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Wi 2 5 3 A O ML A5 RSN B A 2
VI R EE % A A PR R TR, A3 1) ™ 2 i 451 4% 8 S W
£ S fdi i1 A5 (disorders of consciousness, DOC) £ 1)
Bt KGN UL TR A2 T 3 E A A B 2K (coma)
TR ZS (vegetative state, VS) BIIJCJZ v 36 27 & 4iF (unre-
sponsive wakefulness syndrome, UWS) Al iz /)N 2 UK &5
(minimally conscious state, MCS) . VS/UWS Fl MCS i 72
A AR, et 2 R B AR A7 1 SRR YT I H R P 2
e Bt ko BB FEEHORULE 7, Ik — &
G HE AR, o WA R 2R 2
AR, BTN 2 PG R R,
M KR kK & i (coma recovery scale-revised, CRS-R)
& FMPER S, St RIS AR TR
A A H T vk s B e g L 4R B 1% (functional magnetic
resonance imaging, fMRI) | 1E H T & #1755 0L 2 B 1%
(positron emission tomography-computed tomography, PET-
CT)“F i H [&] (electroencephalogram, EEG)™ 3544 5,
{7 (event related potential, ERPs)" 745 iy £ AH 5 i X
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2% PR A - ik HL 8] (transcranial magnetic stimula-
tion combined with electroencephalography, TMS-EEG) J&
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[&] 7Y 22 il #4242 0 (medium  spiny neurons, MsNs) Xt Py ] 45
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TMS-EEG B i 75 #2257 22 fGU0 il 33 (transcranial mag-
netic stimulation, TMS) % [F] B, 18 53 R 16 i H, €] (electro-
encephalography, EEG) , /&—F'A] LIPEM K o1 A RGE 1 5
PURZS 4 B, 383 T I R Ry 24 Ak, LA
SR DX AN ) BF B 8 D) RE i 4 R R P AR A, AN S fR
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F1 20 it 22 80 4R LUK T™MS A R4 192 1

ZRULFR2ERFFE 4K, 1985 4F Baker &YX FH TMS #il 3%

M1 X 5|2 i iz 3 i & H {7 (motor evoked potentials,

MEPs) PF-Aili Bz 5T 2% A, {H A RE I AE M1 IX LA AP Y B J5 s

Ji2T. 1989 4 Cracco 45 N 55— U TMS 15 EEG 25 4 1E—

A, B H T 5 B TMS 175 2 10 SRR At %) X A0 A il > 2R Bz
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REERAT R SR M DX S AR R R . TMS 5 & ) LAz B

RN TMS 55 & HiL . (TMS-evoked potentials, TEPs) , 24 5[k

) TMS A FH 132 20 5 i 3R 32 30 Bz B, TEPs 2 AR e

PR TR O J0 1P R L 1) s 7 1] P08, S R 24 M R T ) 2%

PEP 38 0 40 AT 4 I 19 TEPs 1155 H3 - 34 37 538 )& (global

mean field power, GMFP) B[V AT $RA5 484 A 1) -5 L 1% )
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HIF5E BN, TMS-EEG B 45 5 5 K 24 Bsf B b 11k 25
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i, TMS W5 & Hh— MU ARSI | = 5000387, A [~k
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R A AR S I, TMS 375 & s IAU I, LTI 15 4% 4% 2 AH 34 ik
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TEPs BE AT LATE s 38— Jay B fisi DX A o e 555, . mT A3
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1 A3 R (8 2 VS/UWS, 5 i MCS) it 5 45 /N2 Bk i M1
X, 30 5% EEG 281k, 43 TEPs S8/ H B ik A e 2 Bk ]
B FE AR, AT X 43 VS/UWS FIl MCS 223 1 & 1Rk F o
45 BIRTEMCS B, 1T LUE i 3 X sk 0 J=) 3 s 3 &
B DX (FH DI Bz ot X380 iR& By o AHIZ , 46 VS/UWS B3
H TMS 175 K 118 2 A AN BIR A 52 033 DX 388, ) 38 DX g v
3R JG I  2A E B AR, R VS/UWS 38 2 BR [] K i X
] (B ZR 22 B P AR . PRt 4% Y, X TEPs (Y B A
BOHLIX 43T VS/UWS FIMCS IRZS . Gosseries™ #] Fl TMS-
EEG 5% 3 51 2 IS iR 3 (P 1« Bl i S UM , P2 22l
Jibi 2l Bk 4% , P3 < SR kb MERRAT AT ) ) TEPs 284k, J 80 43 il
PEERUM AR B AR, S5 R8N , P1YE R XA ]
T a5 378 R DX I I AT B AR 25 1 BEG U IR AR, P2 A
TMS Sl 0 A 2 B o DX (T8 3Bnt B ) B o 30
A . 1 EEG 3 8 2 A%, 17 TMS 5 & Hi 1Y BEG 5 TR IR IR KRR
TR A A9 EEG ML, P3 UG 7 TMS Sl 35R A7 A9 Rz 3R (X ek et
235  TEPs , GMFP U 0 /AL HIE AR B 6 58 47 14 e B Rk
T2, 102 TMS RIS GBI, GMFP 4 T2 . 45583,
TMS-EEG H 2 e A I i B8 546 O B DX Ims)25 i BN
PP S, B2 IR Y, 6 Al b S e v 2 ) 38 X 5 1R A 7 o
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Mt WA SZ LA 21 T 56 AR A4 b8 B2 JoT 196 2l i s ],
HIX— 2518 FURTEAL 3 B i i 0 N4, FLY o 7 i
P58, 5 KB BIESER SCRF L™ AT WFFE i ke
% fMRI, ERP ., #& it i H €] (quantitative electroencephalo-
gram, qEEG) . TMS-EEG . 5l 40 %5 ¥ - 1F i T R 2 459 4l
(fluorodeoxyglucose-positron scanning, FDG-PET) JLFI J5 =
SRR PIR ST/ N E RS TR, TMS-EBG X T IX
53 P BB E AR BT HA LRI R B E A  Casali™ B
FE BN TMS-EEG 43 B i ) 7 —J900C T i H. A2 % B 119 4
Fr 8l & 4% 48 % (perturbational complexity index,
PCD). 5 R A EIEEERNAH—5, PCI AT LLTHA o) T
TMS HH: TR MEEE N . %48 il X TMS-EEG 7= 4=
P18 o L B0 A T 5 2 R AT, TR TMES i 2 114 1 T3k
T8 1Y Lempel-Ziv & 241, 15 245 Ry B —HUE S8R (0—1) ,
N AR B AR SR T AR R AR v . At i LA
52 (RS2 AN R AT (T T A8 | e 2l IR B s
A SRV R B ERIRAS ) L LA R 20 19I5 473 £ 3 1 PCT U
i, VS/UWS [ PCLEL{E 74 76 0.19—0.31 JE [F 4 , MCS i)
PCIEUEVTE 0.32—0.49 {i[H N . Sarasso ¢ A5 H AH IR
4518, I PCHAR ML T — A58 580 8K 5l 1 B2 4, T2 WL
B DX 53T T L PR ZR B AE A AR A/ T S LB TR 55 AIE e
AN B R N TUIRAS AR PR S IR AR RIS
o JFHALS B BB C, SRR ICE, T
AR 52 00 i [ — B i A PCT TR W = H UK AR 1k

5340, Bortoletto 4 i1, TMS-EEG 424t T — /4 KA []
DA G4 H AR AR LA, DT 878 X3 =2 (B ELAE T 1
B, DL F—> XIS A PE R30S i A D) — A~ X %
PERIE . bt BEEG L ms Sh B (1) s [B] 43 3K A 57
i ) £ S e B AR T PR FR S A AL : O TMS 5L 19 HAT
AR 2 £ A B T SO X SRR R IR SE R . e
Ul FATAT LU AN SR X 3k A 7E X3 B Z AT F 16 BORAS
T2 DX dnl A T B30 3o TP Xl ] 2 A (Bl o] ) S 42k G i (B
WA KB 1 2% vtk . @ e B F0 o ISR AH B R 1
Bf (R A, 3 HL AT AR B A 55 A 7 e 93 e i =, 28 Hh i
I ) 5 945 R A48 o 3k /R T LA G o R IR R A A 2E
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3.2 PP B AU

XF T B RBE R IR KBOT AR R R IRTT iR
7 AR APERGRIFEAG ST AR R AYERAREGG T . TMS filZ
151 i FEL i34 (transcranial  direct-current stimulation, tDCS)
J2 H DR 0A YT IR AR AEIRYTT FB, i o
B I %y M A 28 5T m] MR A R UK )
SRIKBEHOR T2 W A BN & I T FNAYT , (E g A 32
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B I6T7RCR B S TS HUN B3 A AS AR A | X AR T
BB B ARRVEAG HY TR, AT I RE R 182 (PET-
CT.fMRI), TMS-EEG Hfi 1| 22 R0 1) 1= i) 7] 43 B 22 AR )
oG Iy RE A, A AR T 0 DA i S5 A e s ] ) A
k.o

A B ik il TMSS 375 5 Hi A B2 0 A8 9% 98 T LS/
TEPs (I RAE , S AL B KA TG 3B k5, TEPs ik
R P A8 A 2 45 AR A i 5% i ST 4 P T R 25 51
(rTMS B tDCS) o SR, HH K LA TR B A £ 3 o i A e
FEATRE D T B KA PSR SRR —HR

Romero Lauro LJZEP3k B 14 9] 1F % ik % (22—38
& ARTF) % A 52 3R R R AT 3 R TMS-EEG Y Ak
(tDCS HIFHT , tDCS Hi#% 1Y [R1 B, tDCS il 15min) , tDCS
7 5, R A5 N 5 T8 52 J2 (posterior pariet cartex, PPC) [X.,
TMS FF A7 5 A 22 PPC X (P15 CP1HLME Z 1)), TEPs 7
TMS §il3 )5 2ms FFURIE S . AR BN AR AOKF M
TR , tDCS FRR AT IS () GMFP £ 0—100ms fY A
[a] % N4 B S . T2 R iR 7K SF- , 7 TEPs 1) 0—50ms
R [V) 6 W), 22 T00 22 20 45 A T 17 Jm) 35 L 3 58 B (local miean
field amplitude, LMFP) (4728 fb K , 7% 100—150ms, £ 381547
T e 7239049 LMFP 28 4L K, i st el WL, T™MS B RAEZR H H 5
DX 35 11 1 5 2470 P A8 AL 2 AT 9 tDCS I Y . TMS 854
EEG 1] DA i TEPs Jfe 38 35 A 0] Bz Jot X 50114 3 6 A5 ik
TR 2 VA R 7 RS P P S it . Bai S5 °9F H 10Hz
rTMS Fil3% 1) A4 00 56 Je 15 i 4 1M 7y 47 % o b R 3, ot
CRS-RIZWih MCS. HISERA Sy 220 i 45 - Sl (DLP-
FC) X, B Zfili# 20d, 25— WS , 7E CRS-RIT/MEA
] 5454k, ,{H TEP, PCIFI GMFP #5 B 30 7 W1 55 i A 4k, T3
20 °KJ&,CRS-R,PCI, GMFP 4% 4= T B i AU 38 , iR AE R
JTA AR, TMS-EEG ML F17 M 22 1Al Jr ik, 6 B Jii %
At AR S Ak AR, B AR R PPN Hh AR IR
MR o 540, s F] B TMS-EEG AL T tDCS BA YK I8 %
TR AR B 5 R TS AT PR R AR, v LB B MCS VS B3
T A [ 1) BE ) GMEFP 2] B S A5 4k, [a] i ] L)
SEEEFIAN R i DX AS [ B 1) B RO 24 A P A8 Ak, R
HEBH , TMS-EEG Xf F [ & IR 7 1l J5 B T %A 1 1 et A 1R
R PR o SRR 22 AT A AR, AR
/DHEFE R A TMS-EEG WFFE fidt 3 A\ 7E 3252 TMS 8 tDCS Ji7 K
oG B JE A AR, AT LB ) B S 4 5% XI5 TEPs AL AR,
BTG 2 TR A Ik 8 s K AN T B 7
7.

4 ZERERRRM
TMS 7 H ik o Ve T AR R 22 R 8, U8 B o v
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LI S b 7, B 22 A SR FEL G, R fii P AR A i
Wl , B i — R AR FAEAL Y . 80 rTMS AT LR
T I DA, TTCHS rTMS AT LA A i (4 24 s ke , 7
He—E R IR, T TMS-EEG $ AR K 22 17 -84l e
TMS 454 ik i LV SR ARG T B, I AN 25 il T8 AR T
R JEE T2 3 SO 4 %A, T2 A Rty , I v B Sk
18 i F TMS-EEG M5 AAS BN o {H T8 A8 B (145
PE AT ARG FL I P A LA TR0 Mo o3 22 0 i = s
TR B B L, DA e = A ARG 7 5 R R o 3 R 5
KA RAEMIER BT T340, NA &Y OB BAh o
e ) FH WA ] TMS-EEG, DL 4 Jg 977 31, it
e PN AR T

5 RBE

TMS-EEG A LU & LB 2 AL 5 (PCTL.GMFP) 3 T
SRR TR 2 A AT A 28 38 A I BOR o (H H AT
HMFEAT 1z, B2 HE T HAi4r %t TMS-EEG BIF5E4))
/b HFEABSARN A, Bl BT HEOUR 1056 A T4l , Bl
AR TS UL, HYK, R TMS HIR i % A 1 /Y
ASAUASZZ HINFLDR 2R i s ), AR S R BB | Sk K2 LI 1)
izl MRS, T T B HU AR BT, 7E — e FREE bR
g LA 55 R SR AR, A, i F 00 1 40 BT T S A B X
THEHT 0 B AT 0 SR B S L AT A S e S
JE BRGSO AR i, BRI R A1 T
FAEA B BEHLXS BB 12086, 58 hnale: i) ml A5 B, 4 i
PRAEE PP I B 2 i

ST TMS-EEG W H I, 45 B AR 4R AL T — A i) B %
3 3 HEE X TMS 3535 B S 1 AR 4k , % TEPs 3251 TR 40 Y
SR, A5 B 5 0 A e Ak 2 5 L DT BRI A A b A K M B S
e, SR E B IUKES, Sy B IR T RCR R R U
eHs . TER, ¥ TMS-EEG dE— 454 A% AT 472
2RSS SR ST B A B UK VR RE S A T AR R
o5 47 P R B, DA T i/ R TR B A R R 1R85, i 0
BE BV, o g Wik 23697 i IR K
WA B AR — AR T4 A 20k ), E
A 5 22 IR U P DO ER 8 3 IR ik S P b2
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