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TE T HURE 34T B e hll F B2 2 N9 93z 50 2 2 18] Bk Theta S5 AR GITBS) . R 1T, B 5 K, 3tk 2
Ji o AETHRT T HLs o s 3 328X E #4T FIY Fugl-Meyer 7743 (UL-FMA) 2 K Barthel 3644 (BI) \ 24 I Ashworth &
22 (MAS) 1] 2 8 J RS2 522 (MMSE ) B PFAl AU Bz o #2328 2 B (5 (RMT) I E

LR 2B BF TR T 10 RAGT, A BULATA RS o #E R T 06 Bk 25 o 3 UL-FMA F1 BT 9 035 8408
P X BRZH, AR A5 %o B AL =2 (A7 AE i 35 22 57 (P<0.05) . MAS FI MMSE P47 T FU i e 4 ) RZH P9 EL AR AN
FEERENEZER . Z28EEBNIARETS & MEP, G875 & MEP (1) 35 H M RMT 2 & T 0], 41 18 RMT 7 T 10T
TG ESAAFAE 2572540 (P>0.05) .
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Abstract

Objective: To observe and compare the efficacy of peripheral magnetic stimulation(PMS) and transcranial mag-
netic stimulation (TMS) in treating moderate to severe upper limb motor dysfunction and activities of daily liv-
ing after stroke

Method: A total of 42 stroke patients participated in the experiment. All subjects were randomly divided into
control group (n=14), PMS group (n=13) and iTBS group (n=15). The control group received conventional re-
habilitation treatment, the PMS group was given additional magnetic stimulation intervention on the Erb point
of the affected upper limb on the basis of conventional rehabilitation treatment,and the iTBS group received iT-
BS in the primary motor cortex (M1) of the affected hemisphere. The intervention was performed once a day,
5 days a week and total 2 weeks. Before and after intervention, the subjects were evaluated for upper limb
Fugl-Meyer score (UL-FMA), modified Barthel index (BI), modified Ashworth scale (MAS), and minimal men-
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tal state examination (MMSE) and using TMS to evaluated the bilateral cortical rest motor threshold (RMT).
Result: All 42 patients completed the 10-day intervention without any adverse reactions. Magnetic stimulation
intervention improved UL-FMA and BI better than the control group. However, only the iTBS group and con-
trol group showed significant differences (P<0.05). There was no difference in MAS and MMSE between the
three groups before and after intervention. Most of the patients could not induce MEP in the affected hemi-
sphere, and the RMT in the affected hemisphere was much higher than in the unaffected hemisphere, and
there was no significant change in RMT before and after the intervention.

Conclusion: Compared with conventional rehabilitation treatment, magnetic stimulation can improve upper limb
motor function and activities of daily living in patients with moderate to severe stroke, and iTBS is more ef-
fective than PMS.
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PRAE 3 o e o R AR ] 30 5 AR AR
AR ARG, WO TR R G EA
AR TR B R A RS I A
RO B RIOC R S B RE TR IR i 4, SR T

T P AP 24 Bl PMS X fili A v 5 B8 A 3
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BERIBCRAR AT 523 s DBE VR A TE AR
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P '8 R IR AE T 003 A UG H (9 Y

2 BRAE R RO XU G, A A B e R
Po AR OIS B R2EHE A 1L B B 32
Sx b, A P I PR R 58 R M 0 R AT T
(ChiCTR2000033495) , & 1 — MR L 1,

®1 FRENERIERFR

15 g % () J—_ Efpﬁkﬂfﬁﬂ)ﬁ ]Elirunnstrorﬁ’iﬁz?’%ﬁ(w 1)v
X REZH 14 12 2 55.57+9.43 81.86+47.99 5 9 6 5 3
PMS 4 13 11 2 55.85+6.71 85.08+50.41 7 6 6 4 3
FRHX 2 15 12 3 51.60+12.78 74.27+42.50 7 8 6 6 3

