dysfunction after acquired brain injury on indications of
executive functioning in daily life. JINS 2009;16:118-29.

29. Cisneros E, Belleville S, de Guise E, McKerral M (2020). A controlled clinical effectiveness
trial of multimodal cognitive rehabilitation on episodic memory functioning in older adults

with traumatic brain injury. Ann Phys Rehabil Med (this issue).

20


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012; this version posted October 27, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

The impact of multimodal cognitive rehabilitation on executive functions in older adults with traumatic brain injury (TBI)

30. von Cramon D, Cramon GMV, Mai N. Problem-solving deficits in brain-injured patients: A
therapeutic approach. Neuropsychol Rehabil 1991;1,45-64.

31. Cisneros E, Lacerte J, Drouin J-P, Léveillé L, Lévesque R. Réaction : un outil clinique pour
augmenter la conscience de soi sur la dimension relationnelle. Actes du Congrés
International de la Réadaptation en Traumatologie. Québec, Canada, 2002. [Article in
Frenchl].

32. Crépeau F, Belleville S, Duchesne G. Disorganisation of behavior in a multiple subgoals
scheduling task following traumatic brain injury. Brain Cogn 1996;32,266-8. T-28.

33. Shallice T, Burgess PW. Deficits in strategy application following frontal lobe damage in
man. Brain 1991;114,727-41.

34. Heaton RK, Chelune GJ, Talley JL, Kay GG, Curtiss G. Wisconsin Card Sorting Test
manual, Odessa, FL: Psychological Assessment Resources, 1993.

35. Delis DC, Kaplan E, Kramer JH. Delis-Kaplan executive function system. San Antonio, TX:
The Psychological Corporation, 2001.

36. Chatelois J, Van Der Linden M, Rouleau N, De Courcy R, Crépeau F, Malenfant A. Stroop
Flexibilité-4 couleurs. (unpublished data); 1996.

37. Burgess PW, Alderman N, Wilson BA, Evans JJ, Emslie H. The Dysexecutive Questionnaire.
In: Wilson BA, Alderman N, Burgess PW, Emslie H, Evans JJ, (editors). Behavioural
assessment of the dysexecutive syndrome. Bury St. Edmunds, U.K.: Thames Valley Test
Company, 1996.

38. Simblett SK, Bateman A. Dimensions of the Dysexecutive Questionnaire (DEX) examined
using the Rasch Analysis. Neuropsychol Rehab 2011;21,1,1-25 DOI:
10.1080/09602011.2010.531216.

39. Cisneros E, Moreno A, Léveillé G, Charette G, Guerrette M-C, McKerral M. The Client’s

Intervertions priorities (CIP)©: A person-centered tool to support goal setting during

21


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012; this version posted October 27, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

The impact of multimodal cognitive rehabilitation on executive functions in older adults with traumatic brain injury (TBI)

interdisciplinary rehabilitation. Cogent Psychol 2019;6,1603614
doi.org/10.1080/23311908.2019.1603614.
40. Vaughan L, Giovanello K. Executive function in daily life: Age-related influences of executive

processes on instrumental activities of daily living. Psychol Aging 2010;25,2, 343-55.

22


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012

Table 1. Means (SD) for the different measures at the three assessment times, and ANCOVA results.

ANCOVA *
TO — Baseline T1 - Post-intervention T2 — 6-months Follow-up (Group x Time
interaction)
Measures @ Experimental Control Experimental Control Experimental Control F p n?
Primary outcome measures
Six Elements _ _ _ _ - -
Task-Adapted n=20 n=12 n=20 n=11 n=17 n=7
Tackling the 6 * b
subtasks (/3) 1.53 (1.07) 1.50 (1.45) 2.45 (0.89) 1.91 (1.22) 2.24 (1.03) 2.00 (1.29) 3.75 0.031 0.065
Inter-task 1.26 (1.15)  1.08(1.31)  1.80(1.20)  1.36(1.29)  1.76 (1.15)  1.14 (1.46) 0.36  0.699
balance (/3) . . : . . : : . . : . : . )
Sg)ec"'”g time 0.74 (1.05)  0.08(0.29)  2.15(1.18)  1.27(1.42)  1.88(1.17)  0.86 (1.46) 012  0.887
Avoiding rule- * b
breaking (/3) 1.53 (1.50) 2.14 (1.07) 1.80 (1.32) 2.45 (1.21) 2.53(0.96) 2.08(1.24) 3.93 0.025 0.056
Efficient 1.67 (1.19) 1.00 (1,21) 2.30 (0.98) 1.36 (1.21) 1.82 (1.07) 1.43 (1.13) 0.81 0.452
behaviour (/3) . . . , . . . . . . . . . .
Total score (/15)  7.89 (4.00) 5.75 (2.73) 10.50 (3.02) 8.27 (3.29) 9.29 (2.97) 7.57 (3.55) 0.13 0.882
Total number of 827.72 716.42 1010.32 829.45 1081.65 912.71 113 0333
points (/1950) (301.77) (429.74) (331.96) (353.09) (346.53) (306.91) ' '
Sorting Test n=20 n=11 n=20 n=10 n=17 n=7
CCS 7.40 (3.00) 6.25 (2.56) 8.10 (2.97) 5.91 (2.55) 8.82 (1.98) 6.86 (2.79) 2.45 0.096
FSD 27.40 (11.37) 21.33(10.55) 30.00 (12.10) 21.27 (11.46) 32.35(7.00) 24.71(10.11) 1.18 0.314
TSR 35.60 (11.05) 39.57 (17.92) 31.49 (7.83) 45.25(20.96) 30.67 (10.82) 41.47 (22.08) 2.44 0.096
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Stroop n=20 n=11 n=20 n=10 n=17 n=7

