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AR A B 0 A i 2 R PR Y E 5 0E

ETELFE ATEMAE, B

(€320 BN EAUIRE e PN b
[(FESES] R49;R743

T B B A b R S B RN FE T 1 5
TR AR T B R 5 = R Bl A BT K
V- KRR D Ok B 2 B NTE RN A PR SR AR HE
e AT Y R SLIR YT LA/ 40 RN e A 0 T
Xof IR 4 i A T I A T R I R U LAk R 1 Ty RE R
G AR ) B A N S G2, 7 ELIE 3G hn 1 A= By
BEURFNAE DI 55 1 B . AR R AL Bl 22 R AN TR
A H AT DL S R B e 25 N 2% 1 E R SE BT g B
DU e g 2T S A e T I S Ml A b D) RE A
D)5 WA B BE Rl . 3 S T 38 A R = A i 3R A
A A 28 T P T T A A T S Ak ) e R A R AR T
e

JE 42 AP i il 8 4% R (Noninvasive brain stimula-
tion, NIBS) JZ #HXF T2 A 1 Fisi ] 38 (deep brain stimu-
lation, DBS) i & . 8 ff I AE 62 A JE €1 1 1 T X 5 i
Ik PR XoT R 2E 2R DA LA S B gl /4 i A R 2
AL A — N HRCR . )T BRI A OGRS
155 HELRE 25 155 Pl iy [v) P 5 28 20 fom o) 38 vy B AT LA
PRZ AR AR R A . HRTHER N R 2 1Y
S 3 Ao T TR Sk FR 0 O R L AR A L R
il V0L 5 D BRN T B, 28 Sk MU T A U — 2R 4
A e BARRAE R Ry 28 R W) (transcranial magnet-
ic stimulation, TMS) £ /i B i 5, %] # (transcranial
direct current stimulation, tDCS), JE{= A P I #l i
BOR W FHAESE 517 T & A RS IR
IO BT R o AR SR I PR AR AR A ik A b B A v
FH AR I 38 R W 50 0 e A — 2534
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1 B3R N M B R R

1.1 2 sk ] (transcranial magnetic stimulation,
TMS) TMS 24t T —F T FHRAEF AR E K
oG T 75 A HL U R D7 i B R R R RN A Sy — b Ak
Jedr 77 2 AR R b A U 1 H AR R 2 oo B T
HL o AR R o L R RN E R R 3 T L TG R e
i Sk Bk i 5 38 KK I TE R B )2 S I 7 AR
C A I S Y L b R AR QU N DR ¢ U
FRAL B P 28 Te v fih ke S AL . R LA RO A 2
Wiz 3 fZ JZ (motor area, M1) , 7] L) 1o 22 17 L HA, (&
H A DA B R A4 L PR Hh i s R iz 31155 &k L A (motor
evoked potentials, MEPs) , £ /i i ] i 09 58 i, S AR
PE4 9% A 32 31 B {E (motor threshold, MT) f 2%
ArbE g BoEdl . MT B4, i & £ M1 s 7 FH #
WA BB IR (L) 2 g 7 v B0 Bl 28 S0 ) I A T
2|, 1] 75 12 2J) 38 B Ak B % Ay CUn i i ) B U] gl A 0 21 e
ik, TMS 3= B A7 = ) A =X« Bk v 300 8% L Bk e
S . AR 2 R R (fTMS) 2 R TR
A T £ B2 J5 X 358 LA A (] 18 931 538 T 47 [ By i A7 — 2R 91
LB AL A (HF-r TMS) #i3# (> 1 Ho) A
CLE-r TMS) i3 (1H2) M o7 24 i o 38 1 o1 38
ARSI 3K B 2 Ay B ) Ry R e BT H e R H YL
AR AT 7 A AR L P 8 2% A O L AT AR )
Az 0 SR

