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Theta 13 % =X & FE R X IR ZE R R

A ABH HEE AW

22 JURE ]34 ( transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS ) J&—
F IS A PR oG 4 T T AR 28 R 8 ( F BRI ) |, ok e
BT 225 240 P S T 22 7 A DT R A S e G P A B
HLE BN, NI 5| 2 — FR A A2 1 A Ak ST I G R FE AR o Theta
$& & G ( theta burst stimulation, TBS ) 2 4% 2 fk 8 & 4 i
WENIE ( patterned repetitive TMS, prTMS) A9 —F o HILAA I 55
Je 5T [ EAEAL B2 3] G5 3l 10O AE G AR bR L P R R
¥ theta 5% JFLLAIRIE TR 2 1 B, TBS SR AL 5 4K H
A B Bl 4 A SRR X 8 A 8 Y 0B A ] AR v B ] ]
AT IR . AN 2005 4 I, TBS 12— Ffr 7 A0 o Jiiase
SN T2 R s sh I RERE S TP, AR UL TMS 0 ks
932 K& TBS 7E R 7 v )5 12 2l By B B &2 v iy i A — 1 22
LR,

TMS #ERX 5 ZE

— Hfkif TMS

HAJk 1 TMS( single-pulse TMS, spTMS ) 45 ki 4 1 AN 384
ok, — LA T SR A, 220 T R H 2 G A, G i i
Bl & LA ( motor evoked potential, MEP) | AKX 12 3l 1% 5 i} 1]
(central motor conduction time, CMCT) . iz 3 & {H ( motor
threshold , MT) DI fiE X 5 {3 ( mapping ) 55 ; i 45 22 # N F spTMS
T 5% KB e 098 B Jo X 3 5 4 Ay i) 19 FRL2R DG 2% 5 IR A0 ]
ZEAR M T RN b 2l S

= OBk TMS

XUpk i TMS ( paired pulse TMS, ppTMS ) tHF% 5 XF 22 f5i 4 4l
U, S AR 4] Rl 7 ] — > SO AL 22 2 T 2 AN [ 5
B, B 2 AR BRI T 2 A2k B3 300 25 T A [ i B ik
PRORI, 22 T WF T 22 B0 2 A Rl VR o 25 AT U e
TMS HUBIT 55 1 A>T BB R 2 AR, TR 1~ 4 ms 25T
55 2 A E_E RN, MEP 380/, (B8] B 5 ~ 30 ms I MEP 51, 7
Sl B e g S TR AN S Ak 240 T ppTMS 38— 00 K B 2 35k
I, T 2 Al 0 )Xo A i~ 1R, ik Sy i Jo () 80 o 28080 5 4 v
SR 2 T A DUk Sy 0 A X TR RA , S — ol 8 ot 22 8 i S 9
T3 ¥ A AU SRS O R R | T B TR K x5 5% 22 18] 4 ]
B, RSB R B A M A AR T AR Julkunen 4
TFSEHRIE , [RIRR BT E] R 3 ms B ppTMS BE T | b 5 3 ) 45 8] B B2
J5i N 4L ( short-interval intracortical facilitation , SICF) &

= Pk

U ik w3 3#4 ( quadripulse stimulation, QPS) J&— 135 4 4~
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RS

Z If) BE B9 %2 I

AR5 BE A B AR JDK o 30 3%, AS [ T) B BsF 1] (interburst interval ,
IBL) B HE 5 B AR N 1 22 AT SR PR 3% | S 5 EE S e X TMS AHARL
B — ol SR 5K S A P D B B RD A QPS (QPS-1.5, QPS-5,
QPS-10) REXG I MEP I , 1 4 A P4 ] B B 6] 9 QPS ( QPS-30,
QPS-50,QPS-100) BERE ML MEP i , FE£2AF ]2 1 h, QPS [A][F
5 s, AN 0.2 Hz, 3£ 1440 > J13 (BT < 30 min) 251
M1 X245 1 % A, MR 4% Nakamura %57 B 5 4] 38, 9] &
2.5 sARET | KRG AT MU (A1 B% 7.5 s AT 5| & f 22 ] S8 M
FARAL B 5 HHL R E] 5 s A9 QPS SCRAH; 73 R FRLI QPS
BUH QPS A KGR,