Inhibition 132.84 152.00 117.25 148.10 118.04 135.39 0.56 0.573
(secs) (28.31) (63.72) (31.12) (35.36) (19.06) (57.01) ' '
Flexibility 142.28 173.64 136.15 168.39 145.21 153.75 0.89 0.420
(secs) (33.16) (52.39) (23.68) (39.19) (30.13) (54.33) ' :
Generalization measure
DEX _ _ _ _ _ _
(patient/SO: /5) n=18 n=7 n=16 n=5 n=16 n==6
E(’)(gf“‘:it(')‘f 0.66 (0.64) 0.07 (0.97) 0.09 (0.69) 0.35 (0.91) 0.25 (0.54) 0.01(0.68) 3.27 0.049 *
E;Z%‘(’)'ﬁglra" 0.41(0.62) -0.20(1.00) 0.20(0.64)  0.25(0.72)  0.30(0.59)  -0.08 (0.44) 0.17 0.841
Metacognition 0.39 (0.75) -0.34 (1.34) -0.05 (0.59) -0.20 (0.66) 0.19 (0.87) -0.48 (0.78) 1.46 0.247
Control measure
Similarities n=19 n=12 n=20 n=11 n=17 n==6
(scaled score)

18.42 (5.79) 17.00(5.72) 18.55(6.05) 16.00 (5.98) 19.59 (4.66)  18.17 (6.34) 0.93 0.4026

* ANCOVA results adjusted for the covariate Time since TBI (days).
2Raw Scores unless otherwise indicated; * Statistically significant result;” Moderate effect size.

CCS: Confirmed Correct Sort; FSD: Free Sorting Description; TSR: Time-Per-Sort Ratio; DEX: Dysexecutive Functioning
Questionnaire; SO: significant other.
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Table 2. ANCOVA results for Forsaken Daily Activities (FDA)

ANCOVA *
Pre-TBI TO — baseline T1 - 14-weeks follow-up T2 —6-months follow-up  (Group x Time
interaction)
Measure  Experimental Control Experimental Control Experimental Control Experimental Control F p
FDA (/41) n=20 n=12 n=20 n=12 n=19 n=11 n=17 n==6 907 0.087
M (SD) ' '

1.05 (1.54) 3.42(5.42) 7.65(6.85) 6.33(5.42) 2.58(2.73) 4.09(4.32) 2.00(1.94) 7.17 (4.92)

* ANCOVA results adjusted for the covariate Time since TBI (days).

FDA: Forsaken daily activities.
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Supplementary material

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Primary outcome measures

Crépeau, Belleville & Duchesne [32] developed a computerized version of the Six Elements
Task [33], the Six Elements Task-Revised, allowing them to compare TBI patients to normal
controls in seven aspects of the task: pre-planning time, number of tackled subtasks, maximum
difference between parts of the same task, number of shifts between subtasks, rule-breaking,
number of checks on timer, and ending time. The dictation task was substituted by a digit
ordering task. They instructed the patient that the goal was to earn as many points as possible
in 15 minutes. There were 30 items by subtask ordered with increasing difficulty but with
decreasing scoring value. The patient stopped the time by themself. Our adaptation of Crépeau
et al.’s [32] version to a paper-pencil format, named the Six Elements Task-Adapted (SET-A),
included reducing the task completion time to 10 minutes, reducing the number of items to 25
per subtask aiming to be more suitable for older participants, adding counting of number of
points earned in order to have a measure of general goal attainment. For the SET-A, five
measures were thus used: Tackling the 6 subtasks, Inter-task balance (maximum item
difference between parts of the same task), Avoiding rule-breaking, Checking time at
appropriate moments (number of checks on timer and ending time), and Efficient behavior
(adaptative/organized behavior during the test). Each measure represented a strategy
contributing to attaining the main goal of earning as many points as possible. For each of these
measures, we developed a scoring system to quantify the degree of attainment (0-3) of the
optimal criteria (example: score of 2 if the person tackles 5 of 6 subtasks). We also calculated
the Total score of the five measures of the SET-A (0-15), as well as the Total number of
points earned (0-1950; 325 points for each subtask). All measures of SET-A showed significant

positive correlations with SET-A total score (Tackling the 6 subtasks r(90) = .77, p < .001; Inter-
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task balance r(90) = .64, p < .001; Checking time r(90) = .59, p < .001; Avoiding rule-breaking
r(90) = .29, p = .006; Efficient behavior r(90) = .59, p < .001; Total number of points r(90) = .63,
p < .001). Cronbach alpha for the five measures was .45, which increased to .66 when excluding
the Avoiding rule-breaking measure. We also validated the SET-A against the Wisconsin Card
Sorting Test [34] measures in 92 healthy older adults, and showed moderate negative
significant correlations between SET-A total Score and WCST Total correct responses (r(90) = -
.33; p =.001), Number of trials (r(90) = .-27, p = .011), and Percent no perseverative responses

(r(90) =-.22; p =.033).

In the Sorting Test [35], associated to problem-solving skills and concept formation,
participants must sort six cards with printed words into two groups of three cards in as many
ways as possible. The addition of correct sorts is the Confirmed Correct Sort Total (CCS) raw
score. Participants then must verbalise the sorting criteria or category for each group, which
represents the Free Sorting Description (FSD) total raw score, and Time-Per-Sort Ratio

(TSR) is the mean (in seconds) invested to elaborate each sort.

The Stroop four-color version [36] contains four tasks (reading, colors, inhibition and flexibility),
one hundred items by task, and four colors. The measures used (time, in seconds) were
Inhibition of the Stroop effect by verbally indicating the color of the ink instead of reading the
words, and Flexibility, where participants indicated the color of the ink and read the words

when they appeared in a box.

Generalization measures
The DEX [37,38] Executive cognition scale comprises items assessing temporal sequencing,

planning, distractibility, and abstract thinking. The Behavioural-Emotional Self-Regulation


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.26.20220012; this version posted October 27, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

scale is composed of items evaluating apathy, perseveration, lack of insight, confabulation,
restlessness, variable motivation, knowing-doing dissociation, and lack of concern. The
Metacognition scale is formed by items about aggression, euphoria, impulsivity, unconcern for

social rules, inability to inhibit responses.

Since executive dysfunctions reduce independence in daily life activities, we considered that
executive improvement could lead to increased resumption of daily activities that had been
abandoned after the TBI. Self-reported Forsaken Daily Activities from the Client’s Intervention
Priorities tool [39] were obtained for pre-injury and at each assessment time, where participants

identified which of 41 daily activities they had abandoned.

RESULTS

Primary outcome measures statistics for non-significant results

SET-A - Tackling the 6 substasks: pre-post-intervention difference not maintained at the 6-
months follow-up (95% CI [- 1.03, 0.90]); no significant main effect of time (F(2, 44) =2.43,p =
0.10), or group (F(1, 22) = 0.21, p = 0.65).

SET-A - Inter-task balance: no significant main effect of group (F(1, 29) = 0.87, p = 0.36).
Efficient behavior: no significant effect of time (F(2, 52) = 2.17, p = 0.12).

SET-A - Total score: no significant main effect of group (F(1, 21) = 3.09, p = 0.09).

SET-A - Total number of points: no significant effect of time (F(2,40) = 2.12, p = 0.13), or group
(F(1,20) = 0.61, p = 0.44).

Sorting - Confirmed Correct Sorts total raw score: no significant main effect for time (F(2, 57) =
0.43, p = 0.65), or group (F(1, 29) = 2.56, p = 0.12).

Sorting - Free Sorting Description total raw score: no significant main effect for time (F (2, 57) =

0.01, p = 0.99), nor for group (F(1, 20) 3.61, p = 0.06).
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Sorting - Time-per-Sort Ratio: no significant main effect for time (F(2,57) = 0.52, p = 0.60), nor
for group (F(1, 29) = 2.32, p = 0.14).

Stroop - Inhibition: no significant main effect for group, (F(1, 21) = 3.89, p = 0.60).

Generalization measures statistics for non-significant results

DEX - Executive Cognition subscale: no significant main effect of time (F(2, 38) = 0.94, p =
0.40) or group (F(1, 24) = 2.10, p = 0.16).

DEX - Metacognitive subscale: no significant main effect of group (F(1, 24) = 3.53, p = 0.07).
Forsaken daily activities: no significant group effect (F(1, 29) = 2.61, p = 0.11); no significant

between-group T1-TO reduction (t(28) = -1.18, p = 0.25; 95% CI [-4.142, 1.118]).
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