AR R A SR kA 2021 4F 7 A5 43 %5 73 Chin J Phys Med Rehabil, July 2021, Vol. 43, No.7

AEUERR

E A 2 R B E R R R A KR T AU
ZGAFMN

RAZRT ERE REH REA ke

"IN KFRBERELES P, RAE 610041; PHEBEIRFRALGAHTE R, HB
999077

BAEVESH . MK 4L, Email : nicole308@ 126.com

[HE] BW REITHEE LSRG A0 E 2R R NIT . Aig RN
‘% MEDLINE . Embase . Cochrane Library\ISI\gﬁjE%ﬁ*Eg:F T B 2R A A 0 O B e A ZE & 2018 4 1 H
5 H 52 28 MG RSO 7 A R 03 F A i 2 BELPE P I B AL G RS . Fh 2 (I 0 3 e IR A R
AT 07 22 STk SR BOBE R IEAT, R RevMan 5.3 MU AR 2N A BTS20 0T, BR =
LI ABEDL BRI 6 A, BT 424t 98 B, Meta 43 HT 45 53 B, T 53 28 M0 R U S 008 401 497 A ol
Z MR T (VAS PRy ) 5XT IR g, 22 R RS ¢ L[ SMD=-0.74,95% CI(-2.41,0.93) ,P=

0.39], &t
A3 (R 1 R RIS
[X88R)] EELSRNE, B,
E£TH 2017 FXK ARR A AT RS (81601976)

P2 B 5

1) JC L R B S5 5 28 0 R 8 00 40 A ) 2 B A LA A T,

RGN

Funding : National Natural Science Foundation of China for Young Scholar (81601976)

DOI:10.3760/ cma.j.issn.0254-1424.2021.07.016

BRI B s B REREAT A [ A 22 T
REZAL . A LEAE A A0 407 - 1T 0 17 LT 998 5 i 2 — b
B E I RAE , UK o A m M 285 LR P (neuro-
pathic oain,NP) . #fl 285 FE P 2 BN K 145 82 A7 18 1 1
FUBEIIRE b RE BEARE HUIPREPOR . I 80% M AR 1
SRS USRI R JBE A A 205 B R 1) ol 2000 L P
T AR A0 O S8 B H RS S 5 DL R A A
T, FRT, R 2 B AR TN AR T O i BT B UR, G
WRAYNGITIERAR L PIRIT , HI TR AR i —of
BEZIRIT IR PRI RS R .

T2 2 RGP (repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation,
‘TMS) A —FARR ARG T 7 3, B2 2 W TR IR , £
FERE P53 2L0E FVERAE A B VAT A BRSO A b A 43
AREPIRMBSE 2B B Re M BE R LR LT R L = X
M2 s LA 2R A2 AV DX PR £ 6 IR 25 22 P 1 A
P ERT, cTMS AT AR 3 5 bl 20 B P 1Y 1 R
DB RIS 2 B RYTT RS E A — 2, ARESE B 1L RGER I
IR Meta 20 #7 E 1 P L7 2, DU B 47 b 18 5 W R

BREHE

— JSCHRAN AR

LAFFEXT G A BET 47 J5 i 28 0s BP0 JE

2RI A W B TMS T FUE BER5 5 i 2o B
I8 1 BEHLXT BRI 56 ( randomized controlled trial ,RCT)

3. T Histsi . T His e A «TMS, %t B 20 9 B ' TMS i ek 28

I A

4. 55 R bR 2% AT AR DG I8 B 3, AL 45 L 0 DL R
(visual analogue scales, VAS) " McGill %% [8] % ( McGill pain
questionnaire , MPQ) Al = R AR B 5

= OCHRHEBR AR

OARBEHL IR 15 | SO 2 WU S EZ O @8
AN A ETCTA AR EUAR ST SCHR ;s D) L8 s AR STk

= B JRTER

L3 A F8 5 . 58 A5 LB 43 (visual analogue acales,
VAS),

2R EVEN AR B : McGill i 714 128 3175 & FL AV (motor e-
voked potential, MEP) ,

DU KGR A

B MK % MEDLINE . Embase . Cochrane Library | ISI | paiia
BRI 7 7 B e A T R BN R R R B P
2018 4F 1 H, FE K ZRIA ., spinal cord | injury , trauma , damage .
paraplegia . quadriplegia  tetraplegia , repetitive transcranial magnetic
stimulation , transcranial magnetic stimulation ,neuropathic pain ,cen-
tral pain , chronic pain ., phantom pain  neuralgia, 7 3CH; & 1A . &
BEASL0 | DUBOE | BOE | T O 8 UG N IR 8 R TR R AR TR
KB B2 BV P AR, TR T T AR AR G
Tk 2RI B WA A SCHIR 275 SR, LA SESRIBURH SC SCRK

T SCHRI e AN ORI R

H1 2 AZOFTE N GBS G e RS ICRORE  SCRR T e 25 H R
T 5 B SO B, 7 HE R B R AN R G B SRR, X A5 5 4
AR UE 8 SCRR AT 42 SO 32, DA 8 e R A, R Al



- 646 -

FPAEY R A SR 2 2021 4E 7 H4E 43 555 7] Chin J Phys Med Rehabil, July 2021, Vol. 43, No.7

AR IS TRE T B iy — AR R AT SCRR B R I,
BRIV R SRR T LAE S L R A B
SERPEGORE, SN A B E AR OFEAMF B—30
HRARMT ] FEACEE SRS OLAE ;T B It E A4 1 45 @

