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[ Abstract)

nerve stimulation (TENS) on somatosensory evoked potential ( SEPs) of stroke patients.

Objective  To compare the effects of two stimulating methods with transcutaneous electrical

Methods
stroke patients were randomly divided into two groups (groups A and B). The patients in group A received TENS

Fourteen

treatment on both upper and lower limbs of the affected side for 45min, and the patients in group B received TENS
treatment on the affected upper limb only for 45min. SEPs was examined before and after TENS treatment. The am-
plitude and latency of N9 and N20 of the upper limbs for subjects in the group A, as well as N9 and P40 of the low-
Results
(ICCs) were between 0.9006 ~ 1.0000, but method of stimulation in the group B was better than that in group A.

er limbs for subjects in the group B, were recorded respectively. The interclass correlation coefficient

No significant changes were found in the amplitude and latency of N9 and N20 in both groups before treatment.
However, there was significant difference between groups after treatment. Conclusion Both methods of stimula-
tion with TENS are reliable when they were used, as evaluated by means of SEP, but group B showed to be more
sensitive to the stimulation.
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