1.2 £/ # & & &) 8 (transcranial direct current
stimulation, tDCS)  tDCS & 3k 2 A 4 i 4] 8 i) — Fb
2 e WO A Sk K b A 1 i 2H A% s IR 4R R
f ELHE L GHELH o 0. 5~ dmAL e % B H 1 ~2mA).,
tDCS PR 5 B A% 18] B A 18 2 L 37 BE X K fili 5 J2
ZRIT A R A A N B0 R B s K Ry T RS Tk
KA o A 2 V8 i 3R X ) A 1 T B
RENER AL RESE  H 5 28 /1000 3OR [\, «DCS R i
SRR B A A O 2SR PR Y L i i ek
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7% B ) A P SF SR ik K B0 VR FRL ST 1 L DA YT R 4
TR RLETET, (DCS [ TMS By il 84 &6 47 5 43 80
ZHCEBLT L B (DCS i 4 28 50 (1 #8467 25 4%
b, DT 4 155 B 2 4 6 0 HRL 1) T3 5 e o 2 )22 2%
P BAME tDCS 38 3 K # J2BE o A7 1) 8 W Ak )y 1) A%
By, DT A A i 22 0 Y % A 1

2 AEENMERN R BB AR B R IR

2.1 AR AALH ARR AR R AR 84 AL ) 8 A2
Fe ARG, BETE N AN AL A LU LTS
I .

2.1 1 A KT R N B0 S AL A D fE T RE
AR Y AS AR T K Al M RS o 17 R P B M
A R ) 3 ML A A PR 0 A Tk 2 00 D AR S 2F LR
Az PR 00 A S ST BT 4 5% i IBE AR L %y M AR 28 8 T K 32 1K
AR AR Ak IR 2H 2 5 200 P KR Y 8 A A . 2 B A I A
BB shECRE Je IR T A 5C 1Y #ih 22 Th e DX A P K 4
1) 45 K RN 25 1 0T e A W S AR AR R A A PR
W o 2 il i P 22 T 1) Ji5 A 48 0 R 252 A 0 I PT BiA%
KRR 5k T BRI S A AR Y 3% e Dy AR AR Ak
117 2 55 V8 3 BE 7 (. b O 5% ik AT 98 M Y — MR R
NIBS HE 8 1y 58 15 5 5 fih 09 v] %0 Mk 3 o 375 5 4 i) A2
458 (long-term potentiation; L'TP) A1 I & # £ n] ¥4
PEAR G2 L G i 5 P 428 3% I F (Brain-derived
neurotrophic factor, BDNF) af, N-H J-D-K 4 & L %2
i (N- methyl -d- aspartate receptor, NMDARs) 3£
. Vb 5 il T BE R AT OB S R i S g, R 2
S IRTSE A AN O E VA SN A I 7 RS T
NIBS 17 6 P4 s 384 v feff fig 905 1 Ao 28 TR 5 1 3 3K A1
LT o 5 R 2 DX Y 3 K P N-FEJE-D-
KL R (N- methyl -d- aspartate, NMDA) F1 v-43 %
T i® (Gamma-aminobutyric acid, GABA) , #4455 i #f
ZoUIE M, NIBS Al 5 #4822 40 v] 5844, o HL A
22 RGP T A A T R A

2.1.2 Mraptefif ®Fi@E  NIBS o] HkAEH
T MEE H AL B - O A 22 0 R R R AR R
AT 8 775 B Jo 2% i P o #4455 ik 22 5T 0% 3 AR T
2.1.3 AW KB R AP Z AT Bl R A
Hr & A= i, R I 2 1 X (Semidark area of cerebral
ischemia, CIP) # 28 JC & A 7] 36 i 7, 5 | B9 A 48 %
AT 545 R DA T A e S S RT . T i A
Rk R 128 G E N B g B AR B O R R, R TR R T 4
JHL AN 58 T 40 Lk T A P . T A e o A 2
BT Z FhG FE ) BT, 0 2 PR 4 i B+ — S A AL T 1
S5 CIP A T PR35 0 AL I o 28 20 M 98 T, i 2
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B 5 . NIBS 78 ik A o b 20k 199 38 3 5% e /N e ot
0 AR AL B0 CTP B2 e J5 41 i 1) 33 s A 40 i) 42 i
S T ek AR AR A6 i AR R o 228 00 0 T DT s g R K
. AR &I NIBS 3697 Al DL 2 FE AR CIP i
2 40 L PR T 1 KO Can TL-18.11-6 , TNF-o) 42 5 40 46
HF TL-10 17K, 5 BEAAF 9T — 30 .

2.1.4 ¥R iR E  NIBS ] 38 o A8 j7 i 2%
7 1 S TR T 2 I R S 0 T i S M L S i
A S A5 R i A L Y T T R AR B R R 2 i
AT 30 (1 i 4 2 AT S B RR 22 AR AR
2.1.5 A¥AZML (DCSFEFHEET ML FE
A RN AR AT LA i A A A [ DX I ) 68 3% A X Ak
R ERE AR KA,

2.2 ZAPRAE PRI 94E AR

2.2.1 = 7 M F 3R A H (reciprocal interhemi-
spheric inhibition, rTHD  1E % K 5, P A i 21 Bk
AR Ry AHE A0 ST (0 Ty B B4 4 3 A B AIG A4 5 X 0T ik 1k
Z L SRR A A T A 2 2 5K R B S BE AT . A HE S
R, — Mg 2 BR 1 ) 93z 2h X (ML X)) 7] L3
LA M A 28 S0 I IR AR 5 6T 00 00+ 4 1 2 B 7 ] sk
22 T I 2 e 41 1 45 5 VR 7 60 K Mg > Bk M1
DX S B BR M PO B AR A0 o R 2 R [R] T 4
FIRE S SR BR 1 B 26 A MR AR B A% B0 T g > ko0t
SR BR A o 0 R R M R O % M — A
R A o (6 2 i B A X LA AR 52 . NIBS W] 38 i 8 A 2%
P 0 R A 1 RG> 3K ) A B I % A e ok )
B A R A R A2 S D BE R R .

2.2.2 RAZEEA BRI N R B 1Y 2K 5K 3
FIREA B T A v S 09 D R R A2 BRIV f 0 A i > 2K
K E S T Z I X R AR D) RE . 7 NIBS
B4 IRE D L o DA SRy 9 A8 000 R S5 0 285 3 42 0 /L , AT 3l 3l i —
A2 0RO A 00 A e B R RS . 3 5 A8 HL R B
[i] 917 78 S 4 R T R X 8 A

2.2.3 “RABFHEHEAER BHTFREPFEFRLE
B 1] 5% B3 ) 6 5 A8 /N R 1 A8 Ak B A 1Ak 25 57 1Y)
FEAE I JLAET TN T 45 0 ik 4 ARE 8 R 4 T 70 o 45 AL 5
I — A B A AR UM T AR SRR, 25 A i
AT N BRE B XORN R 5 B R R A g
AL A A R PR S R R . i RS A i 2 BR [R] 1)
AR RE VK 5 0 AR R B R I 45 A i A TR R R R
o PP A e s A 20 R 2 0 PR BR R e il
FH VIRl 5 W% o 05 ) i 4 ) 50 e T 2 Bk ) o] A A
S T AR - Y 25 i 25 5 ] o 4 2 3k ] 410 71
TR SR WS 5 45 ) i £ /0 11 BB A v 3 R AR A 28 ) B g
AR TWE .



686

3 FERANRRBEFEFEETNERSHNER

3.1 FkiaEshEar MR E PR bR i E PRl R
M PRI G 2 0T CTMS WG F R Y5 9 . LE-
v TMS Jl g iz 3h f2 =l RE TR iz gl M i 2 b v
A RIS R JF B AR Y A Bl Pk il A b orb o] B R
B . HF-r'TMS JlC8 o vT R X 218 M iz 2
PEAR TP A VRSP E . rTMS o] g3t T (19 R 3% Y, &=
BRI R B TR 04 B R A AR AR 1 e

R A v B B A6 AT RSP A BB O 28R S AL T v TMS /]
A SRS Bh 25 AT R T D RE AR A2, BR AR R ik A
J& B9 5 —FPE LI & RE . r TMS B2 8% 42 T 48 R 28 fig
FEARMEE T RN M Ah, e A T R s 3 B I
22 UG R ARAALGE ] T R YT 16 7T DL T3
iz sh DI RE MR 52 . 8 P9URE R 2 375 & LA (mo-
tor evoked potential, MEP) £ Il AAY 7T L)L 3F- 4 g 2~
BH B B 2 T RE A A Y R B L s A I TS Y R
BTG IR . A BBET AL 2R N B T HER R O R iz
B, N MEP 1 55 % 5 . B2 2l D g B 65 8 R
. E WA Z TS UE S MEP JE 1 2k 5is 3 1%
SR E K Y B L 5 MEP 3 IE % R 5 o e 7
#,HUE 8 25 . Keying %M 55 4F T «DCS 1] DL A
HE i ke 1 A5 Y K B = R X B (Subventricular re-
gion,SVZ) iy #2841 il (Neural stem cells, NSC)
F IG5, N NSC M\ SVZ Ja) Bl ifi SUIRAK T 125 n
T IB s IR R R . Bk (DCS i i 1E  AE h
B B B s B ) e XA LR i R B A2 B T e
PRAE BAR «DCS R M M1 XA B T | B8
I A8 M A b R A R AR R L B A B A
WO e e LI tDCS A T F ek & . tDCS
A IE BT i A v B8 5 R BB B RE I R S Re 1A
f L SRS AR E R M XA Bk ) 24 v
P BB, tDCS H AR AR X T B o X RO 85Kk Al g
fdr g S 9 H HL (DCS 7S By 0] 387 A 590 4 40 1 3L
S B MR . R i M AR R D T EE AT BE X AR ¢
tDCS N Hh A U 8 55 325 R A Pk A

3.2 F P 2 Hul A3 E Z A (Unilater-
al Spatial Neglect, USN) J& — 1 % il %5 [i1] 25 11 B % ,
P B B R K . TMS 78 USN 5y 1 £ 1
RN PNIE S SR iRuE SN EE N B € X PN
Yifg. Brighina SRR ' TMS(1H2) fE T 501
25 (1] 22840 28 1 e ) A 22 35K, e BT B IR T K
o FANEE LR B B BORYT . % L AR
25 1 G R IR 9T USN B 5% 1 58 9 BE 47 43 #7506 1Y)
XL W Oy B E5E . (] (DCS JA 97 USN
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HIWF TR o FEWI A BIF5E T o XF R 22 BRI AT B %
7t VR CBA A (DCS) BT ] 22 R4 400 1 14 3R 38 (B
e tDCS) AT 4 5 USN A 58 i 5 4 — %5 4 S HAlAT:
55 e 71, tDCS B ] T J7 Tot it je J2 08w 1] 98 35 o =
() A2 3L 71T 336 Ao 50 2R S 3 5 5 W 2 3K ) 32 HL ) 4% 0k
RN . 75 BUH BEALAE SURF 5 . Sunwoo S5H HEE T
B — 25 WU 2 174 5 ) CRP BH AR A 2B 2 2R, R
B AR T T 4 00 2 B3RO BB RS tDCS R 7
USN # &% &G 3 W. 55— B E . B4, 52 o
L SRR tDCS 4 A 7 2 CBHB N B T 4 5
Tt 5z 5 B AR R F 22 05 TR 52 530 FA I 25 i 35k
A7 SR BB tDCS L S ) A5 1 36 7 5 AE 2
# USN, HifJ7 e 3 D HAWEEIA i fEH] . X2k
IR AL e W 8 1 A R RS A 1) 3K T T I~ A7 T
A H T DR o3 22 00 A8 25 T L s T U G