P 0.458 0.820
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MRS 9 5 25 A D) R R 1 00 e HE P R S 1R 977 1
k NGRN IR YERGYT Ga sy i m A ih
57) MEMIRYT  H AT AEGHRIRYT 5 RV
FEN GO R TS A Im R  R E TIEA, . AT
TMS #2/E N 3 HE B o041, i i R
RTINS e N AR HE B E 1 o d . XTI
2H R332 H R I 2k, PMS 4 78 5 FLRE &2 )11 2R
FLfih b 4232 SN R RERNAG YT, T X A FLRE SV
GRIV AN 452 2 G ROR YT o BRI LIk
T, A 100k L2 i o AE TR — R AT Hgs d s
(Y575 — R A2 I R R PFAL AT TMS 1741
1.2.1 iR 5 R PEAN - ff A B Fugl-Meyer 3143
(upper limb Fugl-Meyer assessment, UL-FMA )3}
fili B85 19 E BB S 4045 A BE 2 R Barthel 45 £
(modified Barthel index, MBI)HFiFAlH & #I H
WA S I B RE 71, B0 R Ashworth & 3 (modified
Ashworth scale, MAS) P fixi 25 7 8 5 B LR
AR 18] 5§ 1 IRAS K A 1 3% (mini-mental state
examination, MMSE) PFAf & 2 B TA KN 2y e Sl 451 72
B UL-FMA & F 1T M 2e v s 3 s i1 R iy iz
SYIRE , AT 3300, BRI 0.1 FN 243, B 40
66 77, B PR GE S Rgdkgf . BI
Gy RVENR CEEAC R KA M B e AR
B FERAUSATEE 10300, 508 100 43, 23 B s =
AR 1Y HH AETE RE T BRAT , KT 60 3 iR B S
REZM ST AR TG . MAS M BB i ILsK 115 2534 0.
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1.17.2.3 143X 6 D45, B EE 903 IR 0.1,
1.5.2.3 144y, MMSE3: 1105 H 438 T iR
ICEE N ATE B ANE T S AR, B
Iy 553304 . UL-FMA BIfE N AHIFSE ) 35 20
ZLHEPR , MAS FIMMSE VRN A IR WS ER o
1.2.2  # 2A8 S B ETTAN : ABIFSE i 28 o i
SR ) i TR AR B R A B Wl AR 77 1
OSF-pTMS, 8 “F I 4k Bl , f5c KAl 08 % Sy SOz, £
TR Ry 6 Rt hr . R LARTAE B S e
TRF MR R AR I, 45 IR I = PR 10—20 R4E
(A FL R S 2R P e RIS . AT 9 R B i A
W B A G , 0005 I BREHE VS S 3z 3hids A
{ii (motor evoked potential, MEP) . it , F&f15G
Xof £B 2 ) 25 — 0B Ta] UL (first dorsal interosse-
ous, FDI) 2 X k47 5 ia 3 B {H (rest motor
threshold, RMT)MIE , S8 Ji5 44 Lk Rl FC A %o N B 15
P E R TEAL R FDI S X 8. TMS )38 5 |
232 By HL A7 5 M 1 A8 A 2 3 o 2R T LA JE s, ol
FHPTHRS A Bk 283 g 1Y FDILL & 48 AR 2828 4b
PR T B 2 R e Mg 98 R S5 1A R Bz Dk FELBEL G 4 5
AR NG R0 R R IR S o R B R TR it
TJa AL AS 5 A2 L) Ag-Ag/CL LI Fr
43 A 7E FDL (48 S0 fR S 25984k o 1 ek
A8 _F 1% FDLA B A 4R ) A5 12 &, 2R P8 (1)
PO 2 8 8 TR rh L SR S AR YT, FAW
F A 2 450, UEATBLUR TMS il , g2
Tl EIEINENE, K Bn EHe 7 Bz shifs
RHU o AR AR B B 38 S SR , WK 28 18
84 LA Smm Ry SRS S 2 R 2 AR R TIR R
H 2R EKIRE Ve IR I B T8 e
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SIVEIEH B8 1% 05 0 FDLGS, , fi FH o s 28 X i
SEATARIC . RMT (3005 DA 50% 11 43 g 5 KB i1
i ¥ (maximal stimulation output, MSO)F1f , &
WM S 375 A U0 IR 5 AR DRI AS 28 it e B, 8 oA
REVS 2 iz sl Ha (o M Ak S AN R B . M 42
10 VR Bk i) st , 22/ 04 5 A5 sh Vs  FL L I T
> 500V, H<200wV H R/ INIIEGR B R R 202 8
B, RO ER A RMT I 5 75 2RI , 24
) 35 5 8 ) 25 S i A+ 5 B 4TS N BB R 3 B
R, BPOE i B 3 RO BB & MEP (MEP [H
PE) .
1.2.3 I 100 - A< R 2 3T T fet A 1) 2
PR FERR TR A FRA A 42 7= OSF-pTMS, 8 F
TR P8 2 Pt AL o

