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i o BRI T B R R R 2 MR A A
57 A 50% ~ 60% 11 55 35 35t B AN [RI R 188 1Y) 32 3l ) R R ', ™
SO H R ARG R R R A T R 12 3 2 REVR S R M 22
B, ATk i 35 3 3 B BE R 52 e (1t O 28 i ol 5 2 14t P K
Y5, ITAESR, A BRIB] 40 il (interhemispheric inhibition , THI ) 5% %!
YE R i P 2 S D RE IR A2 0 B AL, 7 I A rh U S22 T
2O TE  THI (1 -7 B A Ry S5 3 D) BRI 2 (0 SR IR R 1
A SCEE A IR W SR, 0 THL BRI 7 vk 52 ) 2R LA K il
5 THI SRARHERGZE 5 38 B T RE IR & 14 AH SCH AR 55 I i 5 ik Jre
HEATERER , LU THI B FIlG IRIF R AR S %

THI f £ 3BAE R FANE 77 7%

THI 238 — M~ BR X 55 — D R = Bk 3k 7 ft
RN AR THI 368 3k J3F P v B et 22 2 Aok R 47 1 3k, ] il
P24 R 161 £ D) B AR P WS THI 23 5 45 2 11
M PR PR 28 5T I AT 9452 B)) B2 5T ( primary motor cortex,
M) Bt P v TR ok 22 ST JC S ik, DA TT 72 24 2 oK 1] fr) 460 ol 2
FA™ . S AT A Ay, THIT & 5 sk 8 4 ol 26 A B 1 i 4 Ok
Y RN R e S

1992 45, Ferbert % <R FH R XF Bk o 28 /51 g ) ¥4
(paired-pulse transcranial magnetic stimulation, pTMS ) #& JIl ]
THI GER TR ERE] R T 2% A M B 2R 2 Ab, 38 T AH BAL 2B 40
PERIE B BARBIRGIN T3 35 S, S8 A 5 1] — ) M1 e 1
SRR ( conditioning stimulus, CS) , & 4% X2 19 4 T84 [a] i bt ]
(inter-stimulus intervals,TSTs) , [f] 25—l M1 Jité Jin [ b 2 56 5] #
(test stimulus,TS) , 45 5 % 3, iZ M1z 3515 & HL A ( motor-evoked
potentials, MEP ) FH I HLITC A& R RN G, $27m HES Ay P
BT AEX RGN 7k R THT A3 i ARG CS BT 43 51 R 4.
f9 MEP 08 B P EDREA T . AR 1SIs KB B9[], THT 7]
3 R E VAR 309 2= 2R (8] $0 5 ( short latency interhemispheric inhibi-

tion , S-THI ) Rl P AR I R 1] 410031 ( long latency interhemispheric
inhibition, L-THI) , ISIs #£ 6 ms ~ 15 ms [X_[A] Jy S-IHI, 40 ms ~
50 msIX 8]y L-THIP! | & pTMS &b, THI i A 38 5 28k b i | 1
22 Fi % ) % (transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS ) 3£ 47 I &
ARTFE R, TMS FI M1 ] e B [l 0] 45 22 L P Wi 4 5 1 kS 4 L
FL T 3l , M TR S PR ) B 5 S (ipsilateral silent peri-
od, iSP) 2 | SEHEHFSE L iSP (43S0 8] 21 iSP 1 fa) UL Ha %
T A B B 40 R o T

FIAi, TMS 2R THT e DL ik . s, e Hoe
FEbR AT S WAL BRI SEAT 4l 40 R TMS 5 i L 1] ( electroen-
cephalography , EEG) 3t [7] I 15 19 2 BR [8] {5 5 1% 1% ( interhemi-
spheric signal propagation,ISP){f , ISP {& 1] &Lt TMS FTi & 1Y
P ISR i 2 B o) 6 0 2 B 1) 4% 338 195 DL, A7 W5 R
ISP {5 3% JH TMS Frilll 45 /) THI {5 SR PEAr e 2o, A
FHIIHERE LR (functional magnetic resonance imaging , fMRI) 2 3j
AEPEIL L0 4G (functional near-infrared spectroscopy, fNIRS ) %5
FEAAI 7 I AL FEEX (laterality index, LT) WUl AT 2 B2 15 ) 3%
T IATARE 0 AR BRI Ny, 3 e R AT /b dfE A2
TMS 175 & th 8 MEP (14 il 2 i 28 2 0 2 1 Il 2 2R 18] 2 A 119
XA B

IHI AR ERMERREH R ENEERNEZ —

MR A, AP s H & k4K L2713l - Murase
S BRI R IR, EE SRR THT £33 56 A R VR
T ARG 25 rp 2 G 3k A8 A0 7y ML A3 R Bkl 4 T, LA o 10 5 B
HEg 2 0a s R MEIEAI, MR BF5EHEAG ARS8, /)
Hi 2 v S A Xof £ A 199 THIT 328 B 91 25 30 ) 1 35 BHL1- 28
M2 sl > PR T THD AR B A v S TH (9 7
AT, T8 AR - R Y B B0 A 1 AR, T et 0] 2 35K 1 410 o
Dol /b | S A~ 3R A 4 AT PRSI, X R0 > BR B 40 o e 5 A
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TiBHAS 1738 S hBERI R > 7 . —T meta 43T SR, I 245 PG
SRR 1 24 1 I S BRI, LR >4 K (1% 2 A 1 5 i B X R
ML, 2RI G2 L (P>0.05) "

5T, THT K A7 B E sl hREK E M EE W K 2

— 5] Berenguer! " S5 A RIFST 2 B, 0 E A v BB fd R
ZARE P2 BR LA PE A KT FRFE B G122 22 5% (P>0.05) ,

T 2 i A v R 2 T 2 RS 1 ) AN B R 3 B 2 R T
BRI R RME R 221 (P<0.05) IR 25 AR, 21 Bk
PR 5 PR 5 Rt i SR AT I P AR A 56 . Du & (R AF 5
WA, B M1 YR R A v 5 s sh R R IE A G, BT
BB, DR AR M1 IR S s sh B R R
IEARSG, LiRRFFT R0 s R M1 Y244 P sl 3 il e M1
B LA AR AN AT &Y TE LS5 A3 3 90 4% 322 9 A 24 K 1] 2
AT REF B T A 5 12 sh D BE R A

NZEE g THI R ER 2 E &

— AR A X THT 2R A5 )52 M)

Borojerdi %1% BT 5T K B, B2 0T I 2 v 8 3 B8 00X f )
1Y) THI 5 i Fe AAH I, T B BT 31 B 00T W2 i iy s 3 R A
XA ) THT B3 80055 . Shimizu 5517 (B8 & 3L, K TR A
ARl 28 TMS IR M1 J5 A B iSP T R BT T il 4 v 22
TMS IR M1 5 A] G 2 B 8 f) iSP, AT I, 5
I LR SRR T R XA < ivas B ST e RPN A N S =95 2N
ZERAT , 3K FT RE AR AR 40 B BT M2 AR THL SR IR Y
SR

Lewis %51 (BT & B, felt 5 32 1% — 483 4 J& L ( abduc-
tor pollicus brevis, APB) Wt st , H: X0 o [] 400 242 Bk 7 THI 528 i
SASITREER | EX 0 22 3Rk Ay D0 At Bk i TSR 5 i B 2 v £ A AR
WX THL AR 5Z A0 APB WO 1 52 M, {537 FR AN 22 B2 15
SARFAIRIG I, B 5 R el BRI A A L SRR A BRI
A RN (RN Y THI B3R

T WA R RR X THI 2% 5 )5 i

Takechi 21 BIRFFE S B0, 0 2030 Je o T Ml 24 v 8 o fk
MXE B THI 258458 JF-5 Hoz sh P RE 2 AC, B IHL 2%
R 2 B R 199 A < T T 085S, I IR AR T 1 AR JE KA E
W o Xu S50 BT A T R A 2538, SR 2ok 1
JiAe e R FEas Sl A I Y THT IE 3, W18 M i 2 rp g g 78
EER I THT MBS, ZATIRUCH , BRIE] 2 A5 A 2
BHYIREIREA RWIRE iR E S B4R, XTFAF
Ji ZE g R THT Fs2ma , B AT A7 AR il X SR R T
THI AR5 28 A3 H B A A A0 T T3 T Be R TR %

= A AR A AR BT THI 26 A5 (1) 52 1

AW AR I TR B A h B o B el 3 i
IFY TH 55 5 %3 o 8 5F 8 3, B A e, 00 3] JR A9 THI
g 22 2014 4F Di % BT OO0 A B A 4
PR B B e Ak A 2R R TG 25 o )5 2 Bh T RE VK &2 ; &5
LR B AR, SR B 5 A5 S 40 4 7™ L, O I 00 2 33k B A5 AR
AR SO 3R B il AT R T2 2K & . Lin 550 i — 4
MIBFER & B, LA B Fugl-Meyer PR R ( Fugl-Meyer Assess-
ment, FMA ) 43 73yl F A8, 7532 1 F B8 B2 1) S0 8 o, A )
FEM ML X1 THL 5 b RGOS 33 RE 5 A ; 11 76 32 B A B

B ) 2 A THT 5 F Bz 3h T 8 A G,
VL EWFSE A | a4 oF THI 595k ik & ik 2 7 )5 iz sh 2
ReMRYY FEOTBEEE TR PR B,

Y 2545t THI A2

L-THI A1 iSP J& 1 v-2Z3E T R (y-aminobutyric acid, GABA)
B ARG, 1 S-THI AT BEARHE T GABA-A 324> DX 1 BH
BUEh GABA 251 THI 484k, Hui %™ R EEG &
THEFEZRAE 2 FIERAESESS AR AR IF AR
WriT B 2 R AT L S H g 3h R ISP B AR b, 25 R R 7E
GABA-B Z R ah S E T, ISP 8 38 B AR, 2 1 4K
SYHEINT THI, T HC b e 22388 T ( 22 EL T RE L £ R ARLAL i N 4 2
FRGE ) 245t ISP A 80, Trlbacher %5 B 58 iF— 25 W,
B S-THL JE 8 8 /R, (B AT #8958 L-THI; T GABA-A 3Z{k
BN FANBR K s TR L-THI, BN S-THT %A 52, 304 I R
WG R IR, Wi A rp 2 IR FH R SR e ] S 3 175 k8 2l B iz
BT RERERS iS5 R, L-THI 0911 55 542 30 U e e i A7 7 —
ERHICEEDY ) siise BoR AR 8 — 8, U E R
WL BN ( GABA A2 ARl 5] ) w2 Xof A5 B J&] Pl IX et 22
W3 O R ot 351 ISV [ R A o 11 P B = R w875 )] 5
PR, HEAT THI PR35 B R 78537 FEAR C 250 THT A9 52,

= THI AR

BT THIAERD 3958 802 B0 Jz 5T 0 2%y P sl i i gl iz
Bl Bz B0 24 MR T AT Bl 2 E R BRI R A 3 Mk 2 v
JEHIIE SR Y B 2 Ay I A iR (' non-invasive brain
stimulation , NIBS ) FIA Il i il 3% ( invasive brain stimulation, IBS)
Hi RS, (brain-computer interface, BCI) HL#F AYIZE KU I 25
B9 BOTUNZRAN 2 55 T s, T 3@ i 4% THI 2R AR 42 it i
A S IE SN RERITRE .

— NIBS JJ##% IHI fF5T

NIBS BA 244 Joii  To I R VE R (B AT 32 S5 05, EE
22 150 3% ( repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation, rTMS ) Fl
2 %1 B i H I ( transcranial direct current stimulation, tDCS) /F
Sk NIBS e FHI B R LA | X 25038 i 4 v 5 32 36 ) 58 R 15 1t
R,

*TMS FI FH K b 32 4 FE T R, w0 g Joi ol 25 4 e ™= 2= B
VERLAE, TR i i 9 A3 A b 2 LG 328 — A hy, il
P 'TMS (=5 Hz) i S0 M1 0 2% A7 P4 SR A ' TMS
(<1 Hz) Tl M1 02575 36 R F e b s 2 2h T ag i
PR R AR WA S THT B S 45 535 M %, Du
24500 YE B RIS v m A 4L 10 Hz B9 ¢ TMS 7R T 58
) M1 ARALELSE T 1 Hz B9 TMS A8 A0 M1, 36975 X #i
21 1 32 ST B I Bt 1 O 24 S O T BORI AL, BR T s
JR Bt 22 G B A, ' TMS 16 BT 58 3 5% W THI SR AR #5283l D) g ik
5. Avenanti %V BFSE KB, IR AL 10 SARA fTMS JRY7
Jei, FLAED M1 5 B2 B0 B ( resting motor threshold , RMT) |
AN A RMT B HC A 3] 260 fr) iSPAH 488 B B A 25 8 3 ele
LN IZ PSR R BT Y TMS AT 20 -2 Ry R 2 3E THL (1
P, B iSP (9 48 46w DL S0 i3 2l 2) 58 1) 203, Takeuchi
SES RS R R, 28 1 Ha (9 0 TMS T 1S, TMS 41k %5 iR
FEAEM M1 B9 MEP {5 1 14 00 21 2N iSP Y 7 25 1] [ 1 2 2%
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PR , BIZ ZhThRER i 5 iSP SR i [H] % 45 4 b
FHK,

tDCS 2 A [RIRR P 0 PR AR TSk e SR AT 378 5 B A Ao
ZHR MG TR E AL, PR ©DCS A 355 LAk 7= A %
wfEH, B (DCS W0 A7 SR AL = A I F 2 e A
2t vl i THT PP, Kuo 55 AOFSE & 3R, T Stk J o
A B 18 B2 XU (DCS FIUR , FLE M1 i MEP il
A3 A iSP I [ 4 4. 35 08 T {B0R) 2, 12 45 SR 3R W1, LA
tDCS AR LAY B BT 24 1, i AR $E G 27 o THI -
5, Bolognini 25 Ay HIF 58 W] % 3, U (DCS 53 3 3z 3y
1% (constraint-induced movement therapy , CIMT) #H 45 & 7] i & 2L
FB v A T B 0 F RGOS SRR, BAYT S, R AR M1
f1%5 MEP 35 i 52 25 3580, MR 000 3 £E 00~ B ) THI DU S8 25 0 553
HIZWR A S e ph 2 A B A AR T R S T G2 3 T g iy
BRI,

- IBS A% THI HF5Y

IBS W] 3 2 Y3 A% 2 Jy ok sl A FE A 55 1 %o A it 267 97
7 A SRR M2 T TR E R P I A RS NIBS AR
b, KRR B BRSO XU K, H T IBS fE kA
JRIZEH I REWE 5K EEE R TR . Cheng 5 1
JHOGEHAZ E PR PR A A rh /N BB M1 DX FIR AL 52 41 il
i %5 1 2( channelrhodopsin-2, ChR2) FJ#H 2270, 45 S & B %7
RIS /N BUBSEZ SO RE R . Barry 2515 1 HL i)
AR B B — M M1 X, 5% L7108 B 1% A ] 3R Theta
T EEHI (intermittent theta burst stimulation, iTBS) , 45 % & #i,
FL SR ) T X0 ML DX A Bl 22 TT 1Y 2% A 1 5 o A K 5
T XU AL AMIf THI, Boddington 2557 4 Ha B AR AR 45 1 5
10 d R B By M1, 28 )5 o i 47 I 5 BE 19 iTBS, 45 R L 3,
ITBSAIJEHEf A 15 10 d KEUZ SIIREMIR A, HAR R 5
SR B AT PE R A G, R RS R B A S 4R AU
PR SR F ISR I 22T, 38 220 A1 38 2 Bk ) 28 T ke 4 v
W2 5 B B U REIR

= BCIJ#% THI B WF5E

BCI FARIEANG KR 5 4 48 BLERAT 4 4 A J0 5 D 3 JB
SRIE R A 2205 Bl BBt 2 R T o S A R 3k B 4 ok O
55 RE AT\ B AP . Yuan %57 OBFSE & B, I
A B 22 20 YR BCTYIZRJG , FMA 143 BN LI(T 45 Z5(MRT)
FIRESE Iz 2l X 2 BR8] 1 D RE % H2 (#2825 MRI) BL20 PR YT T
)8 003% . Ramos-Murguialday %54 5 B 12 P I A< P &
32 534 BCLINZRA (X504 ) Fiz sh DI Re Il 2R (XTI 4L
SOREM, NGRS e B E 3l i By LA W 8m, B S
HEBIRerE R EAHG, LIRS ERM, BCI I AT {2 i
JiE A R B TIRER IR, T BCT BTG Y7 AL T B 5 42 ik i2
BIAH DG DX 2 BRIA] 0 22 i FI D) BE B 2 A K

PO R ML AV ZR s THE IFST

J S AL AT £ 4t v i B | T o A Y I R, FE X R AT
RARSIVEDI SRS, AT RSN R A 28, 18 AR IR 12 3l X il
TV BR8] 2 7 ok A 3E K 2 BB A EE BB Calabro 41
BOBFFT R W, 4L 8 A i T BE E HL % AU 25 ( Amadeo™ hand
training, AHT) FJ {8 3 et 18 Pk 401 25 v /8 38 19 T oh sk i R 14,
L 2 BR VAR A A% A B0 4l ( short-latency afferent inhibition,

SAT) BB 17 72 B2 4 T8 80T B & I 2% ( conventional hand
training, CHT) , Pellegrino 212 (A1 27 45 S 1 7%, 18 1 300 M
AR T B2 12 AR LS AR E DIZRE , H FMA T4
TRz s B T B2 IRYT T B ok, B E 3hTh Ak
AIECE SRS EEG s i B B B v 2 BR8] 9 SR B T
(primary sensory area,S1) (IR HIAHC, DL L BF5E 45 5L 0EB , B
B LA AR T2 ik 2 v s 21 BRI R A5 i R, 3 R4
R e Fis sl R ] AR BT 2 0 B A L v SR
FR] 9328 B U ZR T AR E R A0 3R 4 T AR A O

L BN SR THI RS

XI5 P 00 P i F 2L [R] B 23 F A 748 4T 55 i At
3%, Stinear 55 B ML A< o R 2 32 9 B AL 43 S XF BR 4 A
B, X R AT 5 AT T 00 B GE Zh i gk e 2 A
MRS ETFIIZRRTHEAT 10~ 15 min B9 E 95 sh U0 shil g, +
W1ANAE, RS DRI Z 0T X4, Stoykov
AU T I, SN ZR)E i 6 JRBE T, B S0 isp
FBZ ST e R A I 25 8.3 3% . Cunningham 251 o T
XA %5340 42 5] 750 Ty B 4 H ) 38 ( contralaterally controlled func-
tional electrical stimulation, CCFES) 150l Ji&] FE] 24 #f 22 WL A H, 3]
¥ ( cyclic neuromuscular electrical stimulation, cNMES ) fY #1 28 A=
PR, G5 R A, 5 cNMES #H H., CCFES 597 J5 800 5 {4
fY iSP S8 S, I AR WU CCFES TR Y7 R 9 4% il %F
SRR i R ) SRR B2 TR is B il . bRk R
W, U0 1 iz sl i 251 B B HGE B D fE 1) IRl B 38 BT 42 ik
i v 28 25 T K THIT (9 1E 8 4K

7S R AE HL IS

BT AR B A R RE A 40 BIG T , 7T LAIE A B3R AR B 14 7
PRI PRI ZE R S . Yang S5 IOBFSE R B, 4T RIAIT
J& R IR A M1 g MEP & 2 F [ A2 M1 (9 MEP &
T, WA S 2200 M1 R THL D) 5 350885, Liu 250 52
2 HzAL BT VR F T A R BRI Sk e 25 10 7 ORI R O, 85 R R
W, AR AT DL I A oK s sh T g R #E T i b s
PERE KA IR, L BRI RW B R AR R AR SR YT N
R A RO FEAARAIL I T R o R 2 R S 2
I THI A M1 %A PR BAT7 AR

£ A

b B ST 25936 77 0 AT 3@ o 98 57 THI Sk fd i
A iz ST REMR R . Tian 25 BOBFFEXT 29 HfdRE 234 % i
77 3%ESE 3 d BENUGT /i R0 DI 2% AR By Ul 2R RNl
i, a5 R, GARBLOT N ZRxd THI /52 e O T AR 845 1
S, i L I R S L A~ B D) 25400 o D) 48 25 O T G A
PrNGR R AR B I 2 . — 350K BB T3 Mg 2 m A5 A8 1 F 50
B0 AR A S AN PO GABA-A 382 70 i S e ) £t
AR BR , T Wk 2 T8 I AR N i AL 1932 s D g, LA 2 3k
AN B ] 5552 B P B A BGE B G

BHEERE

THI SR A7 2 BELAR I 4 v 5 32 S T RE IR 52 117 SRR PR 3, THT 2k
i — 7T 38 5 TMS JEAT A, 3T 4F SR B 5T B R, EEG  fMRI,
ENIRS S5 A 7T Jsz e = BR (7] 1) A S5, X R &b T i 26 0 J5
TMS ¥ELLiFE & MEP 8L
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TSR THI B At 12 21 D) BE PRS2 i A v B A
T B BR T 22 By NIBS I IBS A, IR BLEE T L A
Y5 UM ZRFNET F S5 n] 38 5 I 45 THI 2 Al e e i 4 vh
iz B UIfE

IR, P45 THT BOAR SCBOR A SERE A )y | HLIRl— WP
HRAEAE AL S5 AN R st AN [R) i 2 r 3802 AN [ 463 40 i JE el A )
SRR ] A R BE 1) BB, o LT A R P B A i, T RE AR
AFHRAGTFRCR . AR RIFFE N FEFZ IR THL B R, JFAR 5
THT BT IR Y7 RS 1 R ; [F]i 0] R RAEA 2 b iy R
GEVEWTFE , HE— L WA R THT B RO0T %, 380 A AR R
T B ORISR SRS DA A 23 K R T2 v ) R B
I THIAERY H i T 4540 D) R 2 A S5 i AN T , ARk AT
ST SRS THI AR Y )38 P 0 LOKS v AL RS (A, AT
i R PR EE 3 2 v JE A a2 Bl R

& % x #t
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