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FEEN TR B AE SR IBAE IR TT H HY AL A
PAE

RIBAE (aphasia) TR AN B FHIE T D REM Z a2k,
2 il A o B =4 22— T4 BRI S8 ORI AR I ST Ok
BT, AL 8 BE A TR A R IR 28 i 1) — T e 300 417
FRi2Y . 25Uk ( ranscranial magnetic stimulation, TMS ) 145
F51 B 37 H 31 8% ( transcranial direct current stimulation, tDCS) J& T
10 AAER P 5 1 2 35T 4= A 3 0H R (noninvasive
brain stimulation, NBS) , [& H: v LA 1 550300 11 K Mg B 5T 1) 2%
P, E 800 T4 R D BERE AT A6 YT . BORBZ AT 5T
F W, 3X 2 AR AR R 7T S ik 2 v 2% TE A R R
HBNAYT o A SCHHAE R IRAETR YT AOAE FIALR SR, AT A 5%
ZERUE

M SCH

FR42 N o R s R T 2R TR R BR 2 R B R

— TMS 75K TEAE RS 1 B I H]

(—) TMS X} i 4 BRI

Naeser 2531 5% ] 1 Hz BT (AU A ) 52 2 P R
(repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation, rTMS) J7 % H 3 6 ]
P R R Y O B RE BB B A ] Broca X XF W X HT HK, BN
Brodmann 45 X 9% T [8] = ff1 %8 ( pars triangularis, BA 45 [X)
10 min, J1 358 B2 O fg U B 0K 2 375 & HL AL B {E (- motor
threshold, MT) ) 90% , WL [ 3 €] J1- iy 44 R J3 Al iy 44 S 6}
PRI ZIRN . 2551 o RS B8 5 R T R i 44 Be ) i 35 4R
1o, i 44 SOV I S 35 40 85 A S, IR 1 Hz B9 TS JiEG% 6 4l
BE AT Broca X XF . X 5 #E, Bl Brodmann 44 X %7 T [5] 5
=B ( parsopercularis , BA 44 [X) , BENE R a2 R 55, )
JOE I RE 7 B Z20 5800 B 9T (4 B A I, Naeser /N SRS
T TMS B R IEAE 8 5 A 44 BE 1 R 82200, L fiTR Al 1 Hz
1) 'TMS S5 23R 4 190 7 M0 i AR 38 I I i ) 28 2 o A8 2 1Y
£ Broca X %5 X ET#E( BA 45 X)), £ ¥K 20 min, £ 5 %,
Fpge 2 J 435I TRITRT JRIT S 2 2 AT RS AR
-1 iy 4% I 56; ( Boston naming test, BNT) O 452 Wtk g 1
JEFRE A (Boston diagnostic aphasia examination, BDAE ) [ i 44 43
WHEATVEM . 459 Won 3552 «TMS 16975 2 AR 2 4~ A Br g
SRF I R fn 44 BB ) B B GE | O Hoaw 4% KON N 46 8,8 S H
JEATAT B A RO TERR 28

Barwood 45 (RS Sy b R 45 SR AL T A R4 IE 4
SR FRUE 5 B 12 B F2 2 ~ 10 4R8P 2R 1 AE 28 25 B
Bl 6 B2 EAR (IR 72 ) A 6 11432 (BRI (X BREH)
VAT 4 B F A A Broca X X)W X HiHE ( BA 45 X)) 4% 1 Hz )
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(TMS, & H 20 min, 3t 10 d; X} R4 FAMNE S & — R JE B IE
S A 2 VB < 3 TR AR A, RUSORT 1 R AR EE 2 AN A
1T BNT #1 BDAE A4 B e, 2 ™ H SR ER, IRIT4Ln

AT A4 ERR R AR R, SO I S AL, TN B2 RS e A
.