(LB ROE Qb

BRSSO, B0 — A 3 A i
T, 55— AN R A 22 5 s R G v A R e 22
XA L B Y BT i R A B X S I ] 8 ( paired  associative
stimulation, PAS) o] " pAS 3 LIS Sl e AR v] 98 4% ( spike
timing dependent plasticity , STDP) e N b L e
B FE 3 5% (long-term potentiation, LTP ) 1%, 4 B 72 #1 1] (long-
term depression,LTD) FESE T AYE PAS 2 — b # ) iR
X RESEIE AL PAS, ANSRAN A v 30 A% S S 2 5 7y A (]
PERT T8 30 B TREAL , B Rl 28 RS TMS 22 1) A %
[EJF (IST) 78 20 ms LA, W] {32 8l B2 i ™ A LTP; fe 2 Se Xt B¢
AT RERIBL K5 TN A sl 2 ) 7= A2 LTD,, A5 3%
W70 s PAS VR b B Ho % 32 ) i B IX, 24 1ST 4 25 ms
i (PAS25) ,PAS =& LTP A/EH, 24 ISI 24 10 ms s} (PAS10) , EP
B o 2 F R Dk o 2 A R 2 O B3k, 9 P A2 LTD AR,
FBUB B A R

T EEE TMS

R TMS (repetitive TMS, 'TMS) J2& —Fp A #LE: A 5 At
(SR, A (TMS (<1 Hz) BEFRMIRAN 24 24 Ak X R
oG Bz SO ELAG H VR 5 = yTMS (> 1 Hz) B = ol 2 20 M 24 7
P, T R A AR

AN B A

5B rTMS AN [8], A5 2 Ak 5 A M ( patterned rTMS,
prTMS) H I T & A e R BAPRANHARE K, 55 1 A B
ARG TR R v TMS 19 1 ATk, 22 RIS 5 7E — AR Y
TR TMS B 1A, BRI TBS J&—Fh iR A R
R FRAE SR A 3 A8 R kb, AP A 50 Hz , AATIAR
5 Hz; REELGL 2 s WK 8 s, I 55 & 0k , & Bl (B 8k TBS
(intermittent TBS ,iTBS) A=, o] 15 & LTP &0, 38 /& 7 o Mg
P ELLE Z R 5 He 1Y AHRORNBOR A Tl B, 5B TR M 457 22 7
TBS( continuous TBS, ¢TBS) , Al i5 & LTD & N7 , BEAK FZ 7 2%
P, PRI T i K B mT AR AL, 58 B v TMS A, B
A AR ) SRR R /I VR TR TR | S 0 Ao 205 gl 2 B
RS,
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TBS & IE N ThREHI1E AHLE

TBS HIFE FH R BIE AR 54 48 +TMS — 2, L5 FL R AR (A
KRS, Milos 450 MW EE AN [] TMS Xof K fii 22 1 e i 79394 4
BT R BRURZ T B (R SR aB s i, & B0 2 J&] iTBS T TRETS S 52
AFEP ik AR IR GG S 5 A A Y Bail  Veg-
fa SEHH S 5 R0% 4504005 N A I ST AR AR PE R 1T (glial fibrillary
acidic protein, GFAP) Z&[H | S 5B E SHEE My
MZAL B Fos, Jun, JunB FE A P4 & oo ] ¥ PERY App.
Arrb1 Drd2 L% B UK TMS 78 20 Sl i P90 4 ik 453 47
HT S 2 g AR I PR ZR IR AR Ak, B 5 O S I A P S B K
M2 FIAAE 1, Hoppenrath %5 HF5E 600 fik o iTBS #ill#4 K B
TR 5 MR P s ki ) i T 1) A AR B 50, 45 2R S R SR R A 3
AR B, — ARG I B B A MM & e y- A T R
(gamma amino butyric acid, GABA ) BE i £ 41 e 1% 238 i, ki J5
A TG e PAARS 5 S % A M A T D55 . Volz
S5USIWRSE TBS B A O B 1 3 3K I R R AR 43 1 4h
T 600,1200, 1800 J% 2400 [k vl i1 iTBS 1 ¢TBS Hlik , &5 5K B =
TBS WA T B 7] i SRR, (B I TG PE Y CB e GAD6T %
BRI AR 53 A5 E

TBS ZEfh e n] S PEFERE 51 % LTP Al LTD, LTP 1 LTD #Y
W2 K T N-H H-D-K 7] & & M ( N-methyl-d-aspartate,
NMDA ) SZ A 3E K 58 fil 5 5 285 F I i, TBS X NMDA #Z A&
RT3 T 1) RS S AR 5 R 30 m] 95 T ik
TE Sl I 55 B -k B TR, S TR R Y C-ARuRES A il & i
it I, N -5k 3-F2 3L 5-H 3L 4- 5 IR ( @-amino-3-hydrox-
y-5-methyl-4-isoxazolepropionic acid, AMPA ) 32 {A& it 2 i il By, &
PERECLTP, AL, S Ml 55 88 ik B I 218 | e k4 645
PR (A N-3, Bl B R Bk ALl AMPA 2R & M IRAEH S
 LTD,

TBS KR £ 4 B 1& M iE

TBS 114 A P AT S35 5, J5c )™ 2 A 1) S B VR 97 s 5 | R
BEHy LI A Sk SR R WT B 4 Oberman 451 I
4 2004 4F 5 5 2009 4F 12 F [H)fd ] TBS 49 3CHK , 10 5% K 3B
RIT R R AR RN R 1 IEBEAL LA 100% # H2
Bl % ( resting motor threshold , RMT) 1 JH#) 93z 2l fz 5t ] M B
TG 5 TR AR DG TORMGE T, Bl P 78 U 0 XU R 0.1% , 5
REREAS W A KBS A 5% (FEREFRR A H N 4.8%) . Maizey
SR ST ARGE S 5 Z AL, R RSO AT R 2 2 ) 1 )
DL EINE, B G RS TMS T B4 A0 26 1 15 & #1
G, AR TS Sl B AR R AR 5 i 9058 L3R T AN (7]
A K o XK b Y TMS | TBS 22 [ 7 FH & A R 25 5
AR TBS RIEFH & Az SR A AR =R sE A%, rT g 5 TBS fif
(A3 B 4l 5%, Schraven %57 A 5T K 5 [l A TBS 3597 %
W 7 A5 26 AS [R) 45036 K ST 320 47 W A 3, R 2% 3 A2 3803 T
bt (BB SR BT AR, BT L @ 38t 1 A i S LA T )
Ry T 5 I A X 2 4

XFRNAE BN EEY R TR SFIEN, 24
A TMS, Fong 25" BFSE TBS 1T 5 35030 3 ik <2 22 14 5%

Wi, >R FH 1200 A~k ol , 50% f K4 5 TS A I8 #ish ik %
LRE AR S S K, 45 R WoR 4 R B G B R
oo W 2 B Y R A% B K gh bk BE A0 i I 45, X 5 Varnerin
AUV G 2 TS AARRL , TR S 0 R AR S B K A 4 B
Jhk e e 4540 BE IR TH R ASHB AL 1°C 5 56 T WE o ot 1 N 4 0
[#] 5 90 4 52 e R e = R PR 6 TE 4l , DAY I 2 75 B T T 1If IR I8 7%
BE—H5E

