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22 PR R DCR 5 S ARB I A M 2 R A 4l g 17 T 7

XA 2 BRI (TMS) s BE IR I35 (MRS) ;i 25 o s fle &2

[hEHES] R49;R743.3

TSI [P 0 26 v Cstroke) 45 4F (1 % 5 A 50T
K—T0 A 5 R £ 35t BRI B R i 045 - i5 3h
RE T D RE 5 TR DI RE I DI BE L A I ) RE 45 T RE R
T, J S A AR TG oL AR A R L 4 N K
BE b2 R DU AR L DRI B AR b v R ) g
WA EAT R IRYT R R A, B R A A &
HIT T AT IH 2 ¥ 316 JT (physical therapy, PT) (fE
V8T Coccupational therapy, OT) 2% 897 5 ik
AR R S B 0 T Ik T B S ) v B
Az BRANA 22V AL R AR BRI L BT . 22
% % % ( Transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS) &&
— b JC A P A 2 A A e 8 TR R R [ I s T AR Sy
PPl T e PP A K BT 2%y M S 52 A4 A 5 1 400 1 2
WAEF . #E3L PR % % (magnetic resonance spectrosco-
py » MRS) & — F JC A JC I8 17 Al 1% 14 K fii o4 1K 388 4 vk
BE W52 AL 2% A T B AT PE Al A LR AR Tk
TMS K MRS AR 25607 L PE40 H 2T 1 il 2
38 I T R IR A LI S 41 4 A% 5 O 3% PR A M ) 8%
) AH A A G ARE Ok TMS-MRS 45 4 (i iF 55 H
fit 6 20, AR SCORE T 5 45 6 7 i A v RRE S AT ARy i 3
Fresik,

1 TMS #fit

1.1 TMS#mA#H 1985 4, TMS ik B 1N
— P TC A TC R A 28 R A R DA R R Sy
TN B G IV el v 2 Al 18 H 3 AR IR AR 1 1% 37 L TE
Ul 2 3 S B2 PR A 2 2R TR R R )2 e T 7 A T 1)
RS2 1 SR P R sk o L A R PIL A 4 4 A Y
I fab m] BA M, P AR 2R f K B AR 48 58 (long term potenti-
ation, LTP) 2 il B #2304 (long term depression,
LTD)RLN » 278 5 38 18 7% 1 2 fiT 40 i 8 F, o7 25 1
A B AL | JOR i B o A= () 20 4R 7 55 e Ty
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1.2 TMS #lgA X TMS Hl #5840 35 20 ik vh 28
FL R B (single pulse TMS, spTMS) | J % 28 fii 4 4
M (paired pulse TMS, ppTMS). B Xt 5% Bk #l| #%
(paired associative stimulation, PAS) | 5 4 2 fii % }|
B (repetitive TMS,rTMS) .0 £ & =X J1l34 (theta burst
stimulation, TBS), i =& W ENIEM T HE, )5 =&
WAERIRYT TR k. spTMS il 3 7 B fE 0 € 3
ik B2 J5T Aoy P K B o O T 2 L HG R i 3 B (E (mo-
tor threshold, MT) #lliz 3 i % Hi /i (motor evoked
potential, MEP) & i Z I 24" . ppTMS 4
FE 2 14 3113 (conditional stimulation, CS) 152 56 Hi] i
(test stimulation, TS), % CS 5 TS /9 # 3 8] &
(inter-stimulation interval, ISD ] {fi fij & X} J5 & 7= 4
I B 5 A ROV 5 T TR 98 B BT P9 B8R G 2 BR 1] 1
MBS . PAS S8 — A 2k Ve K I B 5, )
— AN R D ] e 2 BT SR R RO v ) A
S o Gn R A T e, i 1 5 ) JEenE B B ) B ] 42 T s
Bl K BT R 20ms LA A58 Bl f2 B A: TP, J
Z SR B BT AT A AR R 3R A T A g )
A LTD, v TMS A5 fIRA5 AT ey 450 0 A5 2 30 1A O At
R<1Hz R ILH, 45 38 > 5Hz 5 M, 5 4l r TMS fiff
KGR J5 24 A R 38 T, AR AR r TMS U] e R K i 2 S5t 2%
wPET . TBS 2 35 4F 3K B 24 1 — Pl R & =X BRI
TMS 2, F2 ZEAE AN v ¥ D 387 A= B 3l AR H A7
BRI BER, BT (TMS h iy —Ffh, g — 4
AT TMS A i) — A~ ko 4245 1] 8Pk TBS (in-
termittent TBS, iTBS) #1 #f £ & TBS ( continuous
TBS,cTBS) ,iTBS ;& 2% 4y Jz i /E B, ¢ TBS & 1)) i Jz
FRAER,