DRI LN X IR AL A 45 )8 P AN 48 AR ——45 5 PR A i b 0
] SPRESE NG T A RO,
75 SCHR BT

2 SEFSE A 5L SR A 38R U7 I 98 B0 1 ( physiotherapy
evidence database, PEDro) $E43th SChR ™ SEM 90 AR 00 &
BRI S P E . PEDro 32 AtAGAREE S 11 446 H L 11
AEHBR T RV, o — U T3, PEDro 157
10 43, 43539 10 43 (PEDro 34318 9~ 10 4340 g il 85 o ok,
THIITE 6~8 43 Ry Uik 7353 4~ 5 43 Ay v B I &k 5 75443 <4 4%
TR

L Gt

K RevMan 5.3 R4 2% B AF HEAT Meta 43 #7020 %
SL 1 BORER T BB 2% SN i b, A R0O0 B 4 4 L R A
{H F1 95% W] {5 X |f] (95% confidence interval,95% CI) , X i
P fL Y 81 22 (standardized mean differences, SMD) 7H B /N
AT 5T 0 AL AO AR A o A0 AR ST &5 SR 1) 1 55 PR R X R 56
BT (R K e R «=0.1) , AWM 25 & 12 & 2 HIWi g3t
SRR RN AR AS R e G2 v, R
IE G RN R HEAT Meta 43 BT 457 4% BIF 58 25 2R B A7 TR 42 117
ST DU B — 28 43 A S PR T A HE R I R S 5
MY 5, >R FHBE HLAON BB 1T Meta 23 87, B 2 19 I IR
S JOT P SR ST 20 3 B s RO 7 A 45 5 ik AT A L B AT
R E BT

# R

— SCHk IR 25 AN AWEFTRRAE

WK I SCHR 234 F 8T EndNoteX5 W SCHk A6 2% 5 4 81
ORI E S SO AR E] 170 5, WIFERE] 47 5, B4
JEASE] 17 R BN 6 R SOk HEAT R AT, 4 SIS
AT R AT 20 LA SR I AR S 4 SR LR 1

6 JRRFFT Y, 48Rk A% rTMS 55 {5038 A %ok L, BIF9E X 4
FEN B BEII R L2 A BIG T T, 1 AR B R 4
253~ 12 H | FIGAER 38.5~55.0 H (R, *TMS 16977 72
AR 4 JH RS 5 He (1 55) B 10 Hz (5 55) , 3 E N
80% ~ 110% , Ik ¥ KA 500 4~ (n=1) 8 1000 %] 1500 K (n=
5) , AR IR —B B X (5 ) K AMu ARt (1
R o WABEFE TR LR 1,

Std. Mean Difference

B BIRFRRIKEBARIIR (=234) -

MEDLINE (2= 50) « The Cochrane Library (n=13) «
EMbase (2= 18) . Web of Science (z = 149) .
CNKICz=6)+ VIP (n=3). WanFang Data (n=2)

[ |
v

| sEATaR (0= 10 |

B H AR TR
R (2= 2)

| msommmEns - |

ﬁH‘;ﬁ (n=34) :

o PRI (n=24)
o BIREBETFEIR
v (n=10)

| mmexsm -1 |

ﬁﬂ% (n= 7) H
. CRBERT AT
v BEMNIRE (0= 0
| arereatrosm -0 | | zwaseanm
v (n=3)
ANEEER Meta
) RIRR (o = 4)

1 SCHRGR Ve B 45

= ARSI BT TN

K BEA T IE R B E PEDro 343 v SC R 98 AR5
B BTERHEATIPAN . BIARY 6 e SCERTA 4 555 0 AT BEALXT IR
U5, 2 de R BT BENLAT IR, 21t 98 il RE i fi .
FLRSCHR 1T 25 SR L3R 2,

= Meta 53 Hr45 R

L. R BHG R « 53 AT 48 i 8 S TR SR 0T A B 8 0 4o 0 B
PR B VAS TR BUSE I AP IS N T 6 F SCHk , 4 RS Bt L
Il PRXT BRI 3 T VAS TN T B BE 40407 8 & 8232 «TMS IR
I T A 2 B YRR 1) O N L, BN SR R T W VA A A
TIEYTE S BV B R PEAL 25 AL, R A B AR ) S T M OR, T
Meta 537 5 FH BEALROR BT 4347, 45 2R R , 2 ARl i 25 5%
Giitef i L[ SMD=-0.74,95%CI( -2.41,0.93,P=0.39) ], i
TG R SRS SR yTMS v B B0 45 JR 5 1Y VAS P45 BRI
2,

2K EAR AR D1 TFZE > R T MeGill 95 ) 5 P4
B3 A8 232 TS JRYT 5 A 40 B M RO IO B S 0L, 45
B, 'TMS 1697 B B 40 BB ph 2R BRI R v BE A A, @
2 g2 SR Bk b TMS B & 9 MEP PEAf 5 BE 0 1 6 5
PR TS E B AR AR L, Jette 2T BUBF ST S5 SR A, RA
LT BB T R 4 e B3 2l X B, S 9 2H Y MEP 0% B2 38 1y
A M 22 R TG i 2# 8 L (P>0.05) .

Std. Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% ClI IV, Random, 95% CI

rmMs sham rTMS
_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
Defrin 2007 31 06 6 22 05 5 24.0%
Ju2017 352 0.1 17 518 0.78 15 26.7%
Nardone 2016 3.83 098 6 6.83 147 6 231%
Yilmaz 2014 55 3.47 9 55 2.61 7 26.3%
Total (95% CI) 38 33 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®*= 2.51; Chi*= 24.50, df= 3 (P < 0.0001); F= 88%
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