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(diffusion tensor imaging, DTI) 1IE /28 A # H A A, S
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Jr VR EE . KA T4 B R AT e R i iy i A R G 4
e, FEEH Y H0E | XS ) P TH(fractional anisotro-
py, FA) 2 SEERAR AR K 43 T4 1 e 1, BV AT i 223 1
BT Lo A EA TR, o 2 I 5 27 4E U5 ( diffusion
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18 8 B2 JZ 53 M1z 3l X (primary motor cortex, M1) | Fif iz 8 fZ
JZ ( premotor cortex, PMC) | #1171 J7 J2 i 3l X ( cingulate motor
area, CMA) F1%# B i2 3l [X_ ( supplementary motor area, SMA) , &
I SMA \PMC SR ARJERGE B AT TR fe J22 500 R £ A%
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OIS —AF# LATHT By DA R &
¢ ( National Institutes of Health stroke scale, NIHSS) .2{ [& Rankin
&40 Barthel 45 %L, Fugl-Meyer ¥ %€ . iz 3l J1 8 L ( motricity in-
dex,MI) | =2~ 58 & 51 2 L 1 ¥E 43 (Medical Research Council
motor strength scores, MRC L1 ¥E43) \Wolf iz B T RE M ( Wolf
motor function test, WMFT) ; @X 42 & 1 o B i fE s 5 100 5 R
SETRAE R A AR B AR (AN K O R —
{8 SAT AR ; @i —— T S — BT,

= DTI Y FE2E 3 Bl BTk
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H AT DTT 25047 7 1545 3 T K 43 BT (voxel-based analy-
sis, VBA) T A RLF 4ET 2R A0 25 18] 23104 ( tract-based spa-
tial statistics, TBSS) . #f & 1 £F 4 ¥R %5 ( deterministic fiber track-
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ing) MR M £F 4k R B ( probabilistic fiber tracking) | &8 ( graph
theory ) TLF 3 5 R A LR, BARILBIFE IR 1,

DTI i ZE s jg CST S5iEzh b Fill

I8 Bl AT S EAHSC AT 4 AR CST, H 2 80 B S8 oAb 3 Rt B
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JEHOR
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SRR T UESIE i i ke A (R DL
JE) 1 CST-FA {6 R AT & 9% 90 d 1 4ERTE g )R, B A
2 A FA R LE 3 d BFEDREMED . Koyama 551 438, K i 0
rFA - HY IO 58 5 P 28 BEORS 1 000 328 3h D B 45 )% . Meta 43 #7H
UESE FA (B2 2R B i vk i 2 v 838 B RO 3hZh BRI
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(o AR TR T | el R AR R OB bl ) B B
TBSS F3pH7 75 B, EAR A B CST 22 FA (B K, il ey 47
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TMS-MEP [H 1, A v 895 14z 3 D BE b 45 8 58 4K 52, Tt
Fugl-Meyer iz 3l ft & 1¥ 73 > 15 435 4l TMS-MEP 4% H FA <
0.25, Wiz B BeR i AR LL T FA >0.25 B 1 3l fi i T
S kL MISE 2 20 5 40 TMS-MEP [k HL FA, >0.25, 1]
1B S REWR W T de /1N, 6 Sy e -5 LR o kb Xz 3l K )2 3
T, WO Fugl-Meyer 32 8l i RV 4 < 15 43, FE AT IR 77 45 S 5
fih I+, Stinear %"V IK iz F DTL I PR iEE MEP #0052 3h T fg
PR R M A, 32 8 9000 9k 52 V8 3 5335 (predicting recovery
potential ,PREP) , BAK 3 g “$ i 4y (BRI 257 DU, 5 fR 3 41
#<80 % H & 3 d W) JF Fh g B 35 35 f# ( shoulder abduction
finger extension,SAFE) 43 5~ 8 4380 & Gl >80 %, {H & %
3 ditf SAFE =8 4y, Wiz 3y J) R S AF 5 45 S0 4F i < 80 % HL
SAFE 7E 5~8 7} 3~7 d PAAFAE MEP H SAFE<S 7315
BRI T s 35 &0 3~7 d WA FAAE MEP H &% 3 d B2 T
A F 5T B 26 W i 2 ( National Institutes of Health stroke scale,
NIHSS) <7 73 ,SAFE<7 73 Wiz Sl PR 52 52 BR ) s 45 45 3~ 7 d 3T
fHJE MEP HL& 9% 3 d I NIHSS =7 43, SAFE<S 43, Wk & 2%,
PREP 4 75% W P , HL BEA:F0I (ECAN A P00 83% ~99% .