PMS 21 1) SR A7 o7, kg £E A FBE 4% Erb 57, RPVBIBF
[ 2—3em Z7E M LI NG — g B AR A 2%
b 53 S R e v FLA B R R R A 4 1
FEDT 25, o 4 2 BB I Hh s SRR BE A U ST Exrb A5, )
WO R 10Hz, 241138 35, IR 2, 8s, 31 1200 i, 45
W TR ] R Tmin20s , #4056 B AR 5 28 25 i 2 1%
LR TR % 5 R 20%—35%MSO., FE KT 1
W BERE SR HE2

HH X LR g T8 R 7 4 Ak BB R
A RE VI, an R JE FDI R 5% X 38k BE % 175 & MEP,
DUl FH o v ZE AR MR F AR IS 5 A2 B MEP
P14, DUDAR B fle 0 A et ) A5 A 8 o7 SRS
K 2L f FHATBS 5 58« i 3 kb AL — M, AP
A%k SOHzZ , PSR Ry SHz, £33 3% 25 1] 8K 8s, 20
AMIEER, 4 600 ik i, Bk FE 8]k 3min20s, F3#4
S B8 RE R T0% N RMT ., 4K T 1 1k, 8 5
x, 21,
1.3 G2t

fdiFH SPSS 22.0 F X g s kA T e it o3 b . filf
FHI Shapiro-Wilk £ 56 2 X 3-8 Bk EA 7 IE 24 A1
R g, A B bR e 22 09 0 o . MR R
J1 2253 H (ANOVASs) 43 51| Ft 488 = 41 ] - i /iy UL-
FMA .BI.MAS . MMSE I RMT & % fE7E 22 5, fifi
FH ANOVAs X = 21 T T fif J5 B304k () 22 (B ik 1 7 0 A
i F LSD B4 720 18] P 9 LL 582, Levene Ko 56 X 55 4
AT 7 22 R PR ARG 56, 40 Jr 25 48 55 ) ] Welch

5o LN TR S A TR bR 154775 22 57 T BC RS
FEAR R B A T 0. T EEZE S E SO P < 0.05,

2 #R

I 2 42 19 J8 35 52 AR U B, L rp ot B4 14
i, PMS 41 13 5], spAX 2H 15 1], T A B 5 A0 4 52 W
PR T T A R R BUETAR R . 4B E
SRS PR 43 AT 9 A2 A Brunnstrom 433 S5 N A AE
22 5 (P>0.05)

2.1 IfREFRIEESE R

JITAT B T TR IS 1 I DR 28 1 14 O L 2%
2, THURT4 [E) UL-FMA 343 . BI3E4> \MAS 1743
HIMMSE P43 ¥ A7 7E i 3 22 5+ (P>0.05) . &3
10 K AIRIT A, X B4 PMS 41 Al A X 41 % UL-
FMA PE 43 359 4+ R 8 in , HLAF7E 3% 25 5% (P<
0.01) . ¥ =41 UL-FMA B 3% i ¥ 43 #9547 ANOVA
Ay MTAEAEL 18] 22 5 (F,05=3.30, P=0.047), H.HHx4H
ol 3 Y AR A F 6 BE4H (P=0.02) ; PMS 41 UL-
FMA 235 0E 0 X AL (B R A BT E R
(P=0.059) ; H X Fll PMS 4 [A AN A7 75 i 2 P22 57 (P=
0.69) (K1 1A) .

U BI85 T TR 4 — s R FE (R 14
(P<0.01), HAH BT 1iasfe 22 (8t BAT B 25 k22 5%
(F,,+=3.56, P=0.039). LSD A W5 a] 1) £ & H
B AT AR 4 5 0 BE AL ) BIPE 2 ZEAFE 2 57
(P=0.014) , PMS 2 FIX} &2 J2 PMS 1 H 4K 21 (1] 114
BU o Z(E AR 25 5 (P>0.05) .

SERL 10 R TG , =40 MAS FI MMSE 4% T i
HIESASAFAE 22 5 (P>0.05) , 41 [0] 2 3% 2 {H A A7 7
#£5(P>0.05).