3.3 F RS AR A AR MR IR XE TR Bl A b B A b ik
W Ty WA Bl R AN RE R I ARk
P, RIARZE AL 9 M1 X 5 R 88 05 /9 r TMS A fiE
A BT A v S A DR R8I T S RO R A 2 R R
TR L v AR R R TR T AR R A R e A N i
0 rTMS 203 A WA FR e o] Ry A S0 s . RS
M PR R 7 3k 4 5 AR v VLS 30 35 it 0] R 2 3k 5 )
3 R M A TP S A R R S T R BH
e tDCS JCiE I 7 A2 ] 55 28 0]~ 3RS 2538 A v s A7
W s i 40 BUAAE T . A BIFSE A B 2 10 KT J8 A
R >F= 3k BH A 28 /51 1 3 H 0 (1m A5 20min) B G 1%
GeAv W B 1536 97, 1R 9T 41 1 DOSS ( dysphagic out-
come and severity scale: 75 WK If) fE [ 5 F1 ™ A2 B &
FO M B E™) . Suntrup 20 X AR S A 0 R E B
A 00 A W R I B B S A 2 4 SR it A PR AN 1% 8
L (1m A, 20min) , & BTG ¥ 41 19 21 48 9 4 17 I 1A
M " B AR B 1 %% (fiberoptic endoscopic dysphagia se-
verity scale, FEDSS) s 35 F2 B i 3 5 T X 4 . ok
S 7 i A W T RE R A R B «DCS A T 28 iz
B K J5T B Ak i) A W R i gl K BB S AT AT

3.4 FPERIE AEWIFERIETE N R LI H K
A DL AR CTMS AR F TR L ek 3k (2 S 45
K2 2RO Broca X J& 4 5 rTMS 36 97 2 b 5 2% 15 E
I I J7 58 3 X SE R AL 5 32 B L 3 BR &5 A Al ]
I BN S SE A T E S R A . ATV 2B
G ARSI rTMS W5 1Y 3 5 2l 78 45 1R HRUS
T8 . ¥ rTMS(1Hz) % £ 10d {1 T 148 ¢ 2 o
J& R B E A broca X, & BLA] 45 5 B H B A
A W HERPE T ESE 6 A B RICR B f: 5 [R) sl 2 6 i 4L

Y& 4% (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fM-
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RD % 8L, K91 v TMS 50 38a] {800 19 i 44 IX S 75
I A2 2 Ry 24 DI B A0 5 U B R A A
rTMS fE 420 Bk, vl o o 35 7 2 kel i ke R X
I8 B B R A3 i 44 DI BE L O I HUJ 0E g ] B Y 2 K
Vi) - B0 AR R o AR 28 P R R TR T e
FP X iy 44 B 0 EL A ol B A A R B AR (T
MS J AL S 3R B ST D L JEL PR AT R 2 = 0 ' TMS
LA A v R T RN 2 35K 7 A R 1) XU B
17 e A5 TMS B 22 1 7 J5E M A M 2 18 i 18 38 110
ek ek, BAERIESE K W], (DCS ] DLSCE B A 12
PR 7 2 B AR T R AR AR 2 TR RE 19N B IR IR . A
T SCHFUE E KSR LA e A LA DT S gl 5 o0 R, —
SERIFSY B ZIE B BHAR tDCS #1522 2 Bk 1Y 24 o v 5 1
FIRE A K, Pestalozzi %57 & B M (DCS
SRR v i 2R T BB e T A R BT 4 T X
S 5 A 0 4 K . B GR
VAR 25 0T 2 4L BRI B 15 A
2B it I BA A F Y TR A2 R T B AR R
Meinzer %% k47 7 — 0 BF 55, XF b T 8 4 BH A
tDCS, 2Bk tDCS il sham YR H , & I 7E S 22 Bk
P AT S BRR A R AT 2] T AR K4 . AR
XA A0 35 7 ¥ B9 B 58 SRR IO A TE B X A 2 BR
Brodmann 44/45 X347 B M tDCS F11%t £2 Brodmann
A4/45 DXEAT BA AR 3 AT 4 v o B

3.5 P 5N 4 T fe [ FF (post-stroke cognitive im-
pairment, PSCD)  NIBS & #{ $2 H 1 kA %0 5 & 1 £
FEYE YT . T #NMU Fi %% M B2 Ji (dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex, DLPFC) J& AT 2 il 19 45 1 F 22 X4, X 4k
A B 7 W A 1) G 1600 A8 2 1 22 0 DLPEC F A6l iz
B R TR 10 Hz v TMS Hill i, & B9 4 78 5 RO
N ) B R B A5 o0 I &5 2R 2 A s e
DLPF 20 i 88 5 I8 % - $2 7% ey 0 o TMS 3 38 7l
DLPFC 7] 55 i 4ty o4 35 58 & SR AT DU REDY . 8e2m o T-
MS J4 T LB W 28 1065 -5 7% 9 %, EMIRT W] B 3¢
X 0 [ 2% 1) B MR N, OF AR RIS AZ I DS . (DCS
E IR S AT LA Aok v S T] 9 M 4 5 e i S DR L A
M 4% 0 24 2] FC A2 8 J1 . tDCS T il 5 45 7k Al
ZkJ7 2% PSCI B MM I8 L ADL R A W % el
HAERE TN milgr s «DCS filioy &5, shiyse
Bk B «DCS AT A 3 fi ke 15 /) BV 5 A 8 e A N
Ji S5 40 36 A L A U T T X NSCs 38 58 K i) 4 22 50 Al
/D 5% S ST A0 B 1) A3 Ak L Bl 2 2 I T RERY . AR (R
A RO T6 97 A b 5 IR D BE RS D 7E IR R By
B AT Ry e BT f 0 Bl ATL G BE K 56 B A R T ROR

3.6 X & @A ( post-stroke depression, PSD)
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R JE AR S A R R UL O R L 4 = 2
— MR A R AR s A . AR R AR R AT 2
AR E BR R IT AR AE 997 8. A rTMS i
A F 4 3% s fy &b 2 F (Prefrontal cortex,
DLPFC) A] DLtk 3 A4 i AR . — J000UE BE AL X IR 3L
g%t 24 1518 1k G A b 8 3 BERL 43 A rTMS 20 (10Hz,
Zefll DLPFC, 3£ 10 YO A R B » 45 3R B os 78 - il
Ja 56 20 B 3 DL T AR i 32 (Baker depression scale,
BDD) A1 % /R Wi 4 AR 3 5€ 12 # (Hamilton Depression
Scale score, HAM-D17) #0338 TR 7wl , H il 54
BB B T R B B AT s S5 E ST, i A
r'TMS 0] 8 /2 38 o 98 19 0 P 55 €8 e (09 A gt a2k 1 i 58
PSD fiE AR (4, tDCS Xf & v 5 AR 19 20 35 28 4 A7 30
HBHBAE FH AW S DLPFC, X i & w5 30 AR i 3%
BEAL S A BEAR tDCS 21 (2mA , B T 72 i) DLPFC, 3%
12 YO A BN B4 . 6 R HAM-D17) 34 1 & A%
XtRRAL . An SERTHEAT T 2Bl Bl AL G BER 56 L T
#Wrigtry BDI &%, W5 8] 7 PIRCR R SE tDCS 7]
DAREAR A v £ 25 A SIS o 418 v A T T i

25 b aA AR 4= A Rl R — FoaT AT Y T 1
T H A B F i A vh s A2 3 i 2R I8 Bl S AR [
Il KRB ol 28 B A . 3 W] 5 HAh A% 5 e 52 7 AR 45
G ATk PR R AR TR S A I R R S TS . AR
M BEGE X 5 — BIRIT S8 £ WATFRD
3 B AR R AR T E 0 5 S RN 4 R iy T
el AR X Ll A AN W] 1 TR Bt R R A 5 AR . 3X S U I
FE I R A AR B S b = 23R, RO R R 1 1L
KAAER o T 5 R 3 2 Jay BR A . R S 19 AF 5% 07 5
X 2% 30 J5 22 AT ) 25 PEA L 38 S R S B AL X R 5 O
TE SRR B A 0 5 58 i E B8 — B R LG KA vE S
B, DUE A H e A0 BRI R S 8 AT SR T TR
[e] i B 53 )2
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