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[WE] B SN E S 2SR (rTMS) 3G DhBet: f i (FES ) X I A ik & 191 T D i b i
BETIREREMITA. Ak BN A )5 TR B3 60 ], 3 ENLECT ol 22 A 4 (TS
2R FES 2, BB 20 6], 3 48 B2 W HURR B8 9T ' TMS 204 5 LR B 1R YT 09 SE Al b 54 in IR 45
tMRIAYT B H 1K, 8K 30 min, BJEIEIT 6 d,2 A 1 7R, FES 4U7EH HLRE Z 18T I BEal 3% i FES
YRYT, B H 1K, BK 20 min, BENAYT 6 d,2 N 1 A7, BCA TR H HURE A 6T B LA _E 34 IR «TMS
FFES BEGIRYT . FIRITHIRNATT 2 AP RS (VRTT I ) X 3 20 fB 8 R AT 48 ol i R A2 375 & Wi o7 ( TMS-
MEP ) ¥ LA K 48 58 T 805 ZhBE ( TAM) I Fugl-Meyer PF5E 356 (FMA) Bi P30 V4G, £ R BI7)E B
B4R 'TMS 41 TMS-MEP ) 38 I S22 5% 4 NG T I, 22 3B St 2¢ 3 L (P<0.05) . 6¥7 )R, BA 4
TMS-MEP 3% 0E 4 (0.73+0.15) mV, i & 58 T FES 41f1 +TMS 4, 22 R H G il 252 L (P<0.05) , JAIT)E,3
R FMA 4R TAM PR 250 4] IR T I 5 238 , 2 R34 G124 L (P<0.05) , HIBRA 4iAI7 R

B FMA 37450 F1 TAM 743 B S48 T vTMS 2 M1 FES 4HiR¥7 )G, Z R A NS #E L (P<0.05) . &i¢ K4
TMSEE S FES V&7 A A R GE g A8 0 G sh B, I B4R = R IR 45 ThRE

(KEIA]  (RMR AT 28 iRl s DRETE R
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UEAER W2 AR S f T NS B Y I 2 — , L3
BRI AT T TR S A R B, 9L R A b R
HAAEFIIRERET - B 00 B 10 BB A2 15 1 Bl (activities of
daily living, ADL) §E 5112, #FFEUESE, IZE UG58 12 ARG 5 =&
F I REHE S MR AR TR 67 ) R 5T H A B 1 B S AT
SRR FH TR IRE T HE

T A 25 PRG35 repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation,
‘TMS) & — Rl AR AR AR 0 ik R R R B E iz s A T
AR R A oh R T IREREE R T Ak e
(functional electrical stimulation, FES) J& k&~ & H 8 FIAYT
T3k, FERT AR i e, SR 2 B 3l 2 A ok 0 ko & T
FEURRIIEES . H R, AP R 7R M A T R Rk
A IS IR TRA YT Jr 2t (R g LI RRAF 72 B IE Y7 40
ASHEFE R IS rTMS i1 FES 864 x i A v 2 30 T 2y fig e i
B R T-IREHEAT T, U T BT AL

iz FIRE

AR OFF A AR B 2R SR F 4 ST I R
225 TN AR 12 T 32 55 2019) IS AT T | O 28 3k /42,
JiE CT 83k it L3R AR A2 M 2 v S8 2510 Q2 & , IF
23 I PRITAS IAEAE AR R 1 T D R e A% @ 2 >3 A
@EH BRIRE A ARIETAR ; ©JCIA KN ) BE R VA 8 B A% |
%8 J15: 7% (mini-mental state examination, MMSE) >17 2+, ©
BB R,

HEBRFRUE . O 1E AR, o 7 1 il 7 v gl 4k & i A
R QRN L Ji TR A ] L o 42 88 405 8 J) L 25 A D BE 1
PR R B SR @F O i I SRR ; Ok
WA DRSS  FRAA Y85 B B ARG,

I 2019 4E 9 A & 2020 4E 11 H i iURHE K2 MR R A6
B BB RO AT A B IR AR I I A P S T T AR L RS
R 60 ] Fe BEALECT IR NG H Ay WA 4L ' TMS 20 FES 41,
R R 20 B, AT IR B DUR 2 B IR A 5 B = 2446
P A2 F A E (S 20190724) ,3 4H B # (9PE ) 4R

"ESTE U ST H BRI A TR e PR VE R 5 T T, 411
R ZE RG24 E L (P>0.05) , AR ik, L3R 1,
F1 3HBERTH
- FERTCBD AR TR R
415 e % (% zes) (d,525) e T L
E;‘éﬁ‘?ﬂ 20 16 4 52.55+8.01 113.30+23.58 16 4
TMS 2H 20 12 8 54.90+11.67 109.75+13.47 13 7
FES 2 20 13 7 57.95+10.54 109.95+12.89 12 8
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3 A RS W LR SIR YT TMS LA LR SR 97 /Y
Sehh FHEIEAR eMRIJAYT, FES 4176 % LR &2 1897 (1 LAt [
AR IAYT IR AT A, 24T FES JRYT, BG4 & MR IR YT
9 RERH LSRR rTMS A1 FES BE3HAYT

LA MURESIRTT R IR i o LTI BB IR YT T %8, 1
FEPR AL EHA , ADL RE 1 UIZR AL ZE R BFIE A48 B A5, #H0
FESIETT R H 1R, BRI 60 min, BYIZ: 6 d,2 J 14>
JrRE EERTT 2 TR

2B TS 5TT < >R TG 507 1 41 Y ( Magneuro 60 1)
XHEMEER M1 X AT AR TMS, JIZE R N 9 em Arif (R 1
Lhlel BRI 1.5 T, R Sl 110% 12 3l B (L, 003
N 1 Hz, BRIAST Bk 1800 YRIELEHIRL, IRMT +TMS JRYT
BEH 1Y ERIR 30 min, BEJEIGYT 6 d,2 Ji D 1 A7 R, LR
72 TRE,

3.FES JA7 : &7 LT-5000 SERIES HUZE & W HIATT
A, B 3 FFHLHZ (6.0 emX5.5 em) 43 55l B TR0 i 1< L F8
HVURRAS R LAY 2 B 55 L, LU BUAE L Bl VR H b, 840 TR
LN G roNINA L € P O o Bt W i BU R = S5 X N 7
USR5 T AR TR O 4 0 5 5 S i 25 s A AR AT
S, SRS B O B, B Ry 5, R T
Fl 2 10~ 100 Hz, Bk 594 45 1 Bl 10~ 100 ms , 383/ 187 L EL 355
TN 1 1~1: 3, PTH PRI VLR 1~2 s, it o B a5
JUHEN 10 ~ 100 mA, L 30 30 5 AR 3 ATt 52 d5 R 5k B Ol v
FES &7 R H 13K, 8K 20 min, BJHRY7 6 d,2 AN 1 7R

= TRV E B bR

TIRITHIFNGST 2 NP RS (IRIT 5 ) th A2 1 —
ZARITIRTERCE RS T X 3 21 AR R AT 28 Pl i ) s 315 %
Hi fi ( transcranial magnetic stimulation-motor evoked potential
TMS-MEP ) ¥ 9 UL K 48 & 3 336 36 BE (total active motion,
TAM) F1 Fugl-Meyer 115 3% ( Fugl-Meyer assessment , FMA ) Jii
TR PPAL L 05 3 B E IR R R O ko K OB
O PR Z AR RO

1. TMS-MEP #i . 5% Fi 7 507 Magneuro 60 T il i,
LB R 3R A R AL, R £k Bl v B T Cz X, DL AN
SN R SRR, I E B 3 K i, RIS R R
TR ORI bR, TP AN R B B A PRI O, it i
E AR VRN DR e SVAST YR p I IR

2. F48 B F 16 3 (total active motion, TAM ) FEAEDT
TAM R A 1975 4 3€ [ FAM B2 S HERE Y TAM R G0
ik, BRI B s G R AR 5T (1 E 3 i 30
JE R A B B R AR BE SRS THSE TAM (B, TAM = (I 45 48 )
FARAI EBE S S ) - (s e ME R R ES)
FEIS A R ) o TAM IEF{E 2 2700, HFE 45 R0l 4 4
G0, TAM {H K Tl i 90% R, i 4 435 TAM {8 K T { il
9 75% N K30 3 533 TAM {H R T M A9 50% A AT, 40 2 73
TAM {E/N T 509% 2% ic 1 45,

3. Fugl-Meyer ¥ it % ( Fugl-Meyer assessment, FMA ) J§i il
T AL Fugl-Meyer W5E B2 FP A TH038 43, B
PR h SR M B s 1 | 48 ) Je i T4 3 [R) o Jre R T 45 4 4
J1, A2 A5 H L BA S BRIESERAE LR 0 53 1 58 2 ),

SOTME N 24 9%

M geiteE ik

{EHH SPSS 26.0 RRZE Xt BT A Bedle BE A7 e 324 7 M ik
T IHEBORER T (x2s) o, T RO 2 B0 &
Ti 2550, L BOCR B R 3R 7 22 40 M7, 0 — 20 P LR
Bonferroni #:56 . R A X K86, DL P<0.05h2Z 5 B
Gt L,

% &

— 3 Y BEIRITHI JF TMS-MEP HA

TRYTHT,3 4 TMS-MEP (i RV R i 20 1] Le At 22 5%
WG E L (P>0.05), (Y75, BG4 H1 v TMS 41 TMS-
MEP f495% Wi 58 25 58 T2 MR YT A, 26 F 1A Jiit = i L (P<
0.05) , 1M FES 20 TMS-MEP By 5 5 20 NIRYTHT LR, 2 R L4
IR SL(P>0.05) . IBIT)E, BCA 41 TMS-MEP #1935 i i 35 58
F FES A1 TMS 4, 2 R A G it & L (P<0.05), PE L
2,

T 3 HBERITHT JG FMA R4 A TAM 1745 A

TRYTHT,3 48 1Y FMA PE53F0 TAM P34 1R Hh R, 22 5%
BIRGH# L (P>0.05), 1RI7)5,3 HEE MW FMA P45 Al
TAM PFA- B NIRIT R B 00, 2 F A ST R L (P<
0.05) , HEEA4HIATT )G I FMA PE43F1 TAM 343 B 8 A FrTMS
R FES 43097 )5, 25 A BG4 L (P<0.05) 71 ILF%E 2.

FR2 3HBFWBITHET S TMS-MEP FMA $E43F1 TAM TE43

HL#E (7£5)

, TMS-MEP MA T4y TAM 14
A BiEx BRI (ms)  BEIR (mV) H\/I(A/)gﬁ lA(N;gﬁ
A
BITRT 20 2426336 0.51x0.15  9.95+3.82  0.900.53
WITE 20 24.60£2.42  0.73x0.15  17.70£1.81*  2.20+0.83"
‘TMS 41
WBITHT 20 24.59£2.88  0.49+0.11  10.15%£3.12  1.05+0.39
WBITIE 20 25.15£2.29  0.63x0.10° 14.90+2.02" 1.55+0.82%
FES 4
BITHT 20 23.47£322  0.53x0.12  10.05£3.27  1.05x0.51
BITIE 20 25.38+2.26  0.60+0.08*" 14.25+2.63" 1.50+0.76°

S PIRITRT AL, " P<0.05 ; S BA 41IRYT )5 L, P P<0.05

= ARG
3 AUBRE TP BRI B k2 SR B R
SEAR ROV,

15 B

AWFFREE R BN 2T HRER IR (LA E 35 R4 «TMS
1 FES BRAIRYT 2 Ir RHAYT )R A 4L TMS-MEP 1195 18 |
TAM PF43F1 FMA V5334 5 200 F 240 YR Y7 10 A TS 41 LA
FES R¥7 )5 , ZERBA G #E L (P<0.05) , ARAF5T L5 R4
7, 'TMS BX4 FES YA 77 78 25038 i A Pk &2 0 58 8 7350 2 i
I R SETER GHE FE DI RER . L AOR B, B4l (TS
IBIT R FES JRIT A L

rTMS YEYT IR A Az 3l [ A5 1 BRIS 35 ik 6 T 0 0 A i 2 Bk
B S A I A U5 A2 mp 2 7 081 Bk B S5 I 4% P 5 | S 45 4
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FNDIREAE AL, 9 5] e J5t 3 P B 3R 90 118 3% 3l AP A, i T
BT RS BE R AT TMS 1T 300 s A R i 2 Bk ) 12
Bl R B SA P A 4 R R0 DR R b BR > 1, HZE R AT 4L
B INSZSE N MEP {9 41 8 | e 26 3¢ BL A 0 72 3l D e
PR FES AR RS R F bl 28 40 M 1 Fl 24 Ay A1
R AR T R AL, RETE R oC E P A s Rz
T FES P A i) g A B 5 F AR AR BRI 7 A 1 sh VR rL Ao
— A, FES A DLk A TR SN iR, 7 A —> 15 A SR
R R A B A F S, — AR A Bl 28 b Bl 7 A A L L PR W 3R
PHESNECR . FES AUAT LU 30615 R 5 A A B2 ik
SA 432 ) S A5 RIS 12 3 i B AL, e o 1 B PLLT 462 1
1A 2RISR VLT 4 R H09% 55 58 7, A5 T i T i 1% A pi
ZAG NAERERK NN 7EABELL FACE (i DR d Ay 15
A ARNS ) TS J& TR, BT L 58 A o i X g o
P DI 14l 28 T S 4 B AR T MK T FES J& T80 A
T, A TR AU SR, Bt 2 v i, T DGR 22 T S
‘TMS #1 FES FHBTAH AL, BAHAN T, PTAT A fe s Dh e IR & .

TMS-MEP J& 1 F Wil 4712 20 4% 558 6 56 5 7 1Y — 0T
HAR HAR FIALN Ao foik b i 57505 B 5 v ] b 22 50 7 A 8y v Wit
ST BB B4 TT, Je IR 77— RN XA PR 2 1 5 LA
(excitatory postsynaptic potential, EPSP)®'7! i #6 nh3fi i il i
Sk AT U IE A2 T L, TMS-MEP I i )52 e K fi J J5t 45 4
PRI DLAFHES S ARBF 5 P IR 4L HE 3 TMS-MEP I8 I W &
F TLNIRITRTA TMS 2K FES 2HIGY7 IS , X 3Ll ¢ TMS Fil
FES A0 1T S A 0 512 1o S8 3 A0 O DMl 2 R 1) i J2 2%
P, U A R ORI BR M AR ZS , SR A2 HENREIR A,

AIFFIAFAEWE Z AL, G35 OARPF AN A T K5 3
A H G B2 TS 3 T D RE R AT A, R X S P S Ak A
T B PR T T RO s QAR S REAS S e/ WF 9 I T
AR 8 AT I B 17 5 P B9 A5 BRI, A Be 51 D hg
34 (functional magnetic resonance imaging , fMRI) 7E A £
fabn, IO Jr . EAG, AR «TMS 3697 N2 2 Bg
B AIARSCRIF SR, LA A A TR A K A S5 B2 e h i —
oEak,
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