22 #E3EE

RN TSR S5 A OB Bz J5T Y RMT &R AT 170
B FHET, XL 1R ) Kz 2 MEP B
PE | oA R 3 4 E 00 MEP % 5 #1568 iR 00175 &, AR
TS RMTE . B RMT: X BE2H vp g 8 1o i
MEP [, BEZE BN K2 )22 i 0175 & H MEP 19 6 5] i
RN RMT i 35 /& F £ 0 RMT {5 (OF- ¥ &
16.17) ; PMS 21 i A5 4 51] £ 35 B U I+ A8 ) RMT
B 5 TR 2 A 2 5] 55 1 AR RMIT (BB
T 10 R, U E AU 2 J2% MEP 75 KRS kA=
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R2 ZATFRARNIERERITELERNOLE ()
Xof B ARl PIE(LIED)

PMS 41

UL-FMA #¥43 (43)

maiii] 24.00+11.70 26.31+16.71 25.33+16.23  0.923
il 27.14+13.49 31.77+19.34 31.27+17.85
2 3.1442.59 5464391 5934271  0.047
THinsa PH 0.001 0.001 0.001
BIES (43)
T-HimT 45.36+16.50 44.15+15.66 46.60£19.12  0.932
THiE 50.86+15.79 53.46+15.64 57.20+16.22
210 554339 9314577 10.60£6.23  0.039
P1H 0.001 0.001 0.001
MAS #43 (47)
T 1w 0.57+0.62  0.65+0.69 0.63+0.64  0.942
TG 0.60£0.56  0.58+0.57  0.60+0.60
Z{H 0.04+0.31 -0.08+0.38 -0.03£0.40  0.750
TR s P1H 0.671 0.549 0.751
MMSE #£43 (4)
TFim 24.93+5.36 25.00+4.28 23.93+6.35  0.842
T 26.14+4.94 26.15+3.21 25.40+6.69
ZH 1.2142.29  1.15+2.54 1474256  0.937
T1iini)E P1E 0.069 0.128 0.064

AR . XA R AN RMT (E2E1 7408, — 41 18]
THURT S RMTE A EAE 2 25 55 (P>0.05) ; 10 K
J& % REZH RMT B 555 T FU T, PMS ZH A 20 1
RMT HIKFF T Fi, H PMS 41 RMT {E &AL £ T
WX (AN P25 57 (P>0.05) (K 1B) .

3 itig

FACIG IRIGTT 7 28 , AR 52 4% PMS | H AKX i
FBORH BIATT I TP RO . AWFgE R, 4 10
KINEIT G , =20 B 1) UL-FMA 3743 F1 BISE/ A
—ERRBE A (B MAS . MMSE FIffl] RMT {&

AR B3 . 5 E BRI AH LG, PMS FTH X % 5
W E— R AR R T RS sh ORI H A
G ShBE TIPS, EL PR R R R B A

Dionisio 55" M 691 fif SCHR H e 2 i 2t 70
e B SCHR PEA T 28 Ge k[l P 43 Mt , F 9 o [l
{8 FI FMA , Wolfi2 B LI 1T/ S5 8 Ar 5o I 2 v H 2
(K32 s N REREA T PEA , 25 R /R ' TMS S 125 i A<
5 R A A B R TT A it . TMS 203 i A< v 2R
BN G2 S e A YT I E AR AR IE DS
WAAIESEY, TMS 7R A< o B3 i 1o FH D 1A
W 52 5 A 2 R 1] 36 Bz )2 22 18] 56 B AR
Arter BN A H R DAFEI] DX 3 ) e ] 3R 417 ik
T BRI ER ) DSAT RN, fe 2 S R 2
JE LA PE A BEAD Y, ARPE S AL, A B
EFI AR AT rTMS RS Ad O] 2= 3R (14 24 a5 P , 300 741 ik
A2 BRRT A5~ 35K 11 22 R AR iV P, AT 5 L
4= BR 7 24 1 Pk B etRAS A fE o D R
PRI 5 R e A0 r TS 12 v SN BR 1) 24 Ay P
T ATRIMECAR ' TMS 24 B 03 i 2 P s JR 3 A
Wiz sh D 6g . H 8 AR T TG 2l BE 7 AR Y R i ] 98
PR, Sasaki %5 “AEBE 5T HORE R 45 (10HZ) rTMS iz
FH T i 26 v s 25 g M X, B4 (1HZ) r'TMS )i
T MM X, 2850 5 KRR B 45 SR R
T 4 FTMS 20 R rTMS 20 34 R i3t iR 3 48 )
A% (B2 B 40 TMS TE k3 3% E S )
IHEEDT T RCRAL TR r TMS 7% . Guan 219
WFSE B UE 52 = 45 rTMS X fii 26 rp g 38 sh h RE et

Bl =£2F T TH/E LK Fugl-Meyer ¥4 R {2 52 Fié# B i 2h H1E

A
E3 *
60 e e A
*
— — — 4]
= PMS 41
& 404 i
= *P < 0.05
jo)
>
=
T 20
=
s
®
i
0-
R R R
PRGSO OMNS
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FEFHREAERE 1 AR Z A

