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Abstract

Background: Traumatic brain injury (TBI) is a critical public health problem. The recovery process for people with TBI is
typically slow and dependent on complex and intensive assisted rehabilitation programs.

Objective: To evaluate the effects and feasibility of digital games for cognitive functioning and general well-being among
people with traumatic brain injury.

Methods: This is a single-site feasibility study conducted in Finland, which uses a pragmatic, randomized controlled trial with
three arms, and will recruit patients from the Turku University Hospital, Division of Clinical Neurosciences in Finland. Participants
must meet the following inclusion criteria: (1) a Finnish speaking adult, aged 18-65 years; (2) diagnosed with a traumatic brain
injury (diagnostic criteria ICD-10, S06.X, T90.5) in the University Hospital; (3) access to a TV, a computer, and the Internet at
home; (4) not an active digital gamer (5 hours or less a week); (5) willing to participate in the study. Participants must have been
discharged from the neurologic treatment period for traumatic brain injury for over 12 months before the commencement of the
trial, and they may not have actively participated in cognitive rehabilitation during the 3 months prior to the trial. Written informed
consent will be mandatory for acceptance into the trial. Exclusion criteria are as follows: (1) sensory, cognitive, or physical
impairment (eg, severe cognitive impairment); (2) a deficiency restricting the use of computers or computer game control system
unaided (eg, impairment in vision, severe astigmatism, hemiplegia, disorder in visuospatial perception, dysfunction of the central
vestibular system); (3) apathy identified in previous neuropsychological evaluations; (4) diagnosed severe mental disorders (eg,
schizophrenia or severe depressive disorders to be identified in medical records as the secondary diagnosis).

Results: The preparatory phase for the study is fulfilled. Recruitment started in June 2015 and finished November 2015. Results
will be reported in 2016.
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Conclusions: The specific outcomes such as primary outcome measures were selected because they are widely used psychological
tests and thought to be sensitive to changes in the cognitive functions related to TBI.

Trial Registration: Clinicaltrials.gov NCT02425527; https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02425527 (Archived by WebCite
at http://www.webcitation.org/6esKI1uDH)

(JMIR Res Protoc 2016;5(1):e6) doi: 10.2196/resprot.4841

KEYWORDS

digital games; brain injury; cognitive rehabilitation

Introduction

Traumatic brain injury (TBI) is a critical public health problem.
In the USA alone at least 5.3 million citizens live with
disabilities resulting from TBI [1]. In Finland there are about
40,000 people with TBI [2] and approximately 100,000 people
live with disabilities resulting from brain injuries [3]. The most
common groups with brain injuries are teenagers and young
adults between the ages of 15 and 34. Treatment of TBI is long
lasting with long-term care, which therefore incurs economic
cost to health systems [4]. Impairments, apathy, mood disorders,
impulsivity, and changes in personal character [3] or deficits of
attention and short-term memory are among the most common
and disabling characteristics of people with TBI [5]. The
recovery process is typically slow and depends on complex and
intensive assisted rehabilitation programs [6-8].

Although physicians have long believed that individuals with
brain injury benefit from early and long-standing therapeutic
intervention [9], direct evidence is still scarce [10]. A recent
expert panel on cognitive rehabilitation suggested that
metacognitive strategy training focusing on functional everyday
activities is appropriate for people with TBI [11]. A systematic
review by Spreij et al suggests that computer-based cognitive
retraining is considered to be the most promising novel approach
of the last decade, because of the positive results in improving
memory function after an acquired brain injury [12]. Training
with video games is also a rapidly developing area for industry,
since it has been estimated that the average young person has
played a total of 10,000 hours of games by the age of 21 [13].
Virtual reality games have been found to improve patients’
mobility [14] or motor learning [15]. A meta-analytic study by
Toril et al [16] indicated based on 21 experimental studies and
474 trained and 439 healthy older controls that video game
training produces positive effects on cognitive functions,
including reaction time, attention, memory, and global cognition.
However, inferences from the results have to be made cautiously
because of the problem of the high heterogeneity of the studies.
Further, a systematic review concluded that video games have
the potential to improve health outcomes in psychological and
physical therapy [17]. On the other hand, Lampit and colleagues
[18] found that computerized cognitive training in healthy adults
is modestly effective at improving cognitive performance, but
efficacy varies across cognitive domains and is largely
determined by design choices.

Some encouraging results for virtual reality interventions have
been observed in patients with post-stroke conditions [19]. For
example, those who are active players show better performance
in alertness and cognition compared to those who do not play

games [20,21]. In addition, the game-based exercises in recovery
process have shown increased motivation to perform
rehabilitative tasks [22]. Further, preliminary results have shown
that playing action video games has produced significant
improvements in attentional control for healthy adults [23].

Still the scientific evidence for this area is at best mixed. Ball
and colleagues [24] conducted a large-scale cognitive training
study and found that when memory, attention, and problem
solving were trained independently, trainees improved each
skill respectively. However, there was no transfer to other
untrained skills. Game programs were also found to be
inadequate for efficient integration in current clinical practice
[25,26]. Stand-alone systems without any human interaction
have also been criticized [27]. In addition, there is still a lack
of information regarding what kinds of games participants want
to play as well as the effectiveness of serious games for patients
with brain injury. Gravel and colleagues [28] concluded in their
systematic review that there is a paucity of well-designed clinical
studies for patients who sustain mild TBI. The large variability
in outcomes measured may also limit comparison between
studies. Although experiments using games among people with
brain injury have been conducted, the effectiveness of
commercially available games has been evaluated to a lesser
extent [19]. As traumatic brain injury causes long-term disability
with adverse social, psychological and economic consequences,
it is therefore important to seek methods to optimize
independence and social participation to reduce long-term care
needs and enhance quality of life among people with traumatic
brain injury [29]. The meta-analyses by Lohse and colleagues
[19] also indicate that more evidence is needed to evaluate the
effectiveness of games among people with brain injury.

The aim of this study is to evaluate the effects and feasibility
of digital games for cognitive functioning and general well-being
among people with traumatic brain injury.

Methods

Trial design
This is a single-site feasibility study, conducted in Finland,
which uses a pragmatic, user-centered, randomized controlled,
three-arm parallel-group design.

Participants
Patients will be individually and randomly assigned to one of
the three parallel groups, initially in a 1:1:1 ratio, to an
intervention group (rehabilitation gaming), active control group
(entertainment gaming) or passive control group (no gaming)
organized by the research study.
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To be eligible for this study, participants must be Finnish
speaking and reading adults between the ages of 18 and 65, who
meet the eligibility criteria for people with traumatic brain injury
(diagnostic criteria ICD-10, S06.X, T90.5) Participants must
have been discharged from the neurologic treatment period due
to traumatic brain injury over 12 months before the recruitment
and must not have been actively participating in cognitive
rehabilitation during the last 3 months. They must own a TV,
a computer and have internet access at home, but must not be
active digital gamers (5 hours or less a week). Potential
participants will not be admitted to the study if they have any
of the following exclusion criteria: sensory (eg, serious visual
impairment), cognitive (eg, memory problems, slow processing
speed, a lack of attention, linguistic problems) or physical
impairment (eg, severe cognitive impairment or impairment in
vision, severe astigmatism, hemiplegia, disorder in visuospatial
perception, dysfunction of the central vestibular system), which
may restrict the use of computers or computer game control
system unaided; apathy identified in previous
neuropsychological evaluations; a diagnosis of a severe mental
disorder (eg, schizophrenia or severe depressive disorders to be
identified as the secondary diagnosis); or having been active in
cognitive rehabilitation during the previous 3 months. The
primary source to assess patient eligibility will be the university
hospital electronic medical records and later telephone calls and
interviews with a trained psychologist.