L3 TMS s R mA  HE TMS J73Z 1 T8 fhs
U B2 BT RS B 43 240 | B BIS 5% A5 55, A 28 958 9 (O
ok 1 <8 AR BT 25 R T RO L1z Bl 42 TT o L 22 R PR
A5 M2 B S Ol A v A 48 403 i P R o 45 )
oAb (12 P AR AR M 95 2% A A A RE SO,
A Te) 19 00 98 2 e A 5 9 B 00 3% L I ] R] bk v 25
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S5 AT UZH TR HE S 21 45 7 A2 R[] B9 2800 D ke
TMS 7 Il PR AV AT I 09 2 28 RIRE JH 25 ]

2 MRS #id

2.1 MRS A& A&z MRS Al LLJG A TG 48 HOE 7K
HE N AW FE A FR R M TR A S 3 Ak 2 or
B R J-#5G . AN [EAL G o A R] 9 A% B[R] — 1k
G Wy b AN ] 35 AT i) A% R LAY R 2 R R Bl R
AHBIE AN [F] 1 o R kg R b7 [R] — 4 5] i i 3% 2 v L 4
— Ak G W BT A2 R ARG S 5 R R AN TR Y Bk 7
AR R LR A A X AR IR AR . TS
8 I % 22 (8] M B8 0 e W R AH EAE TR 15 B e R
B G TRE R LT HEOR, Ber mTE . AR
] R 37 K AN [R) 1k & W A A A X o3 T
o G T RERE B WA B AL S VR B S Y . &
RS RAR T SRR TS WE %, B
IZ BT MRS #F52,

2.2 MRS & &Ktk EEL 1H-MRS 1]l &
FN Y EEA N-C B R T4 2 R (N-acetylas-
partate, NAA) . JJl B (myoinositol, MI) | lH B ( Cho-
line, Cho) . JJL#& (Creatine, Cr).y-2& 3 T g (y-ami-
nobutyric acid, GABA) . & & & (glutamate, Glu) | %,
% (Lactate, Lac)ZE, NAA #ih N EMZ GG ER
PR NAA K BEARIR R B 2 o0 g 2 R FIBE T .
M S Ff 228 J T A8 A s ) 7K ST 348 v 2 T ol 28 g o 4 e
4 . Cho J2 4B B o8 B M b B 9 . 2 & P A pif 42
R WA G S AR TR . 2 5805
B LR B figt o LK - 3 v AR 39 A T B 2 4ot K oS 3
Wap, BRI MR . Cr 35 JULER Ak iR ULER . A fiE
HIPRE Y. R e AR MRS (S IR R T
ATP 7K, PRHE BB A X A2 e 1 8 1 At A
YIEI AR . GABA FIl Glu £ A7 78 T 2 IF e B 40
ML GABA J2 fili P 3 22 04 40 ) P A 22588 T, Glu 2 i
W EZ R A M . Lac J2 JC A WEff 10 I 47
/R

2.3 MRSW&/AREB MRS EEENHFHHREML R
G595 A i fie 83 1 2 e 3 B 40 43 L BT 2R % V6 BRAE
PR S ) A A 4 Sl Can i A Lt A SR ot i G 81
Fi g A AL A 25 L 3R 48 M 2T TR OB IR 55D
URER EDIVE 31 S

3 TMSBE& MRS 7 fx & H R & s B A

3.1 WE T B WA BB LB A
WA s 24h 2 2R AR S 1~ 7ds 3 ST
W1 B 2 (R S Td~3 S D BRI 20k
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(g 3AH~6 M H)s4 @80 (g 6 4~ H L
JEOM o g — B B A AN [ (g ERAL ]
3.2 TMS 34 MRS 2 f# i & F )& & 21 JA 22 AL 4
TR v = B Ay R B 22 38 B O Glu, 32 28 iy 40 o
P2k B GABAL SCHR R 28 MRS 15 1) Glu
55 GABA e B 1 U AERR g 2% g -0 il Bt LA I AR
HPR 5245 B B e B A B bl F 4R Y MRS
TMS B 7] LA ST G ) B % s -4 ] L A i 24 b Js iz 3
PR 3ok A e s Al B HAE

TE M7 5 B S e B R O ET A
S PRI 3 9 B G T B Jo 1A 2 ey - 400 1) ~F- A ) i PR BIF 5
SRR Z W H S Y W 5T b Ok BLTE ik b R B 2
JEe T R AT PR L Glu A 5 I 2R R R
SRR L MRS W 5Y & B GABA ¥
JESE TN AT R Glu A5 b2 B T DR Ot A
GABA HA B &Ry 1E . 230 58 & W i 25 b J5
U CRl A% 2P I A0 2 2P 3D MRS 3P Al 32 3 Bz it Y
GABA ¥ B 1t *o, 264540 il b B AR . TMS 174
T PAL AT ) A AT 5 B 1) B B 5T P 4 ] (short-interval
intra-cortical inhibition, SICD/CFE ] GABA, ZKiE
P DL K 8] bR Kz 5t PN 4] (long-interval intra-cortical
inhibition, LICD/C#E ) GABAy 32 (& 16 M FEAK , D4 1k
M MRS FEAR 1 GABA ¥ BE AR 2 A /2 28 fih S0 1 5
5 B2 MRS PEAl B #2407 45 DR A OC T Rl & 3k
JBT 3% M 2 T R A 7 i B R . E T RS
FETTEL A B A b R L R K BT MRS I 75 Y
GABA ¥ i R FFEMLRY i TMS AL B9 GABA, (B
SICD 7 SN B J57 g M) B J5 2 K2 A B xof B 2H /Y B Jo v
T2,

H DL E AR5 45 5 ] 4 I figi A ep s B ) AR
Pz ] IRE B B 2 — T BE A I T IR A AR
i P AR A R KR R AR . B T
AR 2% A - L o 18 M 0 A e e AT R A [ AR
BER T REIK . 45 W EAL ] 8 2 Glu
I 5 10 2 Ay BE PR B BT N % A PRI R (LS5 1ROk A B
Pk, e B By N 283 50 1 B =) 5 2tk SR
PEI - B 5 A 2D e A2 S T AR A B R Pk A
P« e T P A O E Ak T R b A R e,
TMS-MRS 45 0] B4 1 fif A o i o 224 BB A
BIRIT 1Y IT & B8 5E Hefi o
3.3 TMS B4 MRS 22 i i & 7 5 & 4 3 ik 549
A A F A MRS ZHLFE TMS B 28 Ak 7 200 (1)
AT H, ZH WG OF A5 ] o U5 WAL AR IR
ISP R AR LR A % . Stagg Y R IFGE KB < TBS
a7 ¥ 9 iz 3 JZ BT (primary motor cortex, M1) [X
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GABA ¥R, T AR Glx K-, 228 ¢ TBS ByHLH A
& GABA BE #2250 15 PE 1 5% . Mooney 255 1) F 5%
KI5 X HEALAE L 02 R i AR b R ORI ML X
GABA ¥ B FA%, i) M1 X i LICT 35K, $278 A ok
(RRIF 52 5 1) AT LA 2% R 1 ML X4 9 i 1) 45 LA 3 - iz
ShUIREYK A . John %7 i@ &2 MRS Al ppTMS P4 F
BERF G 2P I 2 v 3 ML X (3 o 28 Ak 24 - i 5
i, 5 fE R X HE 24 HE AT X e, TMS By 25 5 3% B i A rp
B M1 Xt GABA 4 20940 9, MRS 24
T2 I G A v g AN ML X % /4 B A
AR R B GABA A F /9 40 1 T ] B8 23 BHL 1%
Aerf g ] SR Sh D) BRI 2 . B L R Ok A BIF SR 7
I} T AP AR A 2 Wl 2 o £ 25 42 Bl B S A GE H Ak
WA YT I . Blicher %5 [ AIF 5% K B 5 fdk B A L
WA s 3~12 A~ A i 8 & LK M1 X GABA
W L E AR . H GABA W AR IR 5 B F s s o)
RE 2 THAEAEAH 61 . GABA 45 ¥ il 3 v 5 32 31 T B
W bR . Carmen 2557 B9 % P18 P i 25
W R M1 X Glu KT 5 B 1 S sh ) fig
B A 52 IE AR DG . Glu A 3B N 2 vh 5 32 3h D e Wk &2 1)
EYIREEY . 45 E L GABA A 530 1 4 LT 7T L
JA— A AR 2 i 2 v Ty R A A T TR A

3.4 GABA #i8 5%4F A B 5 ¥ )5 T 0 ¥e 5 89 AUkl
GABA Sy K i P 3 & 0 400 ) 1 o 28 388 o o HL 32 R A 4
GABA, Fil GABAg . & filtJ5 B I GABA Z &A1)
AR PEIN L L 2E A GABA iR 5 1k 5kt
il o VPR 0400 ) S B A M A v i) R AR Rk A i R h o A
(Ve 2R A . Andrew™ 58 AR AFF 5% & BLAE /I B
IR A T S L 0 JE 1R X B GABA % 52 % (1 Th BE 2
ZE Ml At GABA L SZ A 5 119 5 5k 10 4 384 m L 7 DK
TRE RS GABAL ZZ AT AT AR 2E N R
i SRS L B s ik B GABA 8 5k 9 41
A LR i A< o 5 02 sh D) BB &2 . Nam™™ 48 A & 3
FE R 0T T 7 v 3 g A A v, HG S R S A7 R 5 R A
B TR 5 440 P 1 GABA B 22 L5 i 5k 4 o)
i 2 5 PR 4 2 AR AR L 3 2 24 R T i R
200 60 AR S5 1 i A1 0 R T 8 B S ) RO S I 40 i
GABA 30 5% J Jot 3 i 25 AR 8GR L 25 6 JL Y R &
IRYT AT f A AR P A2 3 T AR R AR . Hiu S
A fofe i B A s BRCrR T DA ik 3E 25 4 T R T
O PE GABA {55 )5 T &2 3 o0 /N RAT M 22 I R .
Feng" " 48 AAF 5% %% $3d i ¢ TBS + #4281 ke i P4 A
A b U T B B, B R 8 il 5 GABAL, Z 1A &
(8 R 57 A 90 ) T 3 25 TR I D B . Yuan A85 H9 AF
FE R IR T LA/ BRI 20 ik P 25 s B e ot 2 g 4 o JS
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RPEEFRHETE 7 R R I3 DL S 55 25 9076 b GABA,
SR ] M AR T A 2 R AP R

P siad 10 GABA 38 e sl 20 5% 5 40 1] L 38 o
FEAEAE 0] /0 i 22 40 9 ok <5 T A R 2 v R 2
AE R A o (E2 X SE AL BIE X W T sh Wy S i . 7R I 2
Tl A AL ELTE S GABA 32 44 i 8 70 5 AT b 28 4R
A B s T R L DR R 0 AR P T R ) T
HAEBF PR, Lin™ 48 N Meta 43 #7 45 £ 2
7 A B R A TR R SR GABA Z AR shFT T
)7 AVEIR A R . ROR T B I 2 A4 i PR B AL X
SLHIESE GABA A2 PR 3503 7 78 ik A v (8 B N
.

4 TMSES MRSHE AT ESRERME

4.1 TMS B4 MRS ¢ 5 Aarw  TMS & MRS £
AREEG AT LV TR0 H AT 1 A 245 28 Ik D RE R A
i Ko 2T Y A% T ARG RS i 1) 4 () AR AR P 4 L SR
KT AR K e 32 1A 5 0 2836k T3t 22 0 B 4R T Y
(EEaM . Fkal Y RE M MRS (functional MRS,
fMRS) . AT RAgh 254 AR H vk , MRS 5 TMS Bk
HAHER Glu At GABA Z [a] (4 A1 HAF FH 4 4158 19 £&
Ko ARMBEFE ARG IE 7 R G BT AR
(positron emission computed tomography, PET), H
G T SR W RO R AR L ST T IR N

4.2 TMS B4 MRS & & i TMS 34l 5 #f 22
B ARA B . 45 G H H 25 B2 i 0F 58, A GABA B
Z AR FEM L Glu BEZ KA T 0 5 A B £
Ji. BARHBCAAAEFHUE M R AL T H A
e B IR A R A R S R TMS 19 5 7 A7 7E
AHEWTE. BT GABA & &3/, MRS 1 GABA i
AR B N A [ W S 115 5 5 RO IE IR T S i
A REARAF BRI GABA I H 2 R T fiE 4 25 2k Hofih
W A5 B L B LA MRS TG 12 Al 3 % 4 — b A 3 9 45
B s e

I

5 NG

AL TMS Al MRS #E 47 HEAS 1 ) 34 . B 1M &
T i 2 v B A2 Q0TI 0 AF 5 B D I A IR A R L %
oo - 410 7 S A7 T 285 A i A T D R A v o R LA
IER RN N R e e N N R 20 e S I 2
t GABA WVE G H 328, AT AR S ROk iR T B A,
H R B IR 5 5 45 A 2 B2 6 AT R R i 2 - 10 EE B
5353 3 AT W 5 o A 2% Ay -0 Ll 09 B A R
g3 R 5T 5 106 AR b S D RR K A2 A OC FR . 3L ik A
oIS A5 B B B AR SRL L L AT 8 I AR R A2 3R T O
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