TBS j& TMS [ —FiReik m Aiiva =, B T K22
N theta 72 3% Fl gamma 15 £ AR A1 X iz i 2%
AP 1 S A st i 4 P =5 S BT i 8 ) st [
X851 fioh 2 DR 2R 4 e 8 K (IS i VR B2 ) i 52
M), Y i | Rt 5 - PR i A, 257 A e
R 1 2 AR R 5 205 | ke mh S5 R B R T 85
B T8 A A Y R, £ A A S E R A
A EIERY . BET—20A 8 : 5 - TMS A8 LE, TBS
AR T 5 o m] Sy T LA R ) A AL
FEUCE I A b R D R Rt AR s sh DRI I
T EL A SRR AT S0, TBS T AE MG 25 5 1Pk
SR SCHE T, bR EGE S RE AT H A=
TETGBIRE J191, TBS 1 B8 B0 ik 25 3 AT\ e
fit . N s s I RE N H 15 I REY . Watanabe 26"
iTBS [ FH I 4 Hh e 16t B4 32 sh D e i &, SRR %
FHEE ,iTBS ¥R Y7 J5 T8 DO RE Vo0 AN iz )2 24 s Pk
B W5 ik N i TBS R4S rT-
MS X3z 8l P REVR S B9 VE ITBOR AT X 1, 45 R 18
7N ITBS JliU5 FHR IRe P oA T W2 1 ks,
T ARAT rTMS 3l 3% 21 F i A1 45 MAS PF4 19 i 3
HCEERY S Bk TSR I iTB'S A 005G 45 o) 384 17 7
F A B S A AR R VR I RCR - iTBS el
SBIRE03Z By, T g AP0 St L FB R e . AR
TR ITBS N FH i 2 rp i3 Bz ) 2 )2, 22
10 K () e A RE R U , f34 19 UL-FMA I BLRE
OYITE—E R AR T G, S DA T 45 R A
Lo I H5XFRELIAR EE , FRX AL AN PMS 2 3545 1 8
B BGE s Re IR A AT T MAS X A |
JC T VRS ZE A TIEAL , 5 IR AR L, A A5 2] 1 T-
BS 2%t b ORRAE MUY , %45 R 0015 H AT REJE IR
FEASREMR BIXETATE 5167 R W 4

P AR AR —Ah JE — A P R B A R
PE O T A D AR IR YT I B DG Y RIS
WG TIRYT AR OO A JE T TR i 1 2, iR i
T PMS HARLENG R g 0 ™, PMS o] o) B 3
T B Bl 2 27 A A RO R R LA T
(AL i FTAS b (B 220 TG AT UARUER 37 2 P by R A
ST A A B R 28 R G, DT 0 i 2 o B
()2 B3 A BRI R %A R, DUAEAIFSE

UESEH 1 PMS 175 5 (85 A A 1 SE 4% Ak b 22
ARG AT IYE R R AT LA SR R A P e R
20 RS e R 2R PR e AR ) LR AR AR, FEAHT
FEH AN AR & PMS 4, R WL 3
(IR ZE A5 21 (8 25 R A X ATPEAS B9 5 R AFAEAR KB
K Z, FRAI T F Pk B Ashworth %o 58 2 (R EE 25 T B F
AT PEAL , SR I PR 5w P o 18] R0 o M PRAL 7
K, PR, A E—E M WA R, g —
B LR R IR FXERC o SR B ORI
Jit FRPEAR , ZEFRATT 10 2R A IR YT i 1A rh e 52 2]
AR SEERCR BT A BT 2R B PMS BB AT U
FRARRAS , T B RIS T B /b AR A
/b PMS X2 (I 2 AR IR A 48— , i 7 2K
T AR KL A A W 58— 25 S PMS Z2 i
WL ZE A o XFF B A A IS SR 5495 7™ B
R T IN E, TCvk Al TP AR G R a6 7
ROV ARZ DL T , PMS B A & HGE Ik 2 b 5 H
WA NG ShRE RS shEhRR AT e HEAR . SR H
HE A 15 [ AMIF AR £ BLIEAR PMS X i 245 Hh i
F B AR SR 7 R EMA P45 L0 B RSl RE Y
JER ST AN T 66 1 25 o B A5 I A7 T
Bprh B AR RS 1 K 8 20HZ . 5000 ik i i)
SRR S LRI, 3697 2 JE S FBE D745 A BI
P4 7R PMS FIHERIBLZE A9 H # AR 76 e o g
P25 . PMS XA 5 Iz sh D ