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Abstract: Stroke rehabilitation is a lengthy procedure that is necessary for stroke recovery. However,
stroke rehabilitation may not be readily available for patients who live rurally due to barriers
such as transportation and expenses. This shortage in wearable technology, in turn, causes health
disparity among the rural population, which was exacerbated by the COVID-19 pandemic restrictions.
Telerehabilitation (TR) is a potential solution for stroke rehabilitation in rural areas. This one-case
study aimed to examine the feasibility and safety of a technology-enabled at-home TR program
for stroke survivors living in a rural area in Canada. A VR setup was installed successfully in the
home of our participant. A tablet was also supplied for the TR program. Each program consisted of
24 sessions to be completed over a 12-week period. Our participant was assessed on day one using
the Fugl-Meyer assessment, the Modified Ashworth Scale, the 10 m walk test, and the Mini-Mental
State Exam. Three questionnaires were also completed, including the Motor Activity Log (MAL),
the Stroke Index Scale (SIS), and the Treatment Self-Regulation Questionnaire. These assessments
were completed thrice, on day 1, at week 6, and at week 12. The participant found the tablet and its
accompanying exercises easy to use, with a few limitations. The participant found the VR system more
challenging to manage independently as a lack of comfortability, the visual contrast during the first
trials, and certain technical aspects of the technology created several functional barriers. Although
some limitations with the technology were noted, this case study indicates that telerehabilitation is
feasible under certain circumstances when used in conjunction with traditional rehabilitation services.

Keywords: remote care; stroke; technology; rural

1. Introduction

Stroke rehabilitation is a lengthy and intensive process that usually occurs over several
months, with the first three to six months being a crucial period for recovery [1,2]. Repetitive
and task-oriented training has shown to be a necessary component of stroke rehabilitation
to produce the desired neuroplastic changes within the brain in order to improve motor
deficits and promote functional recovery [3]. Traditional rehabilitation is tedious, costly,
labor-intensive, and requires strict adherence, with most traditional stroke therapy sessions
lacking the ability to provide the sufficient repetitions required for critical neuroplastic
changes to be made [3]. Furthermore, logistical, financial, and geographical barriers to
such specialized rehabilitation programs may prevent stroke survivors from accessing
adequate and necessary care within the critical first three-to-six-month period [4]. Location
is a significant barrier for those who live rurally. For example, many patients require
assistance from others for transportation or must pay out of pocket for transportation
services. Due to the distance and inconvenience, patients are deterred from attending
their rehab appointments [5]. The quality of roads and harsh winter climates make it even
more complicated to seek healthcare services, as most stroke clinics are located in urban
areas [6]. These issues are also exacerbated for underserved populations (e.g., people living
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in remote areas or Indigenous populations) that already face many health inequities such
as costs, distance, racism, substandard care, and discrimination [7], and one could expect
this situation to worsen under the COVID-19 pandemic restrictions. Barriers also exist
regarding the financial aspect of stroke therapy, both for the Canadian economy and for the
individual patient. The cost of those living with strokes is CAD one billion annually [6].
Even with such a significant expenditure, the Canadian healthcare system still finds itself
understaffed and limited in its resources, making it difficult for patients with stroke to find
adequate care. Stroke survivors are therefore required to pay the expenses of travelling
to rehabilitation centers while taking time off work and/or asking a caregiver to take the
same time off to receive these services [5].

The intensity of rehabilitation and the many barriers individuals may face in accessing
these programs have created a need for accessible outpatient rehabilitation services that
can be delivered safely and effectively to ensure equitable recovery for all stroke survivors.
Telerehabilitation (TR) is an alternative to conventional in-person rehabilitation that uses
information and communication technologies to deliver rehabilitation services [8]. The
expanding literature on TR for stroke has indicated its effectiveness for various recovery
domains, including the motor, cognitive, and affective domains [4,8]. The technology varies
across the literature, including telephones, smartphones, computers, video conferencing,
and virtual reality (i.e., immersive, semi-immersive, and non-immersive modes) [9,10].

This project introduces the “Active at Home Post-Stroke Program” (or Home PSP)
(Figure 1), a novel program developed by Dr. Amine Choukou that combines virtual-
reality-enabled cognitive training with tablet-based physical activity. Although this TR
program can be administered as a standalone program, it is proposed in this study as
an adjunctive therapy to conventional rehabilitation services, with the primary goal of
determining the program’s feasibility and safety. The study is designed with the physical
and cognitive rehabilitation of stroke survivors as the primary aim of the rehabilitation
program. The Home PSP program is delivered to participants in two ways. One is an
interactive mobile app that was also developed by Dr. Amine Choukou and is installed
on an Android tablet. The other delivery method uses virtual reality technology, with
participants taking part in physical and cognitive training sessions alternately throughout
the program. During the physical rehabilitation, a virtual coach delivers the program in
a three-month progressive exercise program. This program includes resistance training,
balance training, and stretching. The cognitive aspect of the training is a simulated VR
environment, with activities for participants to complete. The activities resemble the
scenarios we encounter during daily life inside the home. The expectations of Home PSP
are that it will guide stroke survivors toward regaining increased levels of physical and
cognitive abilities following a stroke. Depending on the individual, physical and cognitive
performance are variably affected following a stroke. Home PSP is designed with this
consideration as a top priority.

This study aims to determine the feasibility and safety of a technology-enabled at-
home telerehabilitation program for stroke survivors living in rural areas. The objectives
were to evaluate the feasibility and safety of introducing virtual rehabilitation into the home
of a stroke survivor, evaluate a participant’s satisfaction with the technology and note any
marked improvements in physical function, self-reported quality of life, and motivation,
and determine potential barriers and limitations to using the technology to problem solve
and correct for future use.
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2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Intervention Protocol

This is a functional rehabilitation program based on immersive VR simulations of tasks
related to activities of daily living and a tablet program that provides “follow along” videos
of different exercises that target gross and fine motor skills and strength and range of motion.
There were 48 sessions for the VR and tablet (24 sessions each) across a total of 12 weeks.
Each week, the participant would complete two sessions for each technology, resulting in
four sessions each week. A recent systematic review with a meta-analysis recommends
that the physical training program should last at least six weeks, with a frequency of
three sessions per week and a session duration of at least 30 min [9]. A randomized
controlled trial by Bo et al. (2019) tested a combination of physical and cognitive training
for 36 sessions, three days per week, for 12 weeks in a medical rehabilitation centre [10]. Our
study was conducted remotely and was semi-supervised. In agreement with the literature
and taking into account the exploratory nature of our program management, we suggest
administering the program over 4 sessions a week, alternating 2 cognitive training sessions
and 2 physical training sessions over 12 weeks. Additionally, to increase the intensity of the
program over time while keeping safety as the foremost priority, the complexity of each
session gradually increased, and the total number of tasks also increased.

2.1.1. Physical Training Program (A Tablet App)

Each participant was given a tablet with the tablet app downloaded to it. Participants
logged in and completed the session by completing each exercise. Each session consisted of
exercises targeting the upper and lower body and focusing on gross and fine motor skills.
The program involves a blend of resistance, balance, and stretching training. Users can
complete activities in the order they prefer within two consecutive sessions for ease, comfort,
and motivation. They cannot override the second session until the two sessions have been
completed. Sessions increase in terms of the complexity and duration of the exercise as
the program continues. Activities are to be performed in front of the tablet in a standing
and/or seated position to allow the user to do what they can safely and comfortably every
time they practice. Help from the family caregiver is not expected, as users can operate the
tablet with an unimpaired hand. After each exercise, a questionnaire appears, asking for
feedback about how the activity went. The information is then automatically emailed to
the principal investigator (no action is required from the tablet user).

2.1.2. Neurocognitive Training Program (A Virtual Reality Environment)

The HTC Vive Pro system was used to run the VR program. The setup consists
of a headset, two hand-held controllers, and two base stations on a tripod. The VR
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system was set up in the participant’s home for seated and standing use. The project’s
principal investigator designed the environment and the cognitive activities based on a
virtual apartment that replicates a newly developed ambient assisted living facility [11].
The activities resemble scenarios we encounter daily inside the home. Figure 2 presents
some examples of activities and interactions in the VR environment. There are five total
training modules with a total of 24 sessions. Each session included several household
tasks, requiring the participant to move around the virtual home using the left and right
hand-held controllers to interact with the spaces and objects. As the sessions progressed,
the tasks became more complex, necessitating more steps to complete them. The activities
are to be performed in front of the computer in a seated position to allow the user to do
what they can safely and comfortably. Help from the family caregiver is needed to setup the
VR station (PC, headset, controllers) and is recommended during the practice to increase
the participant’s sense of safety. The data log is saved and transmitted to a dedicated
server owned and secured by the university immediately following each practice. The first
four modules contain five sessions each and the last includes four. Each module has its
own objectives:

• Module 1: Familiarity with the Environment and Technology

Module 1 aims to instruct the user how to manipulate the material and interact
with the VR environment in an incremental way (teleportation from one point to another,
exploration, zooming in and out, holding objects, clicking on buttons, etc.). This module
instills the participant’s technical skills and confidence in using VR to perform basic tasks.
The activities involve putting on the helmet, learning the basic commands, and getting
comfortable moving with the technology.

• Module 2: Task Management and Prioritization

The second module has the same structure as the first module. It focuses on task
management, the way the user prioritizes actions based on common sense and preferences
and the management of the interruptions of a task in progress. The activities are added
progressively so that the client can complete an entire day by the module’s last session. The
goal is to manage tasks, identify priorities, and sometimes even interrupt a task in progress
to meet an immediate need, such as answering the phone.

• Module 3: Financial Management

Module 3 aims to enhance budget awareness and money-management abilities. A
total of CAD 100 is proposed for the five sessions of this module. Throughout each session,
the user will be required to make financial judgements while staying under CAD 100.
If they do, they must be able to explain their financial decisions in the questionnaire at
the end of the module, because every financial decision must be considered as part of
the whole module’s financial management plan. For example, if the user has no laundry
detergent left and must pick between three varieties of detergent, they must remember the
cost and deduct it from the overall budget for this module (CAD 100). This module asks
the customer to recall the expenses incurred during the five sessions. Clients might create
their own memorization approach by writing down the costs incurred shortly before the
session ends. Clients are free to use whatever method they feel most at ease with.

• Module 4: Tasks and Financial Management

The fourth module continues the format of the previous modules but attempts to
provide the client more autonomy to carry out the tasks due to the practice they have
completed. This module prepares the client for the final module by improving the abilities
needed to understand and manage contingencies and adapt to varied scenarios. In the
fourth module, activities are gradually introduced so that, by the end of the module, the user
can complete an entire day. The sessions are more sophisticated, combining interpersonal
and financial issues. Furthermore, the scripts are done away with to increase task learning
and retention because the actions have already been covered in earlier sections.

• Module 5: Full Day
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The fifth module aims to move closer to the reality of daily activities. It consolidates the
learning gained in earlier modules, allowing the evaluator to determine whether the client
can respond appropriately to complex sessions. The user encounters complex scenarios
in this module, as each of the four sessions entails dealing with unexpected everyday
life situations and financial situations for an entire day. Therefore, the evaluator will
understand the acquired skills and the underpinning cognitive abilities.
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2.2. Study Variables

The protocol was approved by the University of Manitoba Research Ethics Board
(REB Registry Number: H2020:069 (HS23654)). The participants signed a consent form
electronically before the start of the study. Following participant enrollment, a battery of
assessments was performed by a physiotherapist on day 1 (in our laboratory), followed
by re-assessments at home during weeks 6 and 12. These assessments included the Fugl-
Meyer assessment (FMA) [12], the Modified Ashworth Scale (MAS), the 10 Meter Walk Test
(10MWT) [13], the Mini-Mental Status Exam (MMSE) [14], and the Borg rating of perceived
exertion (BORG) [15]. The purpose of these assessments was to evaluate the participant’s
physical and cognitive function and their perceived exertion during rehabilitation exercises.
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In addition to these assessments, the Motor Activity Log (MAL) [16], Stroke Impact
Scale (SIS) [17], and Treatment Self-Regulation Questionnaire (TSRQ) [18] were provided
to each participant in week 1, followed by a re-assessment in week 7 and week 12. These
instruments were chosen to assess the participant’s functional ability, quality of life, and self-
regulation in their rehabilitation process. The participant had weekly informal check-ins to
discuss their progress over the past week.

To gain insight into the family caregiver’s perspective, an email was sent to them after
the study completion to enquire about their “attitudes and perceptions towards the home-
based rehabilitation program and their experience with the research project” (the main
question of the email). The responses received were exhaustive and highly organized. We
analyzed the caregiver opinions verbatim, using an inductive creation-of-themes method
to classify and understand the content shared.

2.3. Participant Inclusion and Experimental Setup

A participant contacted the principal investigator by email after attending a public
presentation. The participant was screened to determine their eligibility for the program
according to the following inclusion criteria:

• Mild stroke, onset over six months before the initiation of the program;
• Absence of any additional neurological or psychiatric disorders or orthostatic hypotension;
• Able to walk and move the impaired upper limb;
• Willing to participate;
• Living outside the city with access to the internet at home;
• Living with someone who can help in the operation of a VR system.

Once eligibility to participate in our study was confirmed, the participant was invited
to an orientation session, which included an introduction to the VR and tablet program.
The tablet running the physical training program was handed out to the participant on
the same day and instruction on how to use it was given. The VR platform, comprising
a gaming computer and a VR system, was installed in each participant’s home in the
following week. The participant and their caregiver received a training session at home on
how to use the VR.

2.4. Participant

Our participant is a 55-year-old woman who experienced a stroke in March of 2021.
The participant lives in a house a 1.5–2-h drive from the main city in a community of fewer
than 15,000 inhabitants. Their home is equipped with reliable internet and has a large
and safe space, sufficient to engage in our program. The stroke affected her right upper
and lower extremities, increasing the tone mainly in her arm and hand. The stroke also
affected her speech, which resulted in aphasia. After the stroke, the participant attended
two months of stroke rehabilitation, where an interdisciplinary team worked with her.
This team consisted of occupational therapists, physiotherapists, and speech-language
pathologists. After discharge, she continued seeking out therapy regularly for her physical
functional needs and speech training. At the time of the study, the participant was regularly
seeing a private practice physiotherapist, an occupational therapist, a speech and language
pathologist, and a personal trainer.

In the day 1 assessments, our participant received a score of 30/30 on the MMSE,
which is within the normal range [14]. On the FMA, she scored 38/66, which indicates
“limited capacity” [19]. On the MAS, the participant scored a “2”, which indicates a “more
marked increase in muscle tone through most of the range of motion, but affected parts
easily moved” on each area of upper extremity flexion, extension, rotation, and supination.
For the 10MWT, the participant’s speed for the self-determined velocity was 7.68 s. For
the BORG, she received an overall rating of “2”, which indicates “Light activity: Feels like
you can maintain for hours, easy to breathe and easy to maintain a conversation” for the
10MWT. The participant was observed to ambulate with an unbalanced gait due to her
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right side being affected, and she was able to raise her arm toward objects without being
able to catch or manipulate the objects.

3. Results

Weekly check-ins were performed through informal phone interviews. The purpose
of the interviews was to discuss generally what went well and what did not. Additionally,
observations and data from the actual performance were automatically uploaded to the
principal investigator’s server via the programs.

During the first check-in, the participant noted some general sickness that prevented
them from being able to continue the first few sessions of the program. The MAL, SIS, and
TSRQ were completed. In the TSRQ, the participant reported that it was important for
them to exercise and get well soon. The participant also indicated strongly that they would
feel guilty if they did not follow through with the program. On the SIS, the participant
self-scored an overall value of 60/100 regarding their perceived level of recovery.

The participant reported that they were able to complete the first VR session, but they
needed the assistance of their caregiver to press the action button located on the top of the
controller. Because of the high tone in the right hand, the participant was not able to press
the action button independently. The ergonomics of the controller were not well suited to
this particular situation.

In the third week, the participant did not complete any sessions due to their unavail-
ability during this time for personal reasons.

In the fourth week, no further VR sessions were completed as the caregiver was
not available to assist with the right-hand controller. One additional tablet session was
completed. The participant noted that it was significantly more difficult due to the inclusion
of exercises that required them to move their arm above the shoulder. There was no noted
pain during this movement. The participant was also interested in modifying the controller
to meet the practice needs. After discussions with the research team, the family caregiver
(partner) attached a brace with adhesive Velcro to attempt to make it more functional and a
plate to neutralize undesired thumb movement (Figure 3). The participant also preferred to
increase the number of tablet sessions per week, which was approved by the research team.
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In week five, the participant experienced difficulty with fine motor tasks as the sessions
continued. The participant did not experience difficulty with tasks involving gross motor
skills. The participant did not continue with any VR sessions due to issues with the
controller. The participant also noted that they experienced difficulty initiating the sessions
due to motivation; however, they did not experience any difficulty completing the session.
The participant suggested that a research team member send motivational emails daily,
and the research team agreed.

In week six, the participant noted that their caregiver was able to modify the controller
to make it more comfortable to wear and easier to maneuver. However, clicking the button
for actions still required help from the caregiver. The participant also completed one
additional tablet session. They noted that it was easier as there were no exercises involving
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fine motor tasks. The motivational and prompting emails were helpful but the participant
was not able to continue with many tablet sessions due to their own schedule becoming
busier, causing fatigue.

In week seven, the three questionnaires were re-administered. For the TSRQ, most
of the scoring was the same, except for a few questions that asked whether participant
would feel bad if they did not complete the program. This shifted to a “2”, which indicates
“not really”. This is different to week 1, where they had answered “4”, which indicates
strongly that they would feel guilty. Regarding the SIS, the participant self-scored higher
on the overall recovery level with a score of 70/100. Tasks that were originally scored as
“very difficult” to perform were now scored as “could not do at all”. This is consistent
with certain MAL tasks compared to the first time. There was an increase in the number
of tasks that scored a “0” on the amount scale, even though they were scored higher on
day 1. Many of the tasks that shifted to a “0” were tasks that were focused on fine motor
skills, such as using a doorknob or turning on the faucet. Instead, the participant used their
unaffected arm and hand for compensation.

3.1. Week Six Assessment

The following results were measured in week six.
On the 10MWT, the average self-selected velocity was 6.15 s, whereas the fast velocity

was 5.9 s, indicating an increase in the participant’s walking speed since day 1. Her score
on the Borg scale of perceived exertion was “4”, which indicates “moderate activity: feels
like you can exercise for hours, breathing heavily but can hold a short conversation” for
the 10MWT. On the MAS, the elbow flexors/extensors, shoulder flexors, wrist, and finger
extensors and flexors were reassessed and the participant’s score for each subset was “1”,
indicating a reduction in their tone. A score of “1” indicates a “slight increase in muscle
tone, manifested by a catch and release or by minimal resistance at the end of the range
of motion when the affected parts are moved in flexion or extension”. For the MMSE,
the participant’s score was 24/30, which is a significant reduction from day 1. This score
suggests mild dementia. On the FMA, the score increased to 40/66 from day 1.

Our participant completed eight home training sessions for the VR within six weeks
and five tablet training sessions within six weeks. The participant was not able to complete
the recommended two sessions a week for each program due to illness. During the first
six weeks, the participant could not work on sessions for two weeks. Through informal
interviews, other circumstances were brought up, such as the need for a caregiver to
complete the VR with the participant, which meant that they both had to be available and
well. Motivation also appeared to have an influence on the number of tasks completed
per week. The participant reported that being self-directed in therapy posed a challenge
because there was no one physically there to keep them accountable.

3.2. Week 12 Assessment

The following results were measured after the last session of week 12.
On the 10MWT, the average self-selected velocity was 6.2 s, whereas the fast velocity

was 4.1 s, showing an increase in the participant’s walking speed since week six. Her
score on the Borg scale of perceived exertion was “4”, which indicates “moderate activity:
feels like you can exercise for hours, breathing heavily but can hold a short conversation”
for the 10MWT. On the MAS, the elbow flexors/extensors, shoulder flexors, and wrist
flexors/extensors were assessed and given a score of 1, indicating a reduction in their
tone from day 1. A “1” indicates a “slight increase in muscle tone, manifested by a catch
and release or by minimal resistance at the end of the range of motion when the affected
parts are moved in flexion or extension”. However, the finger extensors/flexors and, wrist
extensors, and thumb abductors were reassessed, and the participant’s score for each subset
was “0”, indicating “No increase in muscle tone”. For the MMSE, the participant’s score
was 24/30, which is the same as that recorded in week six but still a significant reduction
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from day one. This score suggests mild dementia. The FMA score had increased creased
from 40/66 to 51/66 since Week 6.

Our participant completed 16 home training sessions for the VR within 6 weeks and
10 tablet training sessions within 12 weeks. The participant was not able to complete the
recommended two sessions a week for each program due to illness and managed as best
as they could. Motivation also appeared to have an influence on the number of tasks
completed per week. The participant reported that being self-directed in therapy posed
a challenge because there was no one physically there to keep them accountable. The
participant did not fall during any of the practice sessions.

3.3. Family Caregiver’s Perceptions of Home PSP

We asked the family caregiver to share their opinions about their situation, their atti-
tudes and perceptions toward the home-based rehabilitation program, and their experience
with the current research project. The following themes emerged from the extensive essay
they (the husband) shared by email. The caregiver felt devastated by the new situation,
mentioning that “one of the biggest challenges is dealing with the swiftness that this change has on
[their] life. In [their] case, [his] wife, best friend, and confidant of 35 years was now lying in the
hospital paralyzed and unable to speak”. . . and crying “. . .all the time and seemingly for no reason
at times”. . . while he is “. . .running around making plans and decisions on [his] own. Something
that [the couple] always did together”. He also mentioned feeling alone in this new struggle
without any external support, since the stroke “kicked off in the blink of an eye and totally
without warning”, but he emphasized they are fortunate to have a comfortable financial
situation: “I am fortunate that we have good insurance coverage, and I was able to close my business
without worrying about finances or outside commitments. I can’t imagine what this would be like
while still trying to hold down a job and put bread on the table”.

We also asked questions regarding access to care and systemic barriers. The family
caregiver noted difficulties in accessing resources and care in a healthcare system that
“needs to catch up”, according to the caregiver. “Looking at this from the outside, it has been
a challenging road that we have travelled in that the local hospital lacks the resources to give any
meaningful aftercare or rehab to Stroke survivors”. He emphasized that the situation is worse
for someone living in a rural area where hospitals “need to be updated to enable constructive
and easily accessible treatment and rehabilitation” and lack quality programs, according to
the caregiver: “A visit to the Occupational Therapy department of your local hospital once every
two months is not good enough and the exercises prescribed are not always appropriate”. The
family caregiver also shared that he felt left behind by the entire health system, which is not
prepared to care for patients in the city, almost absent in rural settings, heavily bureaucratic,
and more or less unprepared to support the family caregiver. This creates, according to
the caregiver, “a myriad of issues for the spouse or family member who is thrust into the role of
caregiver” without any support or accompaniment:

“You are being asked to do things you have never prepared for. Both in the physical aspect
of caring for someone with disabilities and now non-functioning body parts and systems
and the emotional side of mourning the loss of your spouse as you know them and your
life as you know it.” . . . “The list of issues begins with having to deal with and navigate
your way around hospitals, surgeons, physicians, nurses, travel, and accommodation.
These are just a few things that the home caregiver requires within the first few weeks of
their partner having a stroke.”

The unpreparedness of healthcare professionals also emerged as a central theme.
According to the family caregiver, who is not a healthcare professional, “Training of Physio-
therapists, Occupational Therapists, Speech Therapists, Primary Care Physicians and general staff
is sorely lacking. Physiotherapists are trained to treat muscles, tendons and joints. Occupational
Therapists are there to get patients back to work and make adaptations to allow for normal day-to-day
activities, while Primary Care Physicians are not trained in the care of post stroke patients.” . . .

“Family Physicians and health care workers, in general, need to be trained and informed of procedures
and resources available to stroke survivors and their families”.
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4. Discussion

This study aimed to determine the feasibility and safety of a technology-enabled
at-home telerehabilitation program administered remotely as an adjunctive therapy to con-
ventional rehabilitation services for a stroke survivor living rurally in Manitoba (Canada).
The program was tested with one participant with a mild stroke who was already able to
walk and move the impaired upper limb and does not have any additional neurological
or psychiatric disorders or orthostatic hypotension. The participant readily accepted the
technology at home and found the tablet exercises enjoyable and easy to follow. The first
hurdles in implementing our program in a rural setting were distance and access to the
internet, required for the technology to transfer data to the researchers and for the family to
interact with the researchers. The researchers were able to travel back and forth in a single
day to install the device or conduct an evaluation session; thus, the distance was not an
issue. There was no problem at all in communication because the household had internet
access. However, this would have been an issue in other contexts where the internet is
unavailable, in which case the data recorded by the two devices would not be shared, and
the communication between the family and researchers would be more problematic or
elementary, without any file-sharing or videoconferencing.

Overall, our preliminary results show that the VR environment effectively engages
patients in telerehabilitation and is a safe virtual space for stroke survivors to regain
neurocognitive skills. Our results are in agreement with the literature on less advanced
VR systems offering gamified upper-limb training sessions [20–23]. However, our study is
the first to introduce VR to practice daily living activities in an environment replicating
a real-life smart apartment. Moreover, evidence has suggested the potential for motion
sickness or cybersickness to function as a prominent barrier when utilizing head-mounted
VR devices [24], the side effects of which can include dizziness, headaches, disorientation,
and fatigue, which may limit the usability of VR; these were not side effects seen in this
study. In our case, a lack of functional ability in the affected extremities created the most
significant barrier for our participant to independently engage with the VR technology,
which led to an unanticipated dependence on caregiver support. Even with the added
assistance from the caregiver, the participant still encountered some difficulties managing
the technology. Actions on the VR system that required a long press of the button on the
controller and the lack of contrast between the screen and the pointer made clicking on
items difficult. However, the participant and their caregiver did not report any falls or
risks while engaging in the training program. Our preliminary results also constitute a first
step in testing the combination of at-home cognitive and physical training as a possible
efficient approach. The literature regarding this combination in institutional settings shows
that the combined intervention produces greater improvements in cognitive function
compared to either training in a single physical exercise group or a cognitive training
group [10]. An animal experiment revealed that voluntary physical exercise combined
with environmental enrichment offered more benefits than physical activity or enriched
environments alone [25]. In humans, the combination of cognitive and physical training
has been shown to improve cognitive performance in older adults, most likely due to the
different additive cognitive training and physical exercise processes [26,27]. On the one
hand, intensive cognitive training resulted in neural network reconfiguration and improved
perceptual and executive processing [28,29]. On the other hand, physical exercise enhances
neuroplasticity in specific brain areas and, as a result, improves cognitive functioning [9,30].
Therefore, cognitive and physical training may aid in improving cognitive function and
combining them may result in the mutual enhancement of cognitive performance. The
literature presents the outcomes of institution- and/or lab-based interventions. More
evidence is needed to support the feasibility and benefits of combining cognitive and
physical training administered as a semi-supervised telerehabilitation program, like the
program presented in the current paper.

Additionally, the VR controller’s shape and the button’s location presented the par-
ticipant with difficulties in holding it with the affected hand. In consultation with the
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principal investigator, the caregiver added adaptations to the right-hand controller for the
VR setup to make it more functional, since the participant’s high tone created difficulty in
completing the VR sessions without the caregiver’s help. One adaptation involved using
an aluminum plate to hide the touchpad so that only the hand trigger on the controller’s
bottom would receive input from the participant’s index finger (Figure 3). We also added
adhesive Velcro to attach a brace to the controller to allow the participant to hold the
controller more comfortably and functionally. The brace was used for some sessions only
and then withdrawn. However, our participant still needed the caregiver to support her
with clicking, highlighting the need for hand controllers adapted for people with neurologic
conditions to increase the program’s feasibility. Including the family caregiver’s perspective
was highly informative in this study and provided high value to our mixed-method data
collection strategy, as the caregiver played a crucial role in all phases of the post-stroke
rehabilitation process. Future trials should look for better options for controllers or suggest
the design of neurological-condition-friendly controllers.

Motor learning has been shown to be optimized through immediate feedback and
the grading of activities [31]. The functions within the VR system and tablet exercises,
respectively, provided feedback on and grading of activities, but those needed improvement.
The participant reported that some form of feedback when activities were completed in the
VR system would have been beneficial to alert them that they successfully completed the
steps required to finish the activity. Understanding that memory is a cognitive function that
is targeted for rehabilitation, feedback should be graded to stop after the participant become
familiar with how their movements impact the actions within the VR system to work on
memory processing. Additionally, there was limited grading for fine motor exercises within
the tablet sessions, which made progressing to each new session challenging, as their fine
motor skills had not improved to the degree the subsequent exercises required. Similarly,
tablet exercises that required the use or movement of the affected side did not account for
any grading before increasing difficulty. Those aspects could be implemented in the next
iteration of the prototyped technology. The results should be understood in the context
of a one-case study where the intervention is presented as an adjunctive therapy. The
primary focus of this paper is to report on the feasibility and safety of administering a semi-
supervised telerehabilitation intervention entirely remotely. It is worth emphasizing that
our participant received care from other therapists. The researchers could not gather reliable
information about the type of care, frequency, and overall quality, and therefore decided to
administer the proposed program as a complementary program. Now that the researchers
have gathered preliminary data on the program’s feasibility, safety, and efficacy, further
research should evaluate the telerehabilitation program as a standalone intervention.

The VR system presented some difficulties regarding a lack of hand function, com-
fortability, and technical aspects, but it was overall well received by the participant. Each
piece of technology presented its own set of barriers and limitations. Our participant
attended the required training session before the technology was installed in their home.
Still, despite the completion of the VR training, a lack of comfort and a sense of anxiety
surrounding the use of the VR system served as a barrier to using the VR system at home.
A patient with a stroke is naturally determined to recover bodily functions and eager to
return to pre-injury occupations. The determination of our participant and her caregiver
helped them to overcome the technical difficulties encountered. For example, the couple
assigned all the tasks of monitoring the laptop to the caregiver. The couple also decided to
co-practice together and slowly in the beginning, especially for the task of teleportation,
as it was initially very difficult for the user as they need to raise hand with the controller
while holding a button to move from their current location to the next one. This movement
requires a large range of motion of the shoulder, which a hemiplegic patient cannot easily
achieve without compensations. Consistently in the literature, technological literacy has
been discussed as a barrier to engaging in telerehabilitation amongst older adults using
tablets. Vaportzis et al. (2017) [32] found a lack of knowledge and confidence and the
presence of health conditions to be barriers to typical aging older adults who interact
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with tablets, a finding which is consistent with this study. This was not the case for our
participant and the family caregiver who were younger, educated, have English as their
first language, and are familiar with many technologies including cellphones and video
games, which helped in the overall VR learning curve. The couple appropriately used
our shared files, including a written program and a detailed explanation of the virtual
environment and how to use the material. The caregiver emailed the research teams any
time they had a question throughout their participation in our program. They also engaged
in working with us through online shared files and evaluative online surveys without any
need for detailed explanations. Our pilot study showed that technology and technological
literacy can be facilitators of telerehabilitation if the patient is comfortable and eager to
learn to use the technology. In our case, our virtual environments provided an immersive
and goal-oriented experience that was deemed engaging and enjoyable, which increased
the participant’s motivation to complete the program, in agreement with the literature [33].
However, the same program would face more barriers related to the use of technology
with users who are technologically illiterate; in which case, more detailed and personalized
orientation sessions would be needed before even engaging in the first virtual session.

5. Strengths and Limitations

There is a significant need for stroke rehabilitation services that eliminate the current
barriers to accessibility faced by rural community dwellers [4,5], and which may help in the
event of extreme travel and in-person meeting restrictions, such as those we lived under
during the COVID-19 pandemic. This project demonstrates the feasibility and safety of
integrating a VR and tablet-based TR program into the homes of stroke survivors who
live rurally. While most TR research has been conducted on stroke survivors with mild
physical impairments [33], the severity of one of our participant’s hemiparesis demonstrates
that, with caregiver assistance, both VR and tablet TR can be used in conjunction with
the usual care methods for those with moderate-to-severe physical impairments resulting
from strokes. Our participant also demonstrated strong adherence to the intervention
program, as was monitored by progress reports from the VR and tablet technology. Home-
based interventions provide participants with the convenience of being able to initiate and
complete the exercise or task-based program when it is most suitable for them. However,
this unsupervised method of rehabilitation can compromise patients’ willingness to adhere
to the prescribed treatment [34]. The participant was receiving weekly rehabilitation
services in addition to this at-home program. This additional rehabilitation presents as a
confounding parameter to any physical, cognitive, and/or emotional changes that were
measured. Therefore, the outcomes observed in this study cannot be considered as the
sole effects of our program but constitute the sum of the conventional supervised home
training combined with our TR program. Additionally, future work should determine the
outcome measures that would, realistically, be appropriate to use in a larger-scale study or
implementation trials.

6. Future Research

Although cost-effectiveness was not evaluated in this study, it is an important aspect
to consider with TR, as it has the potential to be a considerable limitation. Lloréns et al.
(2015) [35] found that a VR program for balance following stroke recovery could save the
participant CAD 654.72 compared to traditional in-clinic rehabilitation. Similarly, Housely
et al. (2016) [36] found a cost–benefit of approximately CAD 2352.00 when using a home-
based robot telerehabilitation program. However, there is a lack of additional research to
support these findings. There are a number of variables that need to be considered when
comparing the cost-effectiveness of TR to traditional in-clinic care. The initial start-up fees
and the cost of the technology itself, the duration of time the clinician is required to spend
on each session, and the distance and costs associated with travel to and from in-clinic care
are all factors that need to be considered when determining cost-effectiveness [37]. Funding
is also a limitation to introducing TR into homes as there is currently no private or public
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insurance available to cover these costs. Changes that would support TR becoming a billable
means of rehabilitation need to happen on the meso- and macro-systems levels before the
technology is implemented as viable rehabilitation options to increase accessibility for
chronic or lifelong conditions [38]. Suggestions include advocating for the technology to be
an available service in hospitals and for insurance coverage or subsidized coverage.

7. Conclusions

This study demonstrates that, in conjunction with traditional rehabilitation services,
the use of VR and tablet-based TR is feasible in certain circumstances. The lack of com-
fortability with technology itself amongst the typical stroke population demonstrates the
need for a more in-depth training process to ensure that individuals can manage the tech-
nology independently and safely once they are at home. Caregivers who are supporting
the individuals at home should also attend and participate in the training process, as we
learned that reliance on caregiver assistance with both the VR and the tablet technology
was an important factor during this study. The degree of physical impairment following
a stroke needs to be considered when using both the VR and tablet systems. The use of
two controllers to navigate and manipulate items in the VR simulation limits the use of the
technology. Although pain was noted while performing some of the tablet exercises, by
trusting that our participants are experts in their own bodies and conditions, this program
offered them the opportunity to skip the exercises that they felt were problematic for them.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.-A.C.; methodology, M.-A.C.; software, M.-A.C.;
validation, M.-A.C.; formal analysis, M.-A.C., E.H. and K.M.; investigation, M.-A.C., E.H. and
K.M.; resources, M.-A.C.; data curation, M.-A.C.; writing—original draft preparation, M.-A.C.;
writing—review and editing, M.-A.C., E.H. and K.M.; visualization, M.-A.C., E.H. and K.M.; supervi-
sion, M.-A.C.; project administration, M.-A.C.; funding acquisition, M.-A.C. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Gerry McDole in Improved Healthcare Delivery to Rural,
Remote, and Underserved Populations of Manitoba (Amine Choukou).

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of
the Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Institutional Review Board of the University of
Manitoba [HS23654 (H2020:069)].

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from the participants involved in
the study.

Data Availability Statement: Data available on request due to privacy restrictions.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank and acknowledge Sarah Conci, PT, in the department of
physical therapy, and Jasem Bani Hani, PT, for their contributions to this study.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Chang, M.C.; Boudier-Revéret, M. Usefulness of Telerehabilitation for Stroke Patients during the COVID-19 Pandemic. Am. J.

Phys. Med. Rehabil. 2020, 99, 582. [CrossRef]
2. Escalante-Gonzalbo, A.M.; Ramírez-Graullera, Y.S.; Pasantes, H.; Aguilar-Chalé, J.J.; Sánchez-Castillo, G.I.; Escutia-Macedo, X.A.;

Briseño-Soriano, T.M.; Franco-Castro, P.; Estrada-Rosales, A.L.; Vázquez-Abundes, S.E.; et al. Safety, Feasibility, and Acceptability
of a New Virtual Rehabilitation Platform: A Supervised Pilot Study. Rehabil. Process Outcome 2021, 10, 11795727211033279.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Lohse, K.R.; Hilderman, C.G.; Cheung, K.L.; Tatla, S.; Van der Loos, H.F. 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, e93318.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Chen, J.; Sun, D.; Zhang, S.; Shi, Y.; Qiao, F.; Zhou, Y.; Liu, J.; Ren, C. Effects of home-based telerehabilitation in patients with
stroke: A randomized controlled trial. Neurology 2020, 95, e2318–e2330. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. RHIHub. Barriers to Health Promotion and Disease Prevention in Rural Areas. Available online: https://www.ruralhealthinfo.
org/toolkits/health-promotion/1/barriers (accessed on 10 September 2022).

6. Heart & Stroke. 2017 Stroke Report; Heart and Stroke Foundation: Ottawa, ON, Canada, 2017.

https://doi.org/10.1097/PHM.0000000000001468
https://doi.org/10.1177/11795727211033279
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34987304
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0093318
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24681826
https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0000000000010821
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32999058
https://www.ruralhealthinfo.org/toolkits/health-promotion/1/barriers
https://www.ruralhealthinfo.org/toolkits/health-promotion/1/barriers


J. Pers. Med. 2023, 13, 1230 14 of 15

7. Nelson, S.E.; Wilson, K. Understanding barriers to health care access through cultural safety and ethical space: Indigenous
people’s experiences in Prince George, Canada. Soc. Sci. Med. 2018, 218, 21–27. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Cramer, S.C.; Dodakian, L.; Le, V.; See, J.; Augsburger, R.; McKenzie, A.; Zhou, R.J.; Chiu, N.L.; Heckhausen, J.; Cassidy, J.M.; et al.
Efficacy of Home-Based Telerehabilitation vs In-Clinic Therapy for Adults After Stroke: A Randomized Clinical Trial. JAMA
Neurol. 2019, 76, 1079–1087. [CrossRef]

9. Gallego Hernández, A.; González-Gálvez, N. Physical Exercise and Cognitive Function in Post-stroke Patients: A Systematic
Review with Meta-Analysis. Apunt. Educ. Física Deportes 2021, 146, 1–10. [CrossRef]

10. Bo, W.; Lei, M.; Tao, S.; Jie, L.T.; Qian, L.; Lin, F.Q.; Ping, W.X. Effects of combined intervention of physical exercise and cognitive
training on cognitive function in stroke survivors with vascular cognitive impairment: A randomized controlled trial. Clin.
Rehabil. 2018, 33, 54–63. [CrossRef]

11. Choukou, M.-A.; Ripat, J.; Mallory-Hill, S.; Urbanowski, R. Designing the University of Manitoba Technology for Assisted Living
Project (TALP): A Collaborative Approach to Supporting Aging in Place. In Proceedings of the 21st Congress of the International
Ergonomics Association (IEA 2021), Virtual, 13–18 June 2021; pp. 223–228. [CrossRef]

12. Fugl-Meyer, A.R.; Jääskö, L.; Leyman, I.; Olsson, S.; Steglind, S. The post-stroke hemiplegic patient. 1. A method for evaluation of
physical performance. Scand. J. Rehabil. Med. 1975, 7, 13–31. [CrossRef]

13. Bohannon, R.W.; Smith, M.B. Interrater reliability of a modified Ashworth scale of muscle spasticity. Phys. Ther. 1987, 67, 206–207.
[CrossRef]

14. Folstein, M.F.; Folstein, S.E.; McHugh, P.R. “Mini-mental state”. A practical method for grading the cognitive state of patients for
the clinician. J. Psychiatr. Res. 1975, 12, 189–198. [CrossRef]

15. Borg, G.A. Psychophysical bases of perceived exertion. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 1982, 14, 377–381. [CrossRef]
16. Taub, E.; Miller, N.E.; Novack, T.A.; Cook, E.W., 3rd; Fleming, W.C.; Nepomuceno, C.S.; Connell, J.S.; Crago, J.E. Technique to

improve chronic motor deficit after stroke. Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 1993, 74, 347–354.
17. Duncan, P.W.; Bode, R.K.; Min Lai, S.; Perera, S. Rasch analysis of a new stroke-specific outcome scale: The Stroke Impact Scale.

Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 2003, 84, 950–963. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
18. Levesque, C.S.; Williams, G.C.; Elliot, D.; Pickering, M.A.; Bodenhamer, B.; Finley, P.J. Validating the theoretical structure of the

Treatment Self-Regulation Questionnaire (TSRQ) across three different health behaviors. Health Educ. Res. 2007, 22, 691–702.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Singer, B.; Garcia-Vega, J. The Fugl-Meyer Upper Extremity Scale. J. Physiother. 2017, 63, 53. [CrossRef]
20. Bui, J.; Luauté, J.; Farnè, A. Enhancing Upper Limb Rehabilitation of Stroke Patients with Virtual Reality: A Mini Review. Front.

Virtual Real. 2021, 2, 595771. [CrossRef]
21. Holden, M.K.; Dyar, T.A.; Dayan-Cimadoro, L. Telerehabilitation using a virtual environment improves upper extremity function

in patients with stroke. IEEE Trans. Neural Syst. Rehabil. Eng. 2007, 15, 36–42. [CrossRef]
22. Holden, M.K.; Dyar, T.A.; Schwamm, L.; Bizzi, E. Virtual-Environment-Based Telerehabilitation in Patients with Stroke. Presence

2005, 14, 214–233. [CrossRef]
23. Cortés-Pérez, I.; Nieto-Escamez, F.A.; Obrero-Gaitán, E. Immersive Virtual Reality in Stroke Patients as a New Approach for

Reducing Postural Disabilities and Falls Risk: A Case Series. Brain Sci. 2020, 10, 296. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
24. Munafo, J.; Diedrick, M.; Stoffregen, T.A. The virtual reality head-mounted display Oculus Rift induces motion sickness and is

sexist in its effects. Exp. Brain Res. 2017, 235, 889–901. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
25. Fabel, K.; Wolf, S.A.; Ehninger, D.; Babu, H.; Leal-Galicia, P.; Kempermann, G. Additive effects of physical exercise and

environmental enrichment on adult hippocampal neurogenesis in mice. Front. Neurosci. 2009, 3, 50. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
26. Law, L.L.; Barnett, F.; Yau, M.K.; Gray, M.A. Effects of combined cognitive and exercise interventions on cognition in older adults

with and without cognitive impairment: A systematic review. Ageing Res. Rev. 2014, 15, 61–75. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
27. Karssemeijer, E.G.A.; Aaronson, J.A.; Bossers, W.J.; Smits, T.; Olde Rikkert, M.G.M.; Kessels, R.P.C. Positive effects of combined

cognitive and physical exercise training on cognitive function in older adults with mild cognitive impairment or dementia: A
meta-analysis. Ageing Res. Rev. 2017, 40, 75–83. [CrossRef]

28. Subramaniam, K.; Luks, T.L.; Garrett, C.; Chung, C.; Fisher, M.; Nagarajan, S.; Vinogradov, S. Intensive cognitive training
in schizophrenia enhances working memory and associated prefrontal cortical efficiency in a manner that drives long-term
functional gains. Neuroimage 2014, 99, 281–292. [CrossRef]

29. Berry, A.S.; Zanto, T.P.; Clapp, W.C.; Hardy, J.L.; Delahunt, P.B.; Mahncke, H.W.; Gazzaley, A. The influence of perceptual training
on working memory in older adults. PLoS ONE 2010, 5, e11537. [CrossRef]

30. Hötting, K.; Röder, B. Beneficial effects of physical exercise on neuroplasticity and cognition. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 2013, 37,
2243–2257. [CrossRef]

31. Sveistrup, H. Motor rehabilitation using virtual reality. J. NeuroEng. Rehabil. 2004, 1, 10. [CrossRef]
32. Vaportzis, E.; Clausen, M.G.; Gow, A.J. Older Adults Perceptions of Technology and Barriers to Interacting with Tablet Computers:

A Focus Group Study. Front. Psychol. 2017, 8, 1687. [CrossRef]
33. Laver, K.E.; George, S.; Thomas, S.; Deutsch, J.E.; Crotty, M. Virtual reality for stroke rehabilitation. Cochrane Database Syst. Rev.

2015, 2015, Cd008349. [CrossRef]
34. El-Kotob, R.; Giangregorio, L.M. Pilot and feasibility studies in exercise, physical activity, or rehabilitation research. Pilot.

Feasibility Stud. 2018, 4, 137. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2018.09.017
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30316132
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2019.1604
https://doi.org/10.5672/apunts.2014-0983.es.(2021/4).146.01
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269215518791007
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-74605-6_28
https://doi.org/10.2340/1650197771331
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptj/67.2.206
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3956(75)90026-6
https://doi.org/10.1249/00005768-198205000-00012
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0003-9993(03)00035-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12881816
https://doi.org/10.1093/her/cyl148
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17138613
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jphys.2016.08.010
https://doi.org/10.3389/frvir.2021.595771
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNSRE.2007.891388
https://doi.org/10.1162/1054746053967058
https://doi.org/10.3390/brainsci10050296
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32429085
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-016-4846-7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27915367
https://doi.org/10.3389/neuro.22.002.2009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20582277
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arr.2014.02.008
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24632497
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arr.2017.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2014.05.057
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0011537
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2013.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1186/1743-0003-1-10
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.01687
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD008349.pub3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40814-018-0326-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30123527


J. Pers. Med. 2023, 13, 1230 15 of 15

35. Lloréns, R.; Noé, E.; Colomer, C.; Alcañiz, M. Effectiveness, usability, and cost-benefit of a virtual reality-based telerehabilitation
program for balance recovery after stroke: A randomized controlled trial. Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 2015, 96, 418–425.e2.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Housley, S.N.; Garlow, A.R.; Ducote, K.; Howard, A.; Thomas, T.; Wu, D.; Richards, K.; Butler, A.J. Increasing Access to Cost
Effective Home-Based Rehabilitation for Rural Veteran Stroke Survivors. Austin J. Cerebrovasc. Dis. Stroke 2016, 3, 1–11. [PubMed]

37. Caughlin, S.; Mehta, S.; Corriveau, H.; Eng, J.J.; Eskes, G.; Kairy, D.; Meltzer, J.; Sakakibara, B.M.; Teasell, R. Implementing
Telerehabilitation After Stroke: Lessons Learned from Canadian Trials. Telemed. e-Health 2020, 26, 710–719. [CrossRef]

38. Howard, J.; Fisher, Z.; Kemp, A.H.; Lindsay, S.; Tasker, L.H.; Tree, J.J. Exploring the barriers to using assistive technology for
individuals with chronic conditions: A meta-synthesis review. Disabil. Rehabil. Assist. Technol. 2022, 17, 390–408. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2014.10.019
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25448245
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28018979
https://doi.org/10.1089/tmj.2019.0097
https://doi.org/10.1080/17483107.2020.1788181

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Intervention Protocol 
	Physical Training Program (A Tablet App) 
	Neurocognitive Training Program (A Virtual Reality Environment) 

	Study Variables 
	Participant Inclusion and Experimental Setup 
	Participant 

	Results 
	Week Six Assessment 
	Week 12 Assessment 
	Family Caregiver’s Perceptions of Home PSP 

	Discussion 
	Strengths and Limitations 
	Future Research 
	Conclusions 
	References