DTI B A5 B 75 T BE W4 IL 4R (resting-state functional magne-
tic resonance imaging, rs-fMRI) & 5 $ AR PF 4% XU M1, SMA |
PMC T 88 PE i £ F1 AT 55 25 ) BE 14 L ¥R ( task-based functional
magnetic resonance imaging , tfMRI) AR 7 AR PEAl 1k B )2 X /Y
DR R G R 2 33K 1] i 000 28 i 5 T 52 2l ) R AL 2 — b ]
FTIBE L, Song % KA BT DTI 5 oMRI ¥4k 32 3
F 0GR L0 iz Zh e, A I 2 A T8 05 e kR
IS IBC FA AR BT D) et 00 B J5 358 5l DX AT K 5 g ) 1 Jo 27
A s BB | BRIz S Dl AR IR S B L 2B it
MR JZTES), Chen ZE 1A DT A5 rs-fMRT PEAG AN BR A1
B RS LEE Sk S DT IEEEIC TR & CST 1) FA {8, % BRIk
BRI (01902 3 BZ -0 90628 3 K22, M1-M1) i B S D et i
Pl ZBIRAGE ShET4E (M1-M1) FA {E#8GE | W2 S Zh e B
B s R ER )12 Bl K 2% 04 ) R M T8 22 R 45+ 1 i 422 45 B 7
7, B VDU R B R % HE A AR B 41 4 3R 50 B 5 T R M i 2 A
K AR REMEZE HEATAE N FIRBE SR SRS R M i e R AP AE

A FH B 255 DT KR B BT i B 1 LA vh (R i
SHITRE BB M, Yang 2 (ST 1 DTI CST, ;. (fraction-
al anisotropy ratio of the entire CST, #% 2% CST Ji k- FA/ g k%t
il FA) | 25 #4 #% H: 3% ( Structural magnetic resonance imaging,
sMRI) JlARH AR & 57 2248 X Z5FLEL (volume of interest ratio,
VOL,,, , AU DGHER X Bz JR 2R WU Bk e 2 B 28R F g -
5 EBGE IR X &R, 45 R WK, CST,,,, 12 3 A ¢ fi X,
VOL, FIH VOI 5 [ Fugl-Meyer iz s P43 410G, H £ 70
Meyer iZ B 1¥-4) 40.7% I A8 51, 3= B I R 3l 1y R e i 2 )2
AT CST 505 FEIE 30 R T2 P 4 JEE 5 R JBi A% AT 14
MO AR,

SAREIESE 1T 5, Kim 280 32 F meta 208775, T1E W76 il A
g BT REVTAL s T 5T S, B Fi R F Y DTL, 25 /5016 0 8
(transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS) I RERE L HR B (fune-
tional magnetic resonance imaging , fMRI) % # sMRI LA X Rk H
T BIBCS I H FLZEAEE T-BE, HLUE A 55 3 5T B A v B9 2 AL

sMRI MIFTA T LR AT, 2O DTIL TMS 1R JIE 58
JERAR, DTISRH AT oFA R FA, A PN AL

DTI Y& T 3R B 1E R

DTI b AT FH T REE AP AR 69 W . Marumoto %557 2 31,
Zeam s IR I R Fugl-Meyer PEAM R (B 5N )R K
rFA (TR EARMEEAR G MERI N 5 i 2 wFA (H 2 58 ] iz
I BITRAR Y . Song 458 AT 2 LI D HEARA YT S
A B I 2 R (action research arm test, ARAT) Tf-4)18
i, 5 NEEE Y BB (MD AD (RD) TR FA (B350 5 41k
AESE, BB DT P4 /K K 19 CST HH (8 7T DLW |- iz 3 o) g
WAL, BP R iz DTT W s A v 138 (functional elec-
trical stimulation, FES) 2035 & & SF- M5 Fn AT R 1 el 450, &K B
VUSEIE FES ZH R ETAL B pd 3k AILo S Sk Bk R L & i —
KAL) AH L SGE TE A CRREAETTAL HEBH G L) At CST 254
DRI B S el 5 R RS B T RE K e T K ADL B
A, Guo FE 5L KA B4 4 A TMS 41(10.0 Hz TMS A
WO K Gz 2 Bz 2 B G RB L/INR SR BRVRYT ) FIfE S
T (DU R AP MR SEIRTT) , 2677 10 d,i8 ] DTI
W 43 NFEAGIEITHT )G FA {6 ) Fugl-Meyer 74378 fk, & 3K
TMS L SEIRTT AL IZ SRR DG I BT EF 4 RUK BT % 2 2 FA A
K Fugl-Meyer PF4- ¥ BIRITRTIE K, (H TMS 413 R 0, H 2
TR TMS XF A B 32 S D RE R B A 35

WA FEHTFIE L B, DTI-CST 58 M 1% L 518 3R YT T 5%
TE3K, Sterr F5 U SCAE 22 {51 v ER I U GE A A< v P ) (R 12
AHUE) B 3EAT DT 94, B 400 76 58 il 52 s yr i mi
RYT)E 2 AT WMFT 1F43 M 8 AR TG 8hid 5 i /174, K H
CST SE4ME 58 PEWIIE S 1 AHC T 58 3By ae e, 5
VF IR 2 152 B 25 7 O 58 2 BT CST S8 38

DTI M B RFEEE

DTIHA R LIAETCBIPRE TA s (S e s s, 48
JEFNZG 475 3% R LA i Al 2 T 2 P DR IR S ML, A
PR IR A2 ST RER A o Li % Bt sh b B T UE
S, AL AR AT DU o E 0 BB A A S AR
PsFH . Jiang S5 Bt S 4 4k S 0F 98 S B, R v ol KA
FER B2 A0 A 67 )5 a5 DTI LGN B kb DX I FA
(AR SR LS ) 14 1 BT 27 2 = 9 AR — 2, B DTT (27 4
B ER) B3 £R 4k o) A 202U SRR AT, BB DTI Al L]
TR S AT AR

WEH& DTIopH 7 ik K8 A2 T tfis JH P 438 B2 05 10y
HEAAS 5 FUBREF A AT B, Li 5% 52 TR M 27 2 B
RS i > Bz gl DXl ] £ 4 2 4450 23 B S 7, XU
12 Bl BE JE I R (1) 27 24 326 4 1A 32 800 A T IDF IR e/ A
2 Fe MR SS R ALAUR SUI CST R/ O s e K
G A LR R R XA AR W A v B A A5 A A
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el % R A 22, 530 Kou 25 AF5E 4R, H sh kil
SEAESEAL (BEAR RN, GBI A 5 IR CST A Ak {4 40 3fe
JHUATHA L 41 58 5 B 7 00 ) T LAGK 31 5 - 3h il & —FE Y
BOR ., Yang %5 H ) TBSS Ik HE R 4 CST BERY [ 30
HAb CST S548 583 MY Jr 0 (S BRUEERRE CST AEAL, 835 1) XU
CST AT LUE S B BB 48 FoE 4 A Sk ik A gk &
W W22/, AFRE I AR 4R A 3l fE Yk (automa-
ting fiber-tract quantification, AFQ) 77K H 3l $1& R 240 43 A g H
18 2 LELFAEAT(CST JPRIEIAR 75 RS ) ) (EA 5 2 i
FEME TAELLSE 2 iR B 2 Al & 5 vk A I R LA

DTI 7 23 F R 4 i AR H R R s an R . O b
(0~1000 s/mm®) fIRKES ; @ HUAREF ARG 5 L o 21 2 M, 258 L2F
A A5 SCE Y TR A e U A A R R s 22, I
AR LR (<75 mm) ; QARSI BE 5> B, WL Q 2 HIR AR R
MR N L L 4, IR (3~ 5 min) ; @B HCH FA MD %

B X6} 28 SLET A R/ INET A S e B A 22 Fl ), L R
P LT AR R T A OSSR B R .

1.9 B0 144 ( diffusion kurtosis imaging , DKT) 1. DE b
(0~3000 s/mm? ) 1] (7 min) , 2HCE R s @ 34
HIFR IR HT ; @B E—— TP W% BE (mean kurtosis, MK) %
1] 14 BE (axial kurtosis,k,, ) 42 A& (radial kurtosis, k| ),

2.9 HOETE A (diffusion spectrum imaging, DST) 71 (DA
b {H(0~8000 s/mm”) , AR K4 ; @ MR LF 47 i, o 52 1, 228
MG LAY R 22, EI P SR AR 4E (75~ 95 mm) , 7]
BT S I Y R A AR OISR BE B,
BRI/ N LT YR IR (3~ 5 min) ; DS H0CA FA MD 55,

3.5 AP HUSA% (high angular resolution diffusion im-
aging, HARDI) ") . (D5 b {4.(0~3000 s/mm?) , £ K ; @ 1%
LR AE ok ARE M AR S, AN T UGN BEAE ORI 22 58
N AdE mEIE SR ELAYE(>95 mm) |, 7] BB [F] K A 4R
VUL 2 578 £F i R 2 QI TR P AF (10~ 15 min) SRR
A IR SN IS Bzt

4PN 5ET7 [0 43 HUE F 28 & LA (neurite orientation disper-
sion and density imaging, NODDI) ). D% b {8 ; QiFh% % &
FEANTT 1) A8, BRI FA 2R AL i BRI Bk FH 2 43R 5%
HARDI 3, J& T HARDL; @ A g H T2 X4, O3 8 f
125 28 INAA R 4381 (intracellular volume fraction, Vi) HNTEAH
P8 Z& U (intrinsic free diffusivity, d,, ) . Watson NETHE
( concentration parameter of Watson distribution, k) . Watson 431
SE-¥475 5] ( mean orientation of Watson distribution, w) i ¥ R4
T34 (isotropic volume fraction, V. ) 4% [a] [F] P 5™ 0 22 %L (iso-
tropic diffusivity, D, ) o

5.9 18 ( diffusion entropy) 01, DVEAL ph 2 27 i T v B
O L ZEETE , B UR TR 2 2% B

25 ERRR G ST W DTL F2 AR | i ok 2 B H e
PEAL J5 EE 34T LTI AR 25 g s 25 Ry | W I R &2 VR T 30 R Bl
AL Jr 583 55 0 AT 75 #1 & FE WAL vh R 4 LR SE 4N
8, 2% DT AT B (B 3h it SR ar 4 38 S [R) 5 ) K i
SR E N T A v S I R R TAE M E R 5 7 10

£ % x #t
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