H AT TMS BFFEAT R 2 N, JLIEAL T i #h 2 & & 1,
XoF T Tk S R ) VP S BOURK . Homg 25670 46 2009 1 2014
FEE] 6~ 18 £S5 K TBS Bk vl pli 3} ik v TMS B 81l 2
PNEHEAFXT LY, 165 BILEFEE2 B3 K & U & ME 8™ AN B
B, He AR B bk s X Bk b TMS 452 B I B & 2B 3 R12.4%
TBS Bl 2 W 5% B % A= %R 10.5% ; P55 e Bon TBS &I i 3t
I (R A 2B IO 25 5 ) e E AR B TO R s Wk R
SARRY PER 2 RMT B S5 DG 1 00 K 26, W 22
5T 30 Ha 45t 2 2T o6t 5 A0 4E ) 38 B iz o 2% 4 1 B 3
M, &5 5 B 7R 30 Hz,70% 5 412 5J) 3 {8 (active motor threshold,
AMT) 3t 300 4~k ol iTBS X & A 4F R AT TR 52 19, A8 i 25 AR
1B B B TSI B XASMEAR SR R 24 | R T KRR A
W FT e — 2 UF S T S

A — B AR IE TMS BB ZIE) T AAREE 2230, 4 /N2 TG R
YER, Felipe 2572 JRIE TMS YA 7 SVARAE 2230 BT R0 5 %) R 41
) 22 5 TR L (P>0.05) |, HIE 1 45 22 il 71X 26 22 1 ) /N
R, AR 18~62 A~ A J1E b/ ME—Eeil 5 Thie & & A
SHHEIR . T AR SP LS % S 2RI 5206 TMS 3897 B 5% g4
ALK SR KR,

B EAE v TMS 78R B R R A R B )2, B
K ULAANT 2 4 (0 A 56 % 40 5 R B B RHA B, 550 e L2 &
ZHIA RPN &) T 0 SR A TR T TMS B 3 /O 4%
FURIE R IE | b KU e S B M1,

TBS 877 Mz [FiE 3 ThRERR RS

— IGRIBITSH

TBS VAT S HAALSE vIMS [ 5 , (B RS B AR 16 97 2 B0t
SR Bl B I 2 T SR HARERETR YT O SR8 itk — A BT
5%, Hsu ZE2IHF5E 1200 Fikm TBS 15 Tl 2 b i F W1 9%55 5h
X (M) B2 4 Je A 30, 45 5 B 7n % 22 10 d, 1200 Jik o
120% AMT 722 4= (Y, B nl it 32, i 51 A8 32 & B & Fugl-
Meyer B ( Fugl-Meyer assessment, FMA ) , Gamboa 4[24)
PRI T 2S00 SRR L ) 38 1 A5 R, iTBS Al ¢TBS 1877 5 &5
B Tl B AT R R 14 1 {27 3 A A2 4 RO,
A5 iTBS( 196 s) .¢TBS(40 s) FE iTBS(392 s) M FE K ¢TBS
(80's) , FEFHEA K vl TMS HIBL, 7655 — 5 M8 [a] fILic % MEP >k
R pg e D47 | 5 0 S 7 24 iTBS A 1 435 0 038t ) J5
ZEVE FHAS S A5 R | ¢ TBS B4 1 435 1% S8 it i) S5 L4000 21
PEVE FHAE N A R

30 Hz TBS 3 50 Hz TBS 1144 $42 mT LA 5 w5 174) o 38 i
B A F IS 30 Hz iTBS Hl ¢TBS X HLAK W) 942 3 Kz 5 X1
M S5 R B R 50 Hz TBS X194z 3l B2 5 i 52 AR, 30 H
iTBS fEd i MEP 308 , ¢TBS fEF#MX MEP 08" . Goldsworthy
IBISE T 50 Hz ¢TBS 1 30 Hz ¢TBS VR T4 442 3 f Ji X,
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RO 45 WK 2 PR TBS + MHF RE AR MEP i, 3+ H.
L4 30 Hz cTBS (14 REARIE B2 B W 2 5 ) SMZIF 9T ik [a] s WL AN )
TR BE TBS X4 23z 3h W 50 24 A% Pk A 52 i, 58 FH) i A 98 B -
Hi il MEP 3 /£ [ input/output (1/0) 1T R P AR, B3
24 ¢ TBS IR S 150% RMT B a] i MEP 35 1 4 2= 5 A%, 24
iTBS GRS A 1109%RMT I A] i MEP 68 FF 2= & k>

Z.iTBS 5 ¢TBS J&A¥7 & AT

B HT iTBS 1E T Wiz = A0 07 s 1, {2 <TBS /B
AR A BORAFAE—E S, A Talelli 5577 B 53438, iTBS
R A v R RN T 45 i R 3 SN I [ 38 i MEP 1% i R
A EH (170) #ZE T I A ; o TBS JISIN A% v 28 255 (el B A I
fEANF MEP $iiif , {5 A 228 B 47 R 2538 b, {TBS H3% nT
BT A E BTN AR - B R BB R ., Ackerley 251
7T 7R iTBS VEH T B AT 3658 L B2 7 i v s iz 2 f
J24AE, cTBS 1 HI T e U 5 N i 42 5 2R 00 MEP i )& | I HL
MEP IR A TR RS Ge s o iz j2ds e, cTBS fEATF
2 3R ARG 45 i A o 7 R A O, T LA MR ] 22 S
KA A Rt —RiiE

= TBS ¥R 2 518 MM A thy RO L

HETCT TBS W7 Ml A b BT 4 22 (R X ik 10
SRH A RNE S B S VERGERD . Volz % BF5E iTBS 7E 4 3
TR H T B 75 3 1 9 iz Bl B T T 0 T R e 3 Ak i A e
BF BB IRE, WIETT AL AT R M1 X ZE S d,600 fkif
iTBS Jl , Xof HRZH 7 TRk T00 o 3507 45 T 4 T R0 38 , &5 5% R iR
IT 40 8B TR 1o R4 WA S 858 ) o) fiE M 0 32 9R (functional
magnetic resonance imaging , fMRI) 6 £ /R SC IS B EH A B L
FAI I 25 P 2% 3 43 5 (EL KBl 1 B MEP 32 )1 B0 (5 258 7 BT )5 i
TG 22 5, I LA TBS YA YT b G 2 o o A 2, (H 1]
B LR AG AT BE A KUK .

SR TBS J7 AR AR H %

300 5, 600 ik ih ¢TBS ¥ REMN i Kz JBT2% g P, (H A LA A
FA>10 min [, 300 fik #h ¢TBS 7T 5| i B J5 (437 % A A7 5k 6 4
0 AE Tezzi %V WG P & BRI BE A L T, 24 TBS T
TR B B (87 467 51 F 45128 Zhit, iTBS 1 2% A7 MR I S
il AR, cTBS AP VR T U5 Sl 242 MR 5 53 oM il e
RO TTBS J& 1 FH G 585 0 5 55 203140 2 W) R 0wl 998 P T e
TR E D4 VL S b v . AE TBS Ji 84 [R] B 4% 18 ( 10% $5: K
J1) A EWE S T SR TBS 1940 61 5% A5 7 5 (HAR 3
Fang %572 W G808, 280 A 32 046 T fifi < TBS 30 4 FH i,
KATWCAG I 23 BT cTBS 51 A 28 vl Sk e As . an e s
7RIS B2 300 ik i ¢TBS (14410 1 280 390 4% A D4 A VeV
JRAT NG iTBS A4 a5 YEVE T ; 76 300 kol ¢TBS YEFJS 10 min
TE 600 Jik il <TBS 1E HI & 16 20 T+ 5 I & W 2% 313X Ff il 5% 4%
R T ATERERE CTBS WRITRT 5 A R ERRAS Ut
HRT D HI M, 7 iTBS T HiUS AT 37 R 45 ¥8 UL LA 38 94 )7
BOR

Cheeran 2P0 ] AN R[] 3 [ A [A] 1 BE 3 i TMS J7 5% 2%
5o HATR T AT IR 2 BVEUF IR, 78 Val/ Val 404 T4
ki, 2 ¢TBS T WiJ5 MEP 4.3 (%, 4 iTBS J§ MEP 4} 3%
IAEAT 18R 2 5 D1 Met S50 36 X 19 SB35 C AR . Antal
SES 0 LTP BRSO % A T 10Val66val 250 5 [H 15 45 & 1

T 5Val66Met 25007 FE PR A 2 ToIHL RS ; Y3 4b Li Voui %1
S B TVal66Met il 14Val66val %5437 i [ 54H5 % Xt iTBS 14 )% i
I 25, YR Mastroeni 2557 BFSE4RHE , Val66Met BDNF
FEPRI RIS AN TMS 210 - TCEH B,

T0. TBS VR T B B A% A2 v 8 35 12 3 DI B 4 52 1w

AR AR B BE B2 5T ( primary somatosensory cortex, SI) Xt [+
JEcHyRe BA B 1 H 58] 908 3 B HHEK R, Ja-
cobs 45 5¢ 30 Hz TBS AE T ST T=- i BUH AU 1 11 5%
Wi, 45 5% S m ¢ TBS YEFH TSI X BEMASR M1 X MEP i , 5 /E
FFEE45 min, AR TBS A H] T3 & J2 YU X ( Brodma-
nn's area 5,BAS [X) , K ILREHE = MEP IR, 51 SI X b,
cTBS VAT BAS XX M1 X (2% A 11 I 58 TBS /R T
iz 3 A BT (dorsal premotor cortex, PMd ) Fl 4 Bl iz 3l [X.
(supplementary motor area,SMA) HAEHCAE M1 X 24ari, H4E
Neva % W52 4 3E , iTBS 1 I F 24295 S 32 2 il K (left
PMd, IPMd) A W TF- YN ZRAEAR A M1 X724 LTD, R Wiz 3
IR BRI 93 3l e o 18] W] BE A7 AE 0 2k vh [ & o, /i
A TBSHI L AR AR XTI M1 X MEP #R i, 7T BEJ2: ¢TBS F&AIK
TN e R 3 S A £ 0 TR PR TR, T/ NI AL iTBS
BRI MEP 38R, 724 LTP REROn ™ o BRI R TAE
FEHE TMS RIBER AL, B Se B W 501900z 21 K o [a] (19 2GHK

A H BRI TBS B 1

Di Lazzaro 55" B9 1% 1 A< o 28 3% SR A0V i o4 TBS 91
F LA EETT RIS T 8 M1 X cTBS fill#, & BT A B L
B SVEWTFT iR (action research arm test, ARAT) FEE B -2 i
55 (Jebsen-Taylor test, JTT) 1543 44 %, M ELIZBCR AT H5E2E 3 4>
AV 5D T RARIZFFEA N B A& TBS #il
WO A REARE 08 i 2 8 5 G 00 B S IR, 1B T
SRR AR P A AU 22 S AR, AR K 5 B R A S 30 L s —
IR

TBS B & Iz it &

TBS WG 41 4 3R 7 18 Bl M A< rf i D) e 7 T U T
— P, Ackerley 457 T 5E TBS 45 A WIHLIA YT X2 M4 rp R
H EGESHTNRE M, S ORI A L g, & B R
1B IR0 S AME R AFSE T iTBS 454 45 min YA YT X 18
PRI ZE P B RYGE BhahBERIRE A, 453 R 2 & iTBS {5k
I7 A R IR T R TIREIR A, iTBS HLAMA YT A & DLk AR
BEFshhae - Yamada LELMIBRESY CTBS 45 A VR V36 7 % i
AR LIRS ST RE R W, A R 45 T 2400 ik i ¢TBS,
120 min— % —AE MV VA7 B 120 min AFINZ, 4 15 d BIF R &
L cTBS Z AR IRYT REHE = I A b A% FMA P43 4578 Wolf
iz s Yy ( Wolf motor function testing, WMFT ) B [a] , $£ /55
S2 15 d MBCA AT B A< P e 0 L B2 sh h RER & A

S IR ) A = ) B 3 T R 1 i D 1 58t i 26 1A
PR, Wang %57 HRAR ] R SR 5 2 A o i 2 o s 2 32 B
TIRERYRE I AT T0R 48 BN AP B (AR 2~6 N A ) 43
34 ,A 45T 1 Hz rTMS+iTBS (50 Hz, 600 ki) , B 4H 5645 T
iTBS, R4l LA 1 Hz 'TMS, C 44575 A 4UAE R Y R84
I . @R BN A HEBE Fugl-Meyer P43, WMFT L /1 7E rTMS
IRIT IS B A48 & 0 7R BT RGN A T R HOT R AR 2



rpAE PR A S A 2 2018 4F 12 A% 40 %45 12 8] Chin J Phys Med Rehabil, December 2018, Vol. 40, No.12

- 955 -

W, S A BB Y G, SR TE B iTBS 15T HT, %
FIRTAU M1 DR 5 v 4 b B 5 D g B 6 D097 G T AL
R = DHELE 3 AN H L Opie ZE 85T TBS X AR R 4E 14 3%
R KMz 3h J TS PR, X 16 B4R AR 16 %47
NI BT 3 Bl [ 4 & fill 3 . iTBS+1TBS |, ¢ TBS+iTBS , sham+
iTBS ;2R MEP I M DAk i bz I 4 As 1k, 45 R B R R A
MEP P& 5540 R ; cTBS+TBS>iTBS+iTBS>sham+iTBS ; %
4E N MEP I8 08 384 i 175 5 0K ¢TBS+iTBS A% T iTBS+iTBS }
sham+iTBS, #>k FH TBS J@ 7 & 45 X 42 i 75 fH 5 7% 1 ] TBS
Ko g S04 As M AR TR [, BB 5 B0X RS [R) 45 SR 7T 68 5 00 A
A HEH 2B AT RS H A

Rt AT B R IR T T3 R 58 5 0F — 45 o 3 il A< v 2R
ZIGIR AR, 40 Di Lazzaro 251 5% F TBS SHLes A4
ST AE R | S RIS F 600 Jik wr ¢ TBS 7, 15 il S 2H A1
B H Fugl-Meyer PEA I BG T RIA Bt , B 4L
ZRTGITEE L (P>0.05) , WP NS 2ot i 4
o ) RE R R B MR, S O AR R R
EEIFRH— LRSI

WEREE A KL, 2 FhEl 2 Fh Ll REE FEEAHE RN
TFFEHGE, AN E S TP AR 25 & R IR 5
HIZGHEE G R YR TR T7H 25 A A [RR AR A 25
B A — B It IR T 2V AR I A N I 5T BT AR
WMEABA REE—H K

BEERE

TMS DIHARR A S | BE 4 03Ol 2l A B Jo ml
IBPESE DU C O AT AR A TR AT, N 2 R G P 12 W R
JrERAE TR i (R RTRCR 5 S 5 R R P i
ARZS D 2355 N Z A AR RAR S, BT AT A5 4 TMS {77
BRI AR R . KT TBS 697 kA 3 1 wF
FEZ R PG sh T RE MU, X R I RERY S R B B A
5K TBS Bk& BRI T 7 MM IWETE 8 A 5T %, R B ik
— B WRAR,

£ % x #t
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