The study will take place at the Turku University Hospital,
Division of Clinical Neurosciences (Operational Division of
Clinical Neurosciences, Department of Rehabilitation and Brain
Trauma, in collaboration with former neurologic outpatient
clinic and rehabilitation units of the university hospital) located
in southern Finland. The Division is specialized in neurological
and psychiatric inpatient rehabilitation, inter-professional
neurological education, rehabilitative examinations, and the
inpatient and outpatient care of traumatic brain injuries. Each
year, about 350 patients are admitted to the Division services
units [30].

The randomization (started in June, 2015) will target patients
who have been registered in the Turku University Hospital
electronic medical records. The recruitment will focus on
patients who have been discharged from the Turku University
Hospital, Division of Clinical Neurosciences at least 12 months
before the recruitment. It has been indicated that using games
in longer interventions will be facilitated more easily if training
is provided in the patient’s own environment, such as home,
due to easier access and reduced impact on school or work
activities [31]. To capture a representative sample of patients,
the Turku University Hospital electronic medical records will
be accessed by the authority of the chief medical doctor of the
Hospital together with the Research Assistant. All patients with
a TBI diagnosis will be screened to determine which patients
fulfill the eligibility criteria for study participation.

Interventions
Patients will be randomly assigned to rehabilitation gaming
(intervention group), entertainment gaming (active control
group), or passive control group (no gaming).

First, the rehabilitation gaming (intervention group) will use an
internet browser-based digital brain training program, CogniFit
[32]. This web-based cognitive training platform includes about
33 games designed with the purpose of improving the user's
cognitive abilities as brain exercises. In this study, we aimed at
controlling for the type of “cognitive demands” the games pose
to the player by preselecting games that share certain features
while allowing participants to choose a game that they find
pleasurable to engage with. For the purpose of the research, a
selection of games will be included in the intervention. The
game tasks target different cognitive abilities such as memory,
visual-spatial ability, attention, tracking and fast decision
making. The intervention in our study is user-centered. This
means that participants are instructed to play at least one
exercise from each of the four categories during each training
session daily; they are otherwise free to choose which exercises
they wish to play. It is reasonable to assume that in real life
people would choose to play games that they like. The
possibility to choose a game that you like is supposed to increase
the likelihood that participants engage in gaming as instructed.
The game tasks can also be adapted to players’ skills getting
more difficult as the players progress. CogniFit requires a
computer with Internet access.

The participants will have their own user account on CogniFit,
which will record the games they have selected, how often and
how long their playing session has taken, and how they have
progressed in each game. Access into CogniFit will be
introduced to the participants during the introductory meeting
by the Research Assistant. To assess the amount of time
Research Assistants are spending with each participant, the
length of the introductory meeting will be recorded. This will
ensure that we are aware of the level and time of support offered
to each participant before the intervention start. Any help later
at home or by telephone will be offered by a Technical Assistant
if needed; any contacts with the Technical Assistant are
recorded. The participants will be guided to use the rehabilitation
gaming for at least 30 minutes per day over a period of 8 weeks.
Daily gaming sessions are supported by studies [13,33,34],
although opposite suggestions have also been found in the
literature. For example, the meta-analytic study by Lampit and
colleagues [18] concluded that training more than 3 times per
week in an unsupervised home environment was specifically
ineffective for healthy older adults. To encourage, motivate,
and hold participants to training in each category, they will be
supported in planning a schedule for their training sessions
(days, time, and frequency) by the Research Assistants for the
entire 8 week gaming period. The participants will also be
encouraged to seek help and support by telephone. If requested
by the participant, a technical assistant will visit the participant’s
home to help set up the computer in a quiet place and offer
training [35].

Further, to support the participants’ gaming activities, their
ability and previous experience in playing digital games will
be explored. This will ensure that the participants have basic
gaming skills required for active gaming. A description of the
overview of the program will be offered. A new email address,
the passwords for the email account and personal account will
be generated. This is necessary because the browser-based
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program requires access through a website and the user will log
in with an email address and a specified password. The
participant will also experiment with the game unaided to find
out possible barriers in his/her gaming. The program will record
participants' progression and scores on each of the games. In
order to do this, the research team will have access to the
program to monitor the progress of each participant’s game
scores. Information about the frequency of training sessions
will also be recorded by the participants themselves into a
specific calendar. Based on the information in the diary, we can
statistically control for the effect of actual amount of gaming
on the results. Beside the participants’ diary, participants’
adherence to and motivation [36] for gaming will be supported
and monitored by weekly telephone calls by the research
assistants.

Second, the active control group, (ie, “entertainment gaming”)
will use commercial digital games designed for Sony Playstation
3 (PS3) consoles. PS3 consoles will be connected to the
participant’s TV systems via a HDMI cable or an RCA
connector cable; using a console does not require an internet
connection. The games will be played with wireless and
rechargeable Sony DualShock gamepad controllers. As in the
intervention group, the participants chose a game that they found
pleasurable to engage with. The possibility to choose a game
may increase the likelihood that participants engage in gaming
as instructed. Participants will have already selected the most
favored game at home out of eight possible games. Entertaining
games were carefully selected to correspond to the CogniFit
games. Although the eight games differ from each other with
respect to aesthetics and narrative qualities, each game contain
the same core gameplay. Gameplay can be defined as consisting
of two elements: the challenges the designed game presents for
the player as the game proceeds and the actions the player
decides to take to overcome the challenges and to reach in-game
goals [37]. The core gameplay of each of the eight games consist
of: 1) real-time action which demands quick responses and
decisions; 2) identifying relevant information from irrelevant
noise; 3) targeting, tracking and shooting; 4) orienting and
navigation in 3D space; and 5) tasks that require memorizing
and reasoning.

The attractiveness of the game for the player will also be
ensured. This, in turn, is thought to increase the motivation to
engage in training. We thought that it is important that
participants are not forced to play, for example, violent games
if they prefer not to. It is reasonable to assume that in real life,
people would choose to play games that they like.

The game selected will be played together with the Research
Assistant during the introductory meeting. To assess the amount
of time Research Assistants are spending with each participant,
and the needs depending on the type of console, the length of
the introductory meeting will be recorded. This will ensure that
we are aware of the level and time of support offered to each
participant. As with the intervention group, ability to play digital
games will be explored to ensure that participants have the basic
gaming skills required for active gaming. An overview of the
use of the PS3 console will also be offered and a tutorial
demonstration will be given. This will include, for example,
how to start the console, how to play the game, how to use the

controller, how to change game options (ie, game difficulty and
speed). The participant will be able to try the game that they
have preselected from the list of eight games. In addition, the
project will purchase the game for the participant either by
buying the game from 1) the official Playstation Store and
downloading and installing the game into a new PS3 console
that will be offered to the participant for intervention use at
home or 2) a retail store. If requested by the participant, a
Technical Assistant will visit the participant’s home to help set
up the console in a quiet place and offer training [35] or
guidance by telephone. As with the intervention group, the
participants will be guided to play the console for at least 30
minutes per day over a period of 8 weeks [13]. To assess the
amount of time Research Assistants are spending with each
participant, the length of the introductory meeting will be
recorded. This will ensure that we are aware the level and time
of support is offered to each participant before the intervention
start. Any help later at home or by telephone will be offered by
the Technical Assistant if needed; any contacts with the
Technical Assistant are recorded. To encourage, motivate, and
hold participants to a training schedule, participants will be
supported in planning their training session schedule (days and
times) with the Research Assistant for the entire 8 week gaming
period. Information about game sessions (day, time, frequency,
play progress) will also be recorded by the participant into a
calendar (gaming diary). Based on the information in the diary,
we can statistically control for the effect of actual amount of
gaming on the results. Further, adherence to gaming will be
supported and monitored by weekly telephone calls by the
Research Assistant. The participants will also be able to change
the game during the 8-week period if they have concerns due
to violent content, for example.

Third, the participants in the passive control group will not have
gaming activities organized by the project. As with the
intervention groups, the Research Assistant will call weekly to
the participants in this study arm. In addition, as patients in a
control group, these participants will be offered an opportunity
to have games and consoles for a 2 week period free of charge
after the study. Further, 5 out of the 90 participants will have a
chance to randomly win a console to keep after the study
intervention period.

The procedure for patient recruitment and allocation will consist
of specific steps. First, potentially eligible participants will be
selected from the hospital patient records based on the inclusion
criteria with the help of a specialist in neurology. Those patients
who have been screened and assessed a prior to meet the
inclusion criteria will be contacted by telephone by the Research
Assistant. Any cognitive and physical problems limiting
patients’ ability to participate in the study will be discussed by
phone. If a patient cannot be reached by the telephone call, a
written information letter about the study will be posted to him
or her. If interested, he or she can contact to the Research
Assistant. A preliminary description of the study will be offered,
and the inclusion criteria for the study will be described to the
potential participants. Based on the discussion with the
participants, their eligibility for the study will be decided.
Eligible participants will also be asked about preliminary interest
in the study. They will be informed that they will receive
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information about the study by post, 2 informed consent forms,
questionnaires to be filled in (baseline data), and a short
description of the 8 optional games (in case of allocation to the
control group).

Possible participants will also be made aware that after 1-2
weeks they will receive another call from the Research Assistant.
This will ensure that potential participants have enough time to
read all materials, ask questions, make the decision to participate
in the study or not and decide what type of game they would
like to play if allocated to the group of entertainment gaming.
During this telephone call, those who are willing to participate
in the study will get information about the practical
arrangements of the study and the place of the data collection.
They will also be informed that all travel costs will be covered
and that there will be a face-to-face meeting scheduled that may
take 1-1.5 hours in total. In addition, the participants will be
made aware that they are free to withdraw from the study at any
time.

During the face-to-face meeting at the research laboratory,
participants will be confirmed as successfully or unsuccessfully
meeting the inclusion criteria. The current cognitive status of
the participant will be initially assessed during the face-to-face
meeting with the Research Assistant. After the initial interview,
a battery of neuropsychological tests will be used in the baseline
measurement phase (see primary and secondary outcome
measures). If during testing it is obvious that the participant
suffers from severe cognitive impairments that prevent the use
of regular computers or games, the participant will be excluded
from the study.

Eligible participants will sign an informed consent form of their
own free will. Should a person consent, their
previously-collected baseline data will be gathered. Cognitive
measurements will be then conducted by a trained psychologist.
After that, the trial manager will receive a message by email,
text message or telephone about each eligible patient and will
allocate the patient to one of the three arms of the trial, based
on a computer generated randomization list (intervention group
vs. active control group vs. passive control group). The Research
Assistant will receive this information. Recruitment will
continue until all required data has been received.

Results

The preparatory phase for the study is fulfilled. Recruitment
started in June, 2015 and finished September, 2015. Results
will be reported in 2016.

Discussion

Outcomes
The specific outcomes, such as primary outcome measures (The
Trail Making Test, parts of the Wechsler Adult Intelligence
Scale, 4th Edition, or WAIS-IV) were selected because they are
widely used psychological tests [39,42]. They were thought to
be sensitive to changes in the cognitive functions typically
related to TBI. Moreover, these functions were assumed to be
trained by the video games. The Trail Making Test is one of
the most used neuropsychological tests globally, allowing

comparisons to previous studies on TBI and rehabilitation.
WAIS-IV tasks also are among the most used psychological
tests in the world, and they are sensitive enough to discriminate
even healthy adults. WAIS-IV has been standardized also in
Finland - the home country of the participants - allowing us to
compare our sample to national standards. The secondary
outcome measures were selected so that a comprehensive picture
of the potential changes in cognitive functions that can be
assumed to be trained by the games (both the video games and
the cognitive training game) is obtained. Moreover, we thought
it is important to record changes in mood and self-efficacy as
these influence daily life of a patient. Finally, for practical
purposes it is important to gain knowledge of the feasibility of
the games, as measured by adherence to the treatment and the
participants’ personal experience with the game.

Primary Outcome

Processing Speed and Visuomotor Tasks

• The Trail Making Test (TMT) requires visual search,
scanning, speed of processing, mental flexibility, and
executive functions [39]. The test consists of two parts. In
the first part, patients are given a paper displaying circles
numbered 1 to 5 in random order. The patient is told to
draw lines that will connect the numbers in ascending order.
In the second part, there are circles with numbers from 1
to 13 and letters from A to L. This time, the patient draws
lines to connect the circles so that they alter between
numbers and letters in an ascending order (for example:
1-A-2-B-3-C) and so on. The time it takes to complete the
trail is measured in both parts of the test. Errors do not
affect the final score, but they must be corrected by the
patient [40,41].

• WAIS-IV tasks (symbol search, coding and cancellation)
are a test package used to measure cognitive skills of adult
patients, especially skills of sorting out simple visual
information, monitoring, making progress in the task,
maintaining attention, visuomotor co-ordination and visual
memory [42]. The tasks constitute 4 indices that measure
different areas of cognitive skills. In symbol search and
cancellation tasks, the participants perform a visual search
in order to find out if a certain symbol is in the midst of
other symbols. In the symbol search task, the symbols are
organized in rows, and the participant has to indicate
whether or not the required symbol was on each row. In
the cancellation task, the participant looks for the same
symbols during the whole task. In the coding task, the
participant is given a set of numbers and symbols that match
each other. Their task is to fill out an empty grid containing
only numbers with the appropriate symbols matching those
numbers. The test-retest reliabilities of the tasks used in
this study ranged from 0.78 to 0.86 over an 8-82 day period
in the original WAIS-IV standardization study [42]. A
version of the test [42] containing norms for the Finnish
population is used in this study.
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Secondary Outcomes

Attention and Executive Functions

A Simon task [43,44] will be used to measure the inhibition
component of executive functions [45]. This is a computerized
visuomotor task in which correct responses and reaction times
are measured. In the task, a blue or red square appears on either
the left or right side of the screen. The participant is instructed
to push the left button on a response pad each time a blue square
appears and the right button each time a red square appears,
irrespective of which side the square is presented. In congruent
trials, the response button is on the same side as the square, and
in incongruent trials the square is on the opposite side of the
response button (ie, the irrelevant spatial information is
conflicting with the correct response). The differences in
reaction times and error rates between the incongruent and
congruent trials (the Simon effect) are used as the dependent
measurements in this task. These variables reflect the extra
processing cost of having to inhibit the incompatible spatial
location of the stimulus.

Working Memory

• WAIS-IV (digit span) measures working memory [42]. In
the first part of the task, the participants repeat numbers in
the order they hear them. This task measures memory,
coding, attention and auditory processing. In the second
part, they repeat the numbers backwards. This task requires
the use of working memory, processing information before
giving an answer, internal processing and visuospatial
organization. In the third part of the task, the participants
repeat numbers in numerical order. This task again measures
working memory and internal organization of the stimulus,
but is more demanding than the other two tasks [42].

• The Paced Auditory Serial Addition Test (PASAT) was
originally developed by Gronwall [46] to measure auditory
information processing speed, flexibility and calculation
skills, in order to monitor the rehabilitation of patients with
mild head injuries. This study includes a well-established
version of the test in which the stimulus presentation rates
were adapted for MS-patients by Rao and colleagues [47].
In the first part, single numbers are presented every 3
seconds. The patient adds each new number to the last
number prior to it. In the second part, the numbers are
presented every 2 seconds, but the task is the same. The
test score is the number of correct sums given in each trial.

Depression

The Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ-9) [48,49] includes 9
items where respondents are asked to indicate with four-point
scale how often they have been bothered by any of the problems
over the last two weeks (0 = not at all; 1 = several days; 2 =
more than half of the days; 3 = nearly every day). Based on the
individual items, a total score is formed: the higher the score,
the more severe the depression symptoms (range 0-27).

Self-Efficacy

The General Self-efficacy Scale (GSC) [49] has been created to
assess a general sense of perceived self-efficacy to predict
coping with daily hassles as well as adaptation after experiencing
a variety of stressful life events. The scale for 10 items is

self-administered and responses are made on a 4-point scale (1
= Not at all true; 2 = Hardly true; 3 = Moderately true; 4 =
Exactly true). It takes about 4 minutes to complete. The final
composite score ranges from 10 to 40, and comprises the sum
of all 10 responses: low scores represent a lower ability to cope
with daily problems.

Executive Functions

The Behavior Rating Inventory of Executive Function-Adult
Version (BRIEF-A) is a 75-item questionnaire that focuses on
executive functions in daily life [50]. The questionnaire consists
of a behavioral regulation index (inhibition, shifting, emotional
control and self-monitoring) and a metacognition index
(initiation, working memory, planning/organizing, task
monitoring and of materials). The answers to this
self-administered questionnaire are given in a three-point Likert
scale format (never/sometimes/often). A global executive
composite (GEC) will be formed by the total score. The test has
been found to be reliable (an internal consistency of α .80-.94
for the clinical scales; α .96-.98 for the indexes) [50].

Feasibility

• Adherence: Willingness to participate in the study
(participation/refusal, yes, no); dropout for any reason
(yes/no); involvement in the interventions for 8 weeks
period (yes/no)

• Usability: “Was the game usable?” (yes/no)
• Satisfaction: “Have you been satisfied with the game?”

(yes/no)
• Use: “Would you like to use the game in the future?”

(yes/no/maybe)

Background information including socio-demographic
characteristics and illness history will be collected (age, gender,
marital status, level of education, employment status, living
situation, illness history, illness history, current digital game
playing (hours a week). If needed, detailed information about
each participant’s diagnosis and the time of traumatic brain
injury will be collected based on electronic medical records to
limit the amount of information to be collected from patients
themselves.

Time for the Data Collection and Follow-Up
Patient data will be collected at three different times: at baseline,
after the intervention (8 weeks), and as a follow-up, 3 months
after the intervention. If required by the participant, he or she
will receive a text message about 2 days before the meeting to
remind them of the coming follow-up meeting.

Sample Size
The calculations for the sample size needed in each group are
preliminary estimations to guide our data collection, which are
based on previous studies: (1) TMT (version A) and (2)
depression (PHQ-9). First, if a score on the TMT version will
be about 71, the mean change in the scores during the follow-up
will be 30, and standard deviation of the TMT scores will be
53 [41]. This difference between groups could be expected to
be significant (with a power of 85%, p=.05) if the sample size
in each group is 30 subjects. Second, if the average level of the
PHQ-9 score is about 10, the mean change in the scores during
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the follow-up is then 3 (SD 5) [48]. The difference could be
expected to be significant (with a power of 85%, p=.05) if the
sample size in each group is 27 subjects. Thus, based on these
preliminary power calculations, the sample size to be used in
this study (30 in each group) is not very strong but will be
reasonable for a feasibility study aiming to detect preliminary
changes within the group, between baseline and follow-up
outcome measurements. However, this means that the attrition
rate of the study should be near 0%. The outcomes of this study
will be used as a guide to estimate a sample size for a
multi-center study to be conducted, hopefully in the future.

Randomization
The study will be individually randomized. The randomization
and patient allocation will be fully centralized. A central
randomization service provided by the University of Turku will
be used. Allocation will be computer generated. The participants
will be randomly assigned (a block randomization in three
blocks) using numbers via computerized assignment developed
by the independent trial statistician and implemented by the
Research Assistants (2), who are trained in patient randomization
and data collection.

The research assistants overseeing patient recruitment and
randomization will be aware of the assignments. Allocation will
not be masked to participants in intervention and control groups
or Research Assistants who will recruit patients. The
psychologists, as cognitive outcome assessors, will be masked.
The data analyst (the trial statistician) will be kept blinded to
the allocation. As far as we are aware, there will be no contact
between participants in different groups; participants will come
from a wide geographic area in the catchment area of the
Southwest Hospital District in Finland.

Analysis Plan
All the participants will be analyzed at the baseline, after 8
weeks when the intervention has been finalized, and at 3 months,
using all the scales for primary and secondary outcomes.
Comparisons in possible differences between means in 3
intervention groups and 3 time points will be conducted using
analysis of variance (ANOVA test). Possible post hoc tests may
be performed using paired t-tests, or Chi square tests to detect
significant differences before and after treatment in sub-groups,
if needed. Further, significant differences between groups will
be evaluated applying the unpaired Student’s t-test using the
conventional 95% level of confidence. Statistical analyses will
be done using SAS System for Windows, version 9.4 (SAS
Institute Inc.). P values less than 0.05 will be considered
statistically significant.

The cumulative monitoring data during the 8-week period
regarding gaming for the total number of received parameters
(frequency, timing, time) will be calculated. Feasibility
information (secondary outcomes) available for each patient
will be calculated (participation/refusal rate, measurement
instrument filled, drop-outs, acceptability, usability, satisfaction,
willingness) and compared to the highest possible representative
numbers (100% participation rate; measurement instrument
filled, drop-out rate 0%, acceptability 100%, usability 100%,
satisfaction 100%, willingness to use games in the future 100%).

Criteria for feasibility are as follows:

• Willingness to participate 80% (refusal rate 20%)
• We expect that more than 75% of the prescheduled

measurements will be performed (adherence).
• Less than 25% of participants drop out for to any reason

(adherence)
• The acceptability of the game use is at least 95% (in

intervention and control groups) (adherence).
• Usability evaluation for the gaming system is at least 80%

(1 item; dichotomous scale yes/no) (usability).
• More than 80% are satisfied with the games (1 item;

dichotomous scale, yes/no) (satisfaction)
• We expect that 60% are willing to use the games later as

part of their recovery process (use in the future).

Ethical Issues
A proposal for this study has been evaluated by the ethical
committee of the Turku University Hospital (ETMK
41/1801/2015). The permission to conduct the study has been
granted by the Turku University Hospital (T89/T04/008/2015).
The trial has been officially registered (NCT02425527). All
patients will be informed of the study orally and in written
format. Informed consent will be obtained for experimentation
with human subjects. The neurologist is a part of the study group
and an expert in this kind of treatment. Study participation is
completely voluntary (a signed informed consent, the
Declaration of Helsinki 2013).

Possible ethical issues have already been taken into account in
the development phase of the study: the rehabilitation and
entertainment games were pre-tested with five healthy adults
and with five people with TBI. Based on pre-tests, it was
possible to identify more specific inclusion and exclusion criteria
for the study. In addition, specific games were identified and
excluded, (eg, those which may cause dizziness or headaches
in participants due to dark colors, 3D tunnel effects, and so on)
[51].

Study participants will have full understanding of the content
and purposes of the study. They will be informed orally a total
of 3 times before their informed consent is asked for (2
telephone calls, 1 face-to-face meeting). Written consent to
participate in the study will be requested from participants after
they have been informed of all aspects of the study. According
to the Finnish Medical Research Act (488/1999) [52] the
participants will be informed that in case they withdraw from
the study for any reason, their information that has already been
collected will not be removed from the research material.
Participants will have no obligation to provide information they
do not want to share. They can also withdraw from the study at
any time without providing a reason. Refusal to participate in
the study will not have any effects on their daily lives. Further,
the psychological safety and emotional stability of the
responders also will be taken into account. They will be free to
stop answering questionnaires at any time, in case they feel
uncomfortable or distressed. If a participant would like to have
additional information, they will be informed about a contact
person who can answer their questions by telephone, email or
text messaging.
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To shorten the first face-to-face meeting with the Research
Assistant, participants will receive paper-format questionnaires
by post. For follow-up interviews (after the 8-week intervention
and 3-month period) participants will return the filled
questionnaires in a pre-paid envelope or during their face-to-face
meeting with the Research Assistant. The participants in the
“as usual” group will return the filled-in questionnaires by post
only. The participants will not be charged for any costs
associated with data collection. Participants will be informed
that if the console breaks down, they are not liable for damages.
In special cases, the Technical Assistant will visit the
participant’s home to repair devices if needed. If any
technological problems arise during the intervention, the
participants have the opportunity to contact the Technical
Assistant by phone or email to receive practical or hands-on
support.

The privacy rights of human subjects will be observed at all
times. Respondents’ answers will not be provided to
organizations outside the study. Information obtained will be
used only for its original purpose. Information derived from
research data will be coded and recorded in such a way that
subjects cannot be identified [53]. All collected data will be
transferred, recorded and securely stored (Personal Data Act
523/1999, Archive Act 831/1994, Constitutional Act 731/1999)
[54-56].

The participants in the group assigned entertainment gaming
may choose games targeted for an audience of young adolescents

or 16 years old or younger. All participants in intervention
groups can change the game during the intervention period if
they find the game to be unpleasant, boring or otherwise
dissatisfying. Moreover, all participants will be adults (over 18
years) who are capable of playing the games if they are willing
to do so. The games being used are commercially available;
however, some are designed only for adult players. These action
games may include explicit graphic content, emotionally
challenging themes or rough language. We found studies related
to possible outcomes of playing this type of action game: some
studies concluded that action games with violent elements may
cause negative outcomes with aggression [57,58]. Contrasting
results have also been found: it has been concluded, for example,
that action games do not lead to aggressive behavior in adult
users [59]. Regarding the potential positive effects of the games,
they are associated with higher visuospatial cognition or visual
skills [59]. Non-violent games do not appear to generalize to
visuospatial cognitive abilities even when they involve visual
rotation tasks [60].

The study will be conducted in accordance with the Finnish
Medical Research Act (488/1999, amended 295/2004) [54], and
Amendments (295/2004); Personal Data Act (523/1999) [54];
the Act on the Openness of Government Activities (621/1999).
The principles of research ethics will be followed [61,62]. Any
regulations addressing the conduct of a vulnerable population
will be taken into account. This population could not be reached
in another data collection method (eg, a register study).

Acknowledgments
We would like to thank Leigh Ann Lindholm, MA, who provided us with language assistance. We would also like to thank Ms
Virve Pekurinen, who helped us to prepare manuscripts. Further, we would like to show our appreciation to the partners who
support the project, including The Finnish Funding agency for Technology and Innovation (TEKES), The Finnish Association
of People with Physical Disabilities, Oy Nordisk Film Ab/Playstation, TribeFlame Oy, BCB Medical, Validia Rehabilitation
Helsinki, ORTON Ltd, ORTON Foundation, Serious Games Finland Oy, Hospital District of Southwest Finland, and Turku
University Hospital.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

References

1. Langlois JA, Rutland-Brown W, Wald MM. The epidemiology and impact of traumatic brain injury: a brief overview. J
Head Trauma Rehabil. 2006;21(5):375-378. [Medline: 16983222]

2. Gustavsson A, Svensson M, Jacobi F, Allgulander C, Alonso J, Beghi E, et al. CDBE2010 Study Group. Cost of disorders
of the brain in Europe 2010. Eur Neuropsychopharmacol. Oct 2011;21(10):718-779. [doi: 10.1016/j.euroneuro.2011.08.008]
[Medline: 21924589]

3. Working group set up by the Finnish Medical Society Duodecim, Finnish Neurological Society, Societas Medicinae
Physicalis et Rehabilitationis Fenniae, Finnish Neurosurgery Association, Finnish Neuropsychological Society and Association
of Finnish Insurance Medicine Doctors. Brain injuries (online). Helsinki. The Finnish Medical Society Duodecim; Dec 16,
2008. URL: http://www.kaypahoito.fi/web/kh/suositukset/suositus?id=hoi18020 [accessed 2015-11-23] [WebCite Cache
ID 6b1VyB7qc]

4. WHO | Neurotrauma. World Health Organization; 2015. URL: http://www.who.int/violence_injury_prevention/road_traffic/
activities/neurotrauma/en/ [accessed 2015-11-23] [WebCite Cache ID 6ZNUXfKWb]

5. Slovarp L, Azuma T, Lapointe L. The effect of traumatic brain injury on sustained attention and working memory. Brain
Inj. 2012;26(1):48-57. [doi: 10.3109/02699052.2011.635355] [Medline: 22149444]

6. Van Peppen RPS, Kwakkel G, Wood-Dauphinee S, Hendriks HJM, Van der Wees PJ, Dekker J. The impact of physical
therapy on functional outcomes after stroke: what's the evidence? Clin Rehabil. Dec 2004;18(8):833-862. [Medline:
15609840]

JMIR Res Protoc 2016 | vol. 5 | iss. 1 | e6 | p. 8http://www.researchprotocols.org/2016/1/e6/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Välimäki et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16983222&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2011.08.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21924589&dopt=Abstract
http://www.kaypahoito.fi/web/kh/suositukset/suositus?id=hoi18020
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6b1VyB7qc
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6b1VyB7qc
http://www.who.int/violence_injury_prevention/road_traffic/activities/neurotrauma/en/
http://www.who.int/violence_injury_prevention/road_traffic/activities/neurotrauma/en/
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6ZNUXfKWb
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/02699052.2011.635355
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22149444&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15609840&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


7. Cramer SC. Repairing the human brain after stroke: I. Mechanisms of spontaneous recovery. Ann Neurol. Mar
2008;63(3):272-287. [doi: 10.1002/ana.21393] [Medline: 18383072]

8. Huda S, Rodriguez R, Lastra L, Warren M, Lacourse MG, Cohen MJ, et al. Cortical activation during foot movements: II.
Effect of movement rate and side. Neuroreport. Oct 29, 2008;19(16):1573-1577. [doi: 10.1097/WNR.0b013e328311ca1c]
[Medline: 18845938]

9. Mackay LE, Bernstein BA, Chapman PE, Morgan AS, Milazzo LS. Early intervention in severe head injury: long-term
benefits of a formalized program. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. Jul 1992;73(7):635-641. [Medline: 1622318]

10. High WM, Roebuck-Spencer T, Sander AM, Struchen MA, Sherer M. Early versus later admission to postacute rehabilitation:
impact on functional outcome after traumatic brain injury. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. Mar 2006;87(3):334-342. [doi:
10.1016/j.apmr.2005.11.028] [Medline: 16500166]

11. Ponsford J, Bayley M, Wiseman-Hakes C, Togher L, Velikonja D, McIntyre A, et al. INCOG recommendations for
management of cognition following traumatic brain injury, part II: attention and information processing speed. J Head
Trauma Rehabil. 2014;29(4):321-337. [doi: 10.1097/HTR.0000000000000072] [Medline: 24984095]

12. Spreij LA, Visser-Meily JMA, van Heugten CM, Nijboer TCW. Novel insights into the rehabilitation of memory post
acquired brain injury: a systematic review. Front Hum Neurosci. 2014;8:993. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.3389/fnhum.2014.00993] [Medline: 25566021]

13. Kühn S, Gleich T, Lorenz RC, Lindenberger U, Gallinat J. Playing Super Mario induces structural brain plasticity: gray
matter changes resulting from training with a commercial video game. Mol Psychiatry. Feb 2014;19(2):265-271. [doi:
10.1038/mp.2013.120] [Medline: 24166407]

14. Zickefoose S, Hux K, Brown J, Wulf K. Let the games begin: a preliminary study using attention process training-3 and
Lumosity™ brain games to remediate attention deficits following traumatic brain injury. Brain Inj. Jun 2013;27(6):707-716.
[doi: 10.3109/02699052.2013.775484] [Medline: 23672446]

15. O'Neil RL, Skeel RL, Ustinova KI. Cognitive ability predicts motor learning on a virtual reality game in patients with TBI.
NeuroRehabilitation. 2013;33(4):667-680. [doi: 10.3233/NRE-130985] [Medline: 24018367]

16. Toril P, Reales JM, Ballesteros S. Video game training enhances cognition of older adults: a meta-analytic study. Psychol
Aging. Sep 2014;29(3):706-716. [doi: 10.1037/a0037507] [Medline: 25244488]

17. Primack BA, Carroll MV, McNamara M, Klem ML, King B, Rich M, et al. Role of video games in improving health-related
outcomes: a systematic review. Am J Prev Med. Jun 2012;42(6):630-638. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/j.amepre.2012.02.023] [Medline: 22608382]

18. Lampit A, Hallock H, Valenzuela M. Computerized cognitive training in cognitively healthy older adults: a systematic
review and meta-analysis of effect modifiers. PLoS Med. Nov 2014;11(11):e1001756. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1371/journal.pmed.1001756] [Medline: 25405755]

19. Lohse KR, Hilderman CGE, Cheung KL, Tatla S, Van der Loos HFM. Virtual reality therapy for adults post-stroke: a
systematic review and meta-analysis exploring virtual environments and commercial games in therapy. PLoS One.
2014;9(3):e93318. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0093318] [Medline: 24681826]

20. Green CS, Bavelier D. Action video game modifies visual selective attention. Nature. May 29, 2003;423(6939):534-537.
[doi: 10.1038/nature01647] [Medline: 12774121]

21. Green CS, Bavelier D. Enumeration versus multiple object tracking: the case of action video game players. Cognition. Aug
2006;101(1):217-245. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.cognition.2005.10.004] [Medline: 16359652]

22. Betker AL, Desai A, Nett C, Kapadia N, Szturm T. Game-based exercises for dynamic short-sitting balance rehabilitation
of people with chronic spinal cord and traumatic brain injuries. Phys Ther. Oct 2007;87(10):1389-1398. [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.2522/ptj.20060229] [Medline: 17712036]

23. Bavelier D, Green CS, Pouget A, Schrater P. Brain plasticity through the life span: learning to learn and action video games.
Annu Rev Neurosci. 2012;35:391-416. [doi: 10.1146/annurev-neuro-060909-152832] [Medline: 22715883]

24. Ball K, Berch DB, Helmers KF, Jobe JB, Leveck MD, Marsiske M, et al. Advanced Cognitive Training for Independent
Vital Elderly Study Group. Effects of cognitive training interventions with older adults: a randomized controlled trial.
JAMA. Nov 13, 2002;288(18):2271-2281. [FREE Full text] [Medline: 12425704]

25. Schoenberg MR, Ruwe WD, Dawson K, McDonald NB, Houston B, Forducey PG. Comparison of functional outcomes
and treatment cost between a computer-based cognitive rehabilitation teletherapy program and a face-to-face rehabilitation
program. Professional Psychology: Research and Practice. 2008;39(2):169-175. [doi: 10.1037/0735-7028.39.2.169]

26. Kueider AM, Parisi JM, Gross AL, Rebok GW. Computerized cognitive training with older adults: a systematic review.
PLoS One. 2012;7(7):e40588. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0040588] [Medline: 22792378]

27. Cicerone KD, Langenbahn DM, Braden C, Malec JF, Kalmar K, Fraas M, et al. Evidence-based cognitive rehabilitation:
updated review of the literature from 2003 through 2008. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. Apr 2011;92(4):519-530. [doi:
10.1016/j.apmr.2010.11.015] [Medline: 21440699]

28. Gravel J, D'Angelo A, Carrière B, Crevier L, Beauchamp MH, Chauny J, et al. Interventions provided in the acute phase
for mild traumatic brain injury: a systematic review. Syst Rev. 2013;2:63. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/2046-4053-2-63]
[Medline: 23924958]

JMIR Res Protoc 2016 | vol. 5 | iss. 1 | e6 | p. 9http://www.researchprotocols.org/2016/1/e6/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Välimäki et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ana.21393
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18383072&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/WNR.0b013e328311ca1c
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18845938&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=1622318&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2005.11.028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16500166&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/HTR.0000000000000072
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24984095&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2014.00993
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2014.00993
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25566021&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/mp.2013.120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24166407&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/02699052.2013.775484
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23672446&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3233/NRE-130985
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24018367&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0037507
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25244488&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/22608382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2012.02.023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22608382&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001756
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25405755&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0093318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0093318
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24681826&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01647
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12774121&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/16359652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2005.10.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16359652&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ptjournal.org/cgi/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=17712036
http://dx.doi.org/10.2522/ptj.20060229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17712036&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-neuro-060909-152832
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22715883&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/12425704
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12425704&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0735-7028.39.2.169
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0040588
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0040588
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22792378&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2010.11.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21440699&dopt=Abstract
http://www.systematicreviewsjournal.com/content/2//63
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/2046-4053-2-63
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23924958&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


29. von Steinbuechel N, Wilson L, Gibbons H, Muehlan H, Schmidt H, Schmidt S, et al. QOLIBRI overall scale: a brief index
of health-related quality of life after traumatic brain injury. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry. Nov 2012;83(11):1041-1047.
[doi: 10.1136/jnnp-2012-302361] [Medline: 22851609]

30. Hospital District of Southwest Finland. Potilashoidon vuosikertomus 2014, Neurotoimialue. Turku, Finland. Neurotoimialue
in Hospital District of Southwest Finland; 2014. URL: http://www.vsshp.fi/fi/sairaanhoitopiiri/media-tiedotteet-viestinta/
julkaisut/Documents/PHVK_Neurotoimialue_2014.pdf [accessed 2015-06-18] [WebCite Cache ID 6ZNUFB4D8]

31. Burdea GC, Jain A, Rabin B, Pellosie R, Golomb M. Long-term hand tele-rehabilitation on the PlayStation 3: benefits and
challenges. Conf Proc IEEE Eng Med Biol Soc. 2011;2011:1835-1838. [doi: 10.1109/IEMBS.2011.6090522] [Medline:
22254686]

32. Cognifit.com. URL: https://www.cognifit.com/ [accessed 2015-08-24] [WebCite Cache ID 6b1NDFTBI]
33. Li R, Polat U, Makous W, Bavelier D. Enhancing the contrast sensitivity function through action video game training. Nat

Neurosci. May 2009;12(5):549-551. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1038/nn.2296] [Medline: 19330003]
34. Li R, Polat U, Scalzo F, Bavelier D. Reducing backward masking through action game training. J Vis. 2010;10(14). [doi:

10.1167/10.14.33] [Medline: 21191129]
35. Anguera JA, Boccanfuso J, Rintoul JL, Al-Hashimi O, Faraji F, Janowich J, et al. Video game training enhances cognitive

control in older adults. Nature. Sep 5, 2013;501(7465):97-101. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1038/nature12486] [Medline:
24005416]

36. Ryan RM, Rigby CS, Przybylski A. The motivational pull of video games: A self-determination theory approach. Motivation
and Emotion. Nov 26, 2006;30(4):344-360. [FREE Full text]

37. Adams E. Fundamentals of Game Design. Indianapolis, IN. New Riders; 2014.
38. Rohling ML, Faust ME, Beverly B, Demakis G. Effectiveness of cognitive rehabilitation following acquired brain injury:

a meta-analytic re-examination of Cicerone et al.'s (2000, 2005) systematic reviews. Neuropsychology. Jan 2009;23(1):20-39.
[doi: 10.1037/a0013659] [Medline: 19210030]

39. Tombaugh TN. Trail Making Test A and B: normative data stratified by age and education. Arch Clin Neuropsychol. Mar
2004;19(2):203-214. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/S0887-6177(03)00039-8] [Medline: 15010086]

40. Spreen O, Strauss E. A Compendium of Neuropsychological Tests. 2nd Edition. New York. Oxford University Press; 1998.
41. Lezak M, Loring DW, Howieson DB. Neuropsychological Assessment 4th Edition. Oxford. Oxford University Press; 2004.
42. Wechsler D. Wechsler adult intelligence scale. 4th edition (WAIS-IV). San Antonio, Texas. NCS Pearson; 2008.
43. Simon JR, Rudell AP. Auditory S-R compatibility: the effect of an irrelevant cue on information processing. J Appl Psychol.

Jun 1967;51(3):300-304. [Medline: 6045637]
44. Soveri A, Rodriguez-Fornells A, Laine M. Is there a relationship between language switching and executive functions in

bilingualism? Introducing a within group analysis approach. Front Psychol. 2011;2:183. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.3389/fpsyg.2011.00183] [Medline: 21869878]

45. Miyake A, Friedman NP, Emerson MJ, Witzki AH, Howerter A, Wager TD. The unity and diversity of executive functions
and their contributions to complex "frontal lobe" tasks: a latent variable analysis. Cogn Psychol. Aug 2000;41(1):49-100.
[doi: 10.1006/cogp.1999.0734] [Medline: 10945922]

46. Gronwall DM. Paced auditory serial-addition task: a measure of recovery from concussion. Percept Mot Skills. Apr
1977;44(2):367-373. [doi: 10.2466/pms.1977.44.2.367] [Medline: 866038]

47. Rao SM, Leo GJ, Haughton VM, St AP, Bernardin L. Correlation of magnetic resonance imaging with neuropsychological
testing in multiple sclerosis. Neurology. Feb 1989;39(2 Pt 1):161-166. [Medline: 2915783]

48. Kroenke K, Spitzer RL, Williams JB. The PHQ-9: validity of a brief depression severity measure. J Gen Intern Med. Sep
2001;16(9):606-613. [FREE Full text] [Medline: 11556941]

49. Schwarzer R, Jerusalem M. In: Weinman J, Wright S, Johnston M, editors. Measures in Health Psychology: A User’s
Portfolio. Causal and Control Beliefs. Windsor, UK. Nfer-Nelson; 1995;35-37.

50. Roth RM, Isquith PK, Gioia GA. Behavior Rating Inventory of Executive Function - Adult Version (BRIEF-A). Lutz,
Florida. Psychological Assessment Resources; 2005.

51. Maeda Y, Kurokawa T, Sakamoto K, Kitamoto I, Ueda K, Tashima S. Electroclinical study of video-game epilepsy. Dev
Med Child Neurol. Jun 1990;32(6):493-500. [Medline: 2365142]

52. Ministry of Social Affairs and Health, Finland. Finlex, Finnish Ministry of Justice URL: http://www.finlex.fi/fi/laki/
kaannokset/1999/en19990488.pdf [accessed 2015-06-18] [WebCite Cache ID 6ZNU3TTB8]

53. Council for International Organizations of Medical Sciences (CIOMS). International Ethical Guidelines for Biomedical
Research Involving Human Subjects. Geneva.; 2002. URL: http://www.recerca.uab.es/ceeah/docs/CIOMS.pdf [accessed
2015-06-18] [WebCite Cache ID 6ZNT6YdQk]

54. Ministry of Social Affairs and Health, Finland. Finlex, Finnish Ministry of Justice URL: http://www.finlex.fi/en/laki/
kaannokset/1999/en19990523.pdf [accessed 2015-11-23] [WebCite Cache ID 6ZNULgEA3]

55. Finlex. URL: http://www.finlex.fi/fi/laki/ajantasa/1994/19940831 [accessed 2015-11-30] [WebCite Cache ID 6dQbsU2AR]
56. Finlex. URL: http://www.finlex.fi/en/laki/kaannokset/1999/en19990731 [accessed 2015-11-30] [WebCite Cache ID

6dQc41Ntd]

JMIR Res Protoc 2016 | vol. 5 | iss. 1 | e6 | p. 10http://www.researchprotocols.org/2016/1/e6/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Välimäki et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/jnnp-2012-302361
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22851609&dopt=Abstract
http://www.vsshp.fi/fi/sairaanhoitopiiri/media-tiedotteet-viestinta/julkaisut/Documents/PHVK_Neurotoimialue_2014.pdf
http://www.vsshp.fi/fi/sairaanhoitopiiri/media-tiedotteet-viestinta/julkaisut/Documents/PHVK_Neurotoimialue_2014.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6ZNUFB4D8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/IEMBS.2011.6090522
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22254686&dopt=Abstract
https://www.cognifit.com/
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6b1NDFTBI
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/19330003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nn.2296
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19330003&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1167/10.14.33
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21191129&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24005416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature12486
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24005416&dopt=Abstract
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs11031-006-9051-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0013659
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19210030&dopt=Abstract
http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0887617703000398
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0887-6177(03)00039-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15010086&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=6045637&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2011.00183
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2011.00183
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21869878&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/cogp.1999.0734
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10945922&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2466/pms.1977.44.2.367
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=866038&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=2915783&dopt=Abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/resolve/openurl?genre=article&sid=nlm:pubmed&issn=0884-8734&date=2001&volume=16&issue=9&spage=606
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11556941&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=2365142&dopt=Abstract
http://www.finlex.fi/fi/laki/kaannokset/1999/en19990488.pdf
http://www.finlex.fi/fi/laki/kaannokset/1999/en19990488.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6ZNU3TTB8
http://www.recerca.uab.es/ceeah/docs/CIOMS.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6ZNT6YdQk
http://www.finlex.fi/en/laki/kaannokset/1999/en19990523.pdf
http://www.finlex.fi/en/laki/kaannokset/1999/en19990523.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6ZNULgEA3
http://www.finlex.fi/fi/laki/ajantasa/1994/19940831
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6dQbsU2AR
http://www.finlex.fi/en/laki/kaannokset/1999/en19990731
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6dQc41Ntd
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6dQc41Ntd
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


57. Anderson CA, Shibuya A, Ihori N, Swing EL, Bushman BJ, Sakamoto A, et al. Violent video game effects on aggression,
empathy, and prosocial behavior in eastern and western countries: a meta-analytic review. Psychol Bull. Mar
2010;136(2):151-173. [doi: 10.1037/a0018251] [Medline: 20192553]

58. Greitemeyer T, Mügge DO. Video games do affect social outcomes: a meta-analytic review of the effects of violent and
prosocial video game play. Pers Soc Psychol Bull. May 2014;40(5):578-589. [doi: 10.1177/0146167213520459] [Medline:
24458215]

59. Ferguson CJ. The good, the bad and the ugly: a meta-analytic review of positive and negative effects of violent video games.
Psychiatr Q. Dec 2007;78(4):309-316. [doi: 10.1007/s11126-007-9056-9] [Medline: 17914672]

60. Sims VK, Mayer RE. Domain specificity of spatial expertise: the case of video game players. Appl. Cognit. Psychol. Jan
2002;16(1):97-115. [doi: 10.1002/acp.759]

61. The World Medical Association (WMA). WMA Declaration of Helsinki - Ethical Principles for Medical Research Involving
Human Subjects. 2013. URL: http://www.wma.net/en/30publications/10policies/b3/index.html [accessed 2015-11-23]
[WebCite Cache ID 6ZNTgxno4]

62. National Committee on Medical Research Ethics TUKIJA. Tutkittavien rekrytoimisen yleisiä periaatteita in Finnish. Feb
16, 2012. URL: http://tukija.fi/documents/1481661/1526255/tutkittavien_rekrytoimisen_yleisia_periaatteita_16022012.pdf/
c93b5d12-2fd7-4530-83e7-ff11b3af3031 [accessed 2015-11-23] [WebCite Cache ID 6ZNURm2bZ]

Abbreviations
ANOVA: analysis of variance
BRIEF-A: Behavior Rating Inventory of Executive Function – Adult Version
GSC: General Self-efficacy Scale
PASAT: Paced Auditory Serial Addition Test
PHQ-9: Patient Health Questionnaire
PS3: Playstation 3
TBI: traumatic brain injury
TEKES: The Finnish Funding Agency for Technology and Innovation
TMT: Trail Making Test
WAIS-IV: Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale, 4th Edition

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 22.06.15; peer-reviewed by S Ballesteros, S Tatla; comments to author 19.07.15; revised version
received 07.09.15; accepted 20.09.15; published 09.02.16

Please cite as:
Välimäki M, Korkeila J, Kauppi K, Kaakinen JK, Holm S, Vahlo J, Tenovuo O, Hämäläinen H, Sarajuuri J, Rantanen P, Orenius T,
Koponen A
Digital Gaming for Improving the Functioning of People With Traumatic Brain Injury: Protocol of a Feasibility Study
JMIR Res Protoc 2016;5(1):e6
URL: http://www.researchprotocols.org/2016/1/e6/
doi: 10.2196/resprot.4841
PMID: 26860741

©Maritta Välimäki, Jyrki Korkeila, Kaisa Kauppi, Johanna K Kaakinen, Suvi Holm, Jukka Vahlo, Olli Tenovuo, Heikki Hämäläinen,
Jaana Sarajuuri, Pekka Rantanen, Tage Orenius, Aki Koponen. Originally published in JMIR Research Protocols
(http://www.researchprotocols.org), 09.02.2016. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction
in any medium, provided the original work, first published in JMIR Research Protocols, is properly cited. The complete bibliographic
information, a link to the original publication on http://www.researchprotocols.org, as well as this copyright and license information
must be included.

JMIR Res Protoc 2016 | vol. 5 | iss. 1 | e6 | p. 11http://www.researchprotocols.org/2016/1/e6/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Välimäki et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0018251
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20192553&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167213520459
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24458215&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11126-007-9056-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17914672&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/acp.759
http://www.wma.net/en/30publications/10policies/b3/index.html
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6ZNTgxno4
http://tukija.fi/documents/1481661/1526255/tutkittavien_rekrytoimisen_yleisia_periaatteita_16022012.pdf/c93b5d12-2fd7-4530-83e7-ff11b3af3031
http://tukija.fi/documents/1481661/1526255/tutkittavien_rekrytoimisen_yleisia_periaatteita_16022012.pdf/c93b5d12-2fd7-4530-83e7-ff11b3af3031
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6ZNURm2bZ
http://www.researchprotocols.org/2016/1/e6/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/resprot.4841
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26860741&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