FEAR P 18 A T B R T S8 3 2 32 AT v TS TR A
BR8] = A3 (BA 45 [X) #F435Z 2% . Martin %5 (9 8F 58,2
g R Y S TR R S AR vy TMS X A5 50T A1 = £
PR R, b 1 PR (R 1) fTMS RY7 5 i 44 BT
HBECE, 51 BIEE (B 2) W EDR, ZFREIL
2 2 R B K IAA AL FR [R] 30T TS YT AL 24 77
B2 M AERR B A BRIE 3 Bz BRI RIS ) B2 BT Ab, i A if
F /eI Bl X B A B Wernicke X5 T35 LA 2280 ] 5
LT 26 IR AR 1 IR R i, 456 Y0 Re IR AL 4R 1R
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI) B 3I6 455 AR
SRR 2 T A BRI AR AT 0] = AR S A AR A TS
P MELAUUN R 1 IRE RE RS 53 0 SR AT ) 70 2 BRTE 5 PR i LA 5
M4 DR B

AT DL, 'TMS 8035 2 HEAE £8 1 42 T BB IR 5 i 3k i EL A8
AL CARA DT [ = A B IITAS 2 3 5200 A Ak, JB R kL 3E
Bl AT AR A P 22 B i 5 PR R AL AR 2 DG B A T

(Z)TMS X A & S ErVEH

Hamilton %57V R4 43 1 4910 2 00K i v 3 e 5 2504 0
REFNSE R TE R B R F TR IR TN BE AR AT ™ BRI
25 4 FIHT 1 Hz 18 v TMS S22 A AT [ETRT 3R, 48k
1200 Mpk i (20 min) , 3E3497 10 d, 4 BITFRIFRTREST 10 4~
HJE X BB AT 5 R TEAE BB I 38 ( western aphasia battery ,
WAB) i AR PEF BT E, 450 R, R 5 kB H
WAB ) [ R 5 TE ST SO  (AAE TMS R4S %8
TR RS TR EEEMFTIE R E LG D&,
G FR I AR IR B K Ry 6 A R B L
SERE T B AT R 5 T 5 1A D A S T e DU DA < 4
W PERERS < L BN e o B AR I H SR
Jns , BT A A

Barwood &5Vt 12 {8 LB AT B 2 BBF 5T |, v TMS YR TT
A (LA 6 5] Fxs R AL (MROR T 6 1)) A8 A 4 32 BT s
433Xt BDAE s A= f 118" ( cookie theft picture ) #E47H 4
TEM A A BT I BN E 2 4850, 1R97 2 A 54
R RIFHX 2 A B R F EEA W R GE, HS5X AR
B2 20 % B ZH A R T R S T B AR

Medina %5244 10 {81 A2 BRI v 2l ok i A< b /e <[ 37 A1) 72
RUFAE B P LR 3R 14 2 21 .5 (91l 52 ERI (A s
T 1 Hz (9 ¢TMS, 45K 1200 ik, 35 10 Y, 01808 5 A fd il
JeAARAZ B & B B B9 90% ) 5 55 5 15 — B B 322 37 Bk 9%
(ZR VB T BT HIBOAAL) VRYT AT FIAYT S 2 S H - i iR
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P BTV, S — O B2 BRI Y 5 B AT 1RYT 2 D T
WrJE 220 — B B ORI, 52RO B — W B 2 R
115 48 35 TR RN RE DT BOR YT I T W B G | T4 52 LR
R (CELAE TR B2 32 BRI Y 5 461 £ 2 S — I B 52 A
TSR — B B T2 LR 5 BB ) A R M B IR BIRTT
AT . BRI, TA D vTMS B A5 42 3 Al R 28 R 15 R 3
AR FIENRE,

PR ARAE NG 28 BT SE 5 3B Bk K T R BE ML A
HE TR L (4252 EOR ) Akt RRAE (4232 (B0 ), 4 14 1), &
H 4343 1 Hz £7M Broca XJ A X rTMS 14 1 5] 5% A A 3%
(P A EL PRI ) 30 min, 2LIGY7 10 d, BERILALIARTT 45
HEEFFT 90 d J 2R FH v [ B WS Hho 2R TR RE K A 7 ( China Re-
habilitation Research Center aphasia examination, CRRCAE ) # 17
R, 25 R R, R B0 AT i 3 R, H 90 d B R 3
R RO

(=) TMS X W B () 78

F3Hh  Martin ZE00 5 2 18 kSl 3 R R O T RE SR HEAT A
VAR ] = A A AI (TMS RIS R R 2 i 44 2
RETCH W, (BAE4E5Z 10 d fIAB v TMS VRYT R 056 6 A K
BRI, FEXT W HE & RN & Ak i W B R D — e iR
AL 2 )2 A BRI B B A 2 I 295 X LA ATE A A
L= AA DXAR E rTMS 8RR X 4% D g R B0 T fE
R AT B DI RE IR E A —E RS B

ifii H. Barwood 0 UfF o rf YA YT 4L (L) I2H 6 15)) 76 3%
Z rTMS VRIT IR 2 DA BR S IR R IA R A, T B D) Rk (T 8
) WAL b (R R (R o 19]) 7EIRYT RS T2 1k,

AR rTMS J6 7718 P R T AE B9 B FEHB R FH A0S
A0 A A 1 3 7 10 6 P R W, Kakuda 50T SR AT 1 Hz 1Y
rTMSYT 238 2 45 JR it 1 2k 1 RE BB 3 ) Z2 M) Wernicke X, 2 4l
BETE 6 AMERE H N ILEZ 10 YIAYT, B IR 20 min, H B¢ 5 7E
ISR 1 R, AR 20 min, 5823 M H . R ER, FBE
6 dFIrTMSIEIT 1 2 B B AR IS (token test, XFRFERAEM L)
FIARE S ERE K 2T (standard language test of aphasia, SLTA) H1ff
FRf# (auditory comprehension) K/ B0HR @& HE 5, BEE 1 IR,
3 AARYEL TMS YT IR MIX 2 D EPRFrEEH . X
WFFTad R, 2 9 B 3 (RN 320 5 YN 2k, TR o AS BB o 2 T
B GRS TS PR,

(P49) TMS Xt HoAth i 5 DI AEAYAE

Frxtn 44 L AR F AT A SoRE A, A AR IE
TMS AR HE R IEAE (B S AR R 520 BE . Masahiro 20 X 24
A8 2 A0 R R > BRI v 5 04 S TERE SR 5 44T 10 d (B H 40 min)
(9 'TMS H1 (&R H 60 min) B3R AGTE 5 I 2R, BT IMRT AL
SER HHARAI yTMS 3350 17 IS DX = Bk 9 80 181 (3R 3
FIRIRIESE ) sl b o] R B TR I R ) VR YT A S i
FHFRUE SR TERE A Y ( standard language test of aphasia,SLTA) FI7q
7 SRTEAE S E M B8 ( western aphasia battery, WAB) ¥EA71F &, 45
B, AR TRAE B AR F TR WG, R A B R TR
R BRI AR A Bel e N A R S

2 LR A B 2 TSR SR R U], TMS 72 & 2 15 AE A
HE R W IE I R 4 JE RN IR, B3 H kT 0 T B A AR
Jio BPBEFFMAETE T X TR 5B AT B3 2 | e i fig

M R, AE S HAbTh e A s n T B 5 S e T A
Rt —2BHR5Y

- DCS ERIERE HEE P i b

(—)tDCS X 44 IVEH

Monti 251>V Xf 8 1 I 2 v i b Sl O R R0 G T SR 1 2
IR R I 43 SR FH FHAR tDCS B tDCS sl fBfilik (FFHL 10 s J5
KM ZMEER (28 2 mA 10 min) 35 R (DCS 4 BI Z0%%)
A 4 )32 3 1 22 A UBUX AR iDCS AME I, 53
G & (5115238 B2 22 AKX BAA «DCS AR, B sl B
ZERFUX. tDCS FIZE A IX AR = 17 22 A0 1, 3F B i
T A RS U AL, 230 1 R e AT B 10 min J5
SEZN5ERL 20 5K B R iy 4T 55, WSS IRl SR AN R DL I, 45 R B
N ZERIX IR (DCS HAN AT A 44 TE B R 45 5 33, 6% , T FHAR
tDCS FBE BB A ROER 3 v X A ol 38340 o ol )2 Bz Bof 2 A=
MR ASAL A5 AN SEI . 4 (DCS H (BAML | PR A 0 Tk
BAEBFEAEOOOLE 455 TR, 3 P 0 00 SR v A AR
FH, FIREEHZEIA 10 min BY (DCS AT LLED 2 2 & gy, R
B ICFP RN S EANTE RS 5 HADCS B3 KB fiv 44 T fig
A R O B R MR e . RN AT R A A, R 3
T 44 A 2t 2 phy TR S A M R P R B ) R TR,
T tDCS BRI B BEAC R S AT PR BRIE B 9T 5 | i
2 DIRE 4 = AT RE -5 BAARI 8 T 380% e ) pf 22 e i )
AESZ 230, 0 2 PE S X IR

Baker 21X 10 (il 72 2 BRAS b 180 1B B8 A 9T
R, ZEAF BIRR (DCS(1 mA 20 min,5 d) 7 B35 3 A 44 B IF
W, X AEFFE IR T T DCS Fb B LA T B A i AR 45 1
BT WS ILBEIE /N X 8 B0 O R Ak BR S
B AT PHAR (DCS HL, 25 5 R, HOE TR iy 44 S A 4
Fiori 2515056 3 (58 ik R 200 45 15 S8 3 222 BR Wernicke [X
HEAT 5 d A FHAR tDCS A3 (20 min, 1 mA) | HEAMACF 8 & i AL I
Y ZEREI 3 BB R A 2 IR BRI . iR MR IT B
TR B R R 50 3 8

3R Monti 22! 5 Baker 251" % Fiori US98 O T 2R
] 2, Rl tDCS JlM Ze 2 BREC G 44 DR, Monti SR FH 9 /2
B (4 4 ) tDCS, T Baker 1 Fiori M 3% FH i 2 FHA% ( 2445)
DCS, A UL, tDCS B3 K TEAE f 24 1E FH LI 42 2%, nl g 5
PR AN B ] DA SO S A S R R AR
A,

(Z)WDCS X A R FiHMER

Marangolo SV Xf 12 {31 1 14 =l 37 1) 84 2 17 £ 3% /e 3 Ak
RIETRYT I FEAE A DCS, b ATTEE T 6 ik H A G 38
B AR (454 15 min) , Horb 3 SRR AETR T AR 5 | AR
F A KRG 4 3 NPT T WEGEIT R Bz R0, Se
B3R 12 IR FEAE 3 FOREAYZE 2Bk tDCS (20 min, 1 mA ) 4l 4%
PE R RIS A4 N 25 : DBroca X A% tDCS ; @ Wernicke X BHA%
tDCS ; @LHANEL , Broca X 1 Wemicke X 4% 6 4], $]#4 30 s J5
ORI N 0, 3 HAF H T 2 h IIRIEIAYT, #4210 d, 3 M4k
P2 RERE 14 d, 255 B, 5 2 A4 L, 17 BrocalX.
FHA tDCS 3™ /Y B3 Ui B T 8 Z A T shinl M)+,
YERIWIZ AL B R FFI0I7 BRI P 25, X Pl st 22 /0 F5 22 210G
A a1 A H
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H A tDCS X T H & 5 W MR 0 50 A 25 =
HESE

(=) tDCS X W BRAF A4 1E

T WFFE (DCS X 2k 3 4 A8 & T # % T B8 1Y 5% 1, You
ST 33 (90 e A AT P B KRS E S B e A M Sk T Y AR
HUATTIRSE, BB BRENLN 3 41, B «DCS 41 11 4], BH4%
TCEAEA I E 8] (A 24 T Wernicke 7] 44 X)) ; FH#% tDCS 2H 10
5], BEAR I & #E A2 Wernicke X5 I H0) 85 2H 12 4], BH 8% i A8 A2
Wernicke X, [H 4 60 s J5 4l 358 R 0, tDCS A 2 mA, IR
30 min, & 5 K, 362 ], BRDCS S8, i g Rz R
HUESIBYT . 32 W%, e /4L 7 6136 21 652 B
R, IWBITRIANGYT 2 Ji J5 ok AR WAB T8, 45 R R ,3 4
BEIETHUG B & =T8T By T8 I 5ok | R 26 15
A R B A M 2 3k Wernicke X457 B4 tDCS il
T BE T BB B 2 R B IR,

TEIRAFUSI X 7 GRS v S VERE S o AT A 391 4 R Y
EFIIGIETTM B 1 4 E 1 (DCS NEZINZI6Y7 . FHBL (DCS
Hl 22 M TR B IX, 1 mA |, B8R 20 min, B H 1K, EE S d,
20 Wk, SR ER,A B 4 BEF UGS VT B RE ) (W6 in)-
KIDEHC ) Jodi e, 1 B H 4 J& (DCS s =I5 W ot 1) - [ IT AL
W3R, Rl i 22 e

ik 2 WG R, ZEME S X AY FER (DCS a4 s S [F
B X [ BAR tDCS AT RE 0SS T8 AE A 2 R WT B Dh Bt i i —
FSCR TS o E R B A NH E4f, i# JO3E ZEE

H | (DCS X2 55AE 19 B9 48 vh A2 52 5 16 R iy 44 AT 21
fif , TR T D RE A B A k25 PR

FE42 N R B0A SR 15 E 1E WL B BRI

TMS SR (DCS A A A AR R e 3 T LA 5 i 0 ik
G Bz S D44 P (TMS 00 2% 4 ASRASHN il ; tDCS BH A 2%
BAAR ) D220 3 2 Rl AR 4R A A I ) e AR T 2 T ) A R
BN X FYE SRS B 28 R 4635 sh il WHEgEE =
PRI 2 P 2535 Bl R 242 15 ki A B o AR i i 4
5 5 B B AR AL A TR R

EH T, BT 5 U3 00 22 00 R M 2 R ot ok A A4
A DU R~ BR A3 5 ThBE (B 22 KRk 3R S2 45, s R
SR BREEES , T T A D 2 BR A5 5 % I IX (=) 44 X))
ARG R ORI A O R B2 BR A M B AR R BRAS AL
P RO I RE (BT R K R4 = . IRIE, A
FHNG TR A 2447 SR 3 oA 308 3 UG A 0 o 2 000 K B > R A2 48 1)
EE I IIRE AR T R, T A5 D i 2 3RS 75 % B X
FR ISR B A A I 2 B o 26 R M 2 BRI 75 X i 3], A
FITFZEM R Bk 7 X I RE AR A 1220 X = H R TMS AN
tDCS FLACH HIMIATT R i SRS . [RVRE 2 AT 1 vk (e ot
TMS BEBHA tDCS) B4R & A KA BRiE = TR A L RE
?&ﬁ{]}—lo,]&ﬂas] R

JRUE SR PR IEAEAR (A A R AY , PRI BELASY ) B9 5 X
Gy Efg (A SCPR L ARAR AT B, AN, A R BRAT T 5
=AMEB(BA4S X)) BN T LBk B 45 , 15 5 35350 ( BA44 [X) [
P00 5 EEAS ). Hamilton 255V BF 98 IA N, B R [ =
TR IR ST R & T IE S W4 R F 4L, BT LA il X

AR T 5 DI REROPR S 2 AT R, AT AR i — AR B35
FHMKHEAIIAE, Naeser ANy AR T 115 353 AA
& FTZ 8l B2 B R B AR A 2290 R S (mirror neuron system , MNS)
I8y E L R A3, X S I RE AR R R AR AR L, A
1, AR DU 5 D AR, 1 A T m] = A
FIRE 2R BR = A FE T U T 45 4 X A AT o] & 55 355 MNS 1
O AT S M R A B S AR B A TR E T, AL AR R A
P RO T 38 5 DR S AL A2 a0 S 0 P A i~
BRI R 24 DRt aT LA RERY

RIS 20 R~ 2R, AN 2 — A M SR FH % A A9 SRS
R ZH0ADCS 577 AR THAE A0 2 BH AR 305820 A0 DR ik - Bk 2l
FEFH DIRE O BAE Monti 55 R 1DCS BN 200 (52
F S A T AN S B AR 0 e 0 A0 X 5 S 1 5 T BE A B
PRI, BRI ZE AR~ Bk, A7 7 X T3 75 100 4641 ol F) X Jsk
A 5 o R 12 DOk R T DIRE

EAZTMS T DCS B il 113 18 = 2 BE RUAILI S 2% , AT
149 &9 B3 A TR] B 22 M R R~ 3R A2 0 BE AN [R) 3R A7y ] AR B
TE T 22 I 245 SR BN [R] BRI A e S o] e 2™ AR A
IR AR, S LEHR (AR — PR

FERNMERRIBGR T RIBER A E

— 23 [ PR

ol ik 2 A TE B 22 B, AR 4R AP 0 o 38 mT AR A T A v R
SABSE R IIAYT , 1H TMS FI tDCS BB IN R 25l 43 3 1A TR,
S LS T 250 S8 2 TSRS R M ) R g A 2 [X sz 35w,
HXFTF DCS, PR ELAT A 55 K A il AR ( MRS 5 em x
7 emBYEE 5 em x5 em) B DCS FE I A 43 AH 2440 1, B
G ) )35 DX 3B AN O] T B AR A [R) R 2R el A8, WS 25 F Al
H R/ NI o7 B 12 TMS % 25 R 43 9E /73 5 T+ (DCS, {H.
R ER TMS BRI 5 (37 B — SR KR A4 B S5 17
U Naeser 25 VIfF5 rp 0K B 38 20 A5 DAR [l = Ff 8 0 5 26
X TR A G IMEARSAES LR HHATKZH
TMS BFFE A XA, To AR e B 23 18] 298 7

N SRAEE 04 A A N ) BEHIL AR N B

A4 A MR B A T 2% T A 53— B B R A 2
X T AR AR AR 00 7 5% TERE 1) 28 2 BRI % AT
2 FRRNAAT T AR, RS B S TE X TR K B RS IR
A5 TMS ], =5 45 TMS 2%, BAAR «(DCS $Hfil, BIK tDCS %4y,
147545 AR £ 2% 38 5 BF 90 A 15 4 i ok JR02 820 28 45 A
PR

ol W X FORIEE R E TEA R ANFE S P2 R
A T IS DR LRI TS B A1 T, A B AR A
J5RE A2 R Ot b 7 AR AR A SR A

= L

TMS AN B 52 3 2 2 3k RN B0 5 , 400 U2 rTMS
B —ANZE DL AN R 52 ) (RUBS: Ay 31 - 000 28 (6 F = A TS B
TR K R 1. 4% R 2R FH R A TS PR & A2 2R
ARF) 1% ATA TS 5 A B0 50 ) PV, (DCS M T4 A 4
7 (14 1 TR 267D S IR A, IDCS i WL B S SRR Sk
IR ARG DCS fe M H A I EAE SR I D R R E ol A
KGRI T 2RI S B DL B T B W T 0 R — i A
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