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AN %5 [] 2 % (unilateral spatial neglect, USN) X FR N
{02 [7] Z. 1 (hemispatial neglect, HSN) , J2ixif5 173 (6255 i
FEHE 0 0t AU A M5 i R S5 ) R B — A s )
W 05 K A7 ok S H, A A 2 BRAS ) R A Rk 50% ",
USN f8 25 ok 0 sl v g 57 T J > R A8 (IS A A ) %o
00 P S0, T SR A BN R A AR R 5 5] 32 22 W X
TR NS IR = sy swak 1l P - DTy swag [l D E IR R sy swal
0] Sk SR Wz e X 0 B4 B 5 20 A7 S A X400 i it
IR B 146 3ok o 22 W () A7 A Aol R 3 25 5 32 B SR i
REBAE, FEOLHE ARG SRE ) At aS SR A
J e A HAR L R R R R AR R TS MR R
A X A% 5 USN Y & A=A SR8 (H IR W] 2H 43 1 B2 AT A X
Je FARZ A ML v AN B . H ATE N AT USN T 10y
AT AT LT R AR AR A . AR SCERIR USN
P A 2 i ) 2= AL RG 7 1 J , B 7 A BRI X USN T
AR T o
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USN @A A & — i 2 (B) s e, & 2R 1 s 2 b L
W AN AE . Verdon 55 MR TR R A - AE IR BT (voxel-
based lesion-symptom mapping, VLSM) i 7% & B FH T8
HIR D82 [ A PR A A TR /I PR R L8328 Bl g
53 1 R AE A %5 -5 A0 2 5T (dorsal lateral prefrontal
cortex, DLPFC) , 441 USN f) & A6 (¥ 5 AT i X 3241k T4 )
XHFo

USN 7EA [F] A 5 2 v A] 432 [ 3% Ho 1) 20 8% (ego-
centric neglect, EN) FIFE [ 384 H.00 19 2.1 (allocentric ne-
glect, AN)®, Mizuno 55" F FITHAEHLIFAL USN B35 Mo 14
RIS [ FIBF )R, 2 30 EN AT AN ZE AL 3648 2% 114 25 [a] Al
A TR R AN R ), P BN AR5 58 R U i 7 s
I A ) A B RS IS A4S T AN SR ARG 2 B AT
AR M R A RIS . USNAURIE X Fh
ZHE, T LI A A2 B A3 WO AN 2 AR, RV AR TR —
BEWATEEA ANFEFIL . Marsh 5077 & B 1451 XU Bk
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i 78 119 A5 3 (] I 2 00 A 26 O ENANAS I AN, DB T EN AR
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il 10 2 224 A DX 3[R VR FH A 265 2R, (EELAAR B R DX 72 P
Wy R Az it R P B E R MRS RS . Jang SEUOE YK
47 2 5 % (diffusion tensor tractography, DTT) X 1 {445
I X AP G L i 9T USN (835 (42 2 T3 1k, 45 )
FMWFFUESE T EN 5535038 #% (2L, superior longitu-
dinal fasciculus, SLF)45 2%, AN 5 & 0138 % (N # 8 W, infe-
rior fronto- occipital fasciculus, IFOF) A 5% . H: [d] &£ 2% H
DTT WSS 114 00 006 30 Jk s T2 3500 A 00 i e o
M IO R PO B s ML) BB (17 2 2 A R T, 2R
RIS 2 Wi A7 76 = B AN) & B8 T IFOF 78 A7 Il 45 i 5y 8
W, 2B EIIE T AN 5 IFOF BHI G

22 1R ) 38 (transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS ) H.
LR IR A TIRE , 32 P I TR IR g R A 19 T 2 i
X, B A ) sl 2 oy i S DX 3 ) 9 e, A T ASEA0L USN T g
B R ML BT M X [R]85 Ellison 25" 9fi FH] TMS X6 i g
ZARE BIWETE LB A 80 1 9] (superior temporal gyrus,STG)
F1A7 5 T (posterior parietal cortex , PPC) 22 [A] £7-7E XL E 43
B YT BN AR, R4 PPC IS Y Ehil i -
WA T R R R S0, R AT STG S . &
W1, 4500 PPC 55 78 SOhR i M A 55 FIIE G AL o 15 2R Y e s
A7 STG 97 7% W) 5 BUOIE TP A 19 ER AT 4R R M 18 F4T 55 ik
. Filmer &G AR T4 0 PPC HA R 4 2 A p 42
Itk . Shah-Basak 2" i 1Hz i) B 5 TMS (repetitive
TMS, ' TMS) R R AMA A STG, A5 lZ% I [71 (supramar-
ginal gyrus, SMG) F1k T (X B8 ) 43551 47 20min A9 301334 A
% RN 5 SR FHZ B A8 At , Wi 0 o3 2% 43
HILER, I STG 2 JlUG gt RS2 U8 th L 1 LURIEY
RO A A O 7 (R AND 5 T SMG 32 311 38OFI X B2 — 4, R
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ARG L A (e v Bl SR LA 7% 3l 9K T ie
Bk AGE B ZRA5) (28 ML F R rTMS LT LT
T T e B I AR BB R 2555, X S R EL 7
FE SN2 0 AT — 2 TR TRCR
2.1 AR AEP T
2.1.1 %% H 3 I (transcranial direct current stimula-
tion, tDCS) : /E N — IR APER A T A 2 446 USN
EAREN T Iz A0 T, YA T A AT AR 2 R S L 2
B, BHAR 22 B i F R (anodal tDCS, atDCS) ] LA5 |
ARG R 0T 2 AR Ak, 24 R R I 5 S0 28 51 B 3k F R (cath-
odal tDCS, ctDCS) AT A5 | e Jay &R ik Kz Jou i g Ak, 416 Bz Jog 2%
7o Roy 5E A I atDCS A FF47 il PPC(P4,1.5mA ) A] 143
B R A 23 6] T8 A 1] . Mediina 252205 5 Xof £t Fé A O
58 5% BUA I BE R/ 22 0 B 149 eDCS X E 3% 4 rhcs B 95
23 () b FEEAT A2 VR L 4R nT REXTF AN HATIRYF/EH
Turgut 2% H 1.5—2.0mA TiUH tDCS 45 & W 3T 551877 32
1511 2500 (n=20) B 47 0 (n=12) USN 2P 40 )5 4 H8 5 R B0, 1
FRSIAT 55 359 9] S 400 137 JH tDCS AT k36 ™ 5 19 USN, {H X Rl gl
FHF EEE R LEEN A AN, Sunwoo 2525 10 44 18 4:
USN R B2 (A7 1l PPC FH AR/ 22 PPC BH# ) Al B s =X
(47 PPC PH# ) tDCS, & 30 P = 11 i 374y USN 3
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22 B tDCS 3 PPC 7] LA i35 18 4 USN, 156 BH tDCS #ill ¥4
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2.1.2 2 TR AR : TMS ) L 3% 77 A SR v A
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arth, ARk T W) 12 FH TIRYT USN E ™, Song %P9k
PR 2 A0 BRIG AR AT ' TMS 1] 2403 45 J5 9 USN, Bonni
S5 UVAE JE ) PPC 45 T 3% 2 0 K & il i (continuous  theta
burst stimulation,cTBS) , 5% H TMS FliFk B. 2% tMRI BEAR 1) )7
B BAIE T cTBS TR AN M U5 5 USN 199741 . Kim
S L A A 2 Ve AR v R Y PPC R AT IR (1HZ) A 45
(10Hz)rTMS 3477 USN ARSI & Bl r TMS %K. Yang
AELIGA S ¢ TBS %6 1Hz il 10Hz 19 rTMS A %L, Fu Z509%}
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2.2.1 [T HL ¥ AT EE 41 #4 (Subliminal galvanic- vestibular
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NP, Luauté 555 — A~ 2 HuU BEHLSUE X BEE 5 ff F PA
LR RIS R IR YT USN, & BLH & 454 Wil 3% USN JE
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REHGE , MG 5 2 FIRGE A BB R AR B HHK . Goede-
rt SIS 25 SRR R PATRYT I, R AR LL A -9 25 (1) USN
BE LSRR B MR %45 A W) T i B 25 (alis 3 e
WA ML, ] TR e iR T ek . B4
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2.2.3  WAEHHEIIZR (visual scanning  training, VST) : VST
FSER R BEARAN 2 TT I, S5 28 J0 R USN G # 2 i IX
WAL T TR /N 3l B ARl 2 ST EIRY T AT B0 2 45
X R HENG DI BE B 4 , U0 USNAEAR® . H it i Sl s
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BB EY . Fordell % VST 45 3D-VR i ¥R 58 o 14
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