CONTEXTUAL SOCIAL COGNITION IN SC AND BD
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S2 Executive Functions Assessment Results

A detailed comparison of the performance on each of the eight IFS subtests indicated that the groups differed significantly (F(2,57) = 12.67, p < .01) on the conflictive instructions subscale. The post-hoc analysis (Tukey HSD, MS = .63 df  =  57) demonstrated that SC patients had lower scores than BD patients (p <.01) and controls (p <.01). We also observed group differences (F(2,57) = 9.00, p <.01) in motor inhibitory control. Post-hoc comparisons (Tukey HSD, MS = .71, df = 57) showed that SC performed worse than controls (p <.01). Furthermore, differences between groups (F(2,57) = 9.95, p <.01) were observed on the backward digits span. The post-hoc analysis revealed (Tukey HSD, MS = 1.95, df = 57) lower scores in SC patients (p <.01) and BD patients (p <.01) compared with controls. In addition, the groups differed significantly (F(2,57) = 12.67, p <.01) in verbal working memory. Post-hoc analysis (Tukey HSD, MS = .50, df = 57) showed that SC patients had lower scores than BD patients (p <.01) and controls (p <.01). Significant differences (F(2,57) = 15.63, p <.01) were also observed in the abstraction capacity. Post-hoc comparisons (Tukey HSD, MS = 15.47, df  = 57.00) evidenced that SC patients performed worse (p <.01) than controls. BD patients also performed worse than controls (p <.05), but significantly better than SC patients (p <.05). Finally, differences between groups (F(2,57) = 9.71, p <.01) were observed in verbal inhibitory control. Post-hoc analysis (Tukey HSD, MS = 2.12, df  = 57.00) revealed that SC patients had a lower performance than BD patients (p <.05) and controls (p <.01). 

