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The effects of ECT on visual Reproduction and Generic Memory
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We investingated the effects of bilateral ECT on the memory in schizophrenic or schizophreniform patients
by using BGT and information subscale of KWIS. Patients were tested three times ; 1) I week prior to ECT 2)
within 6 hours of the 6 ECT 3) two weeks after final ECT.

Results on BGT showed a significant impairement on second testing follwed by full recovery 2 weeks later for
ECT group compared with mached controls.

But, on the results of information the difference between ECT group and no ECT group was not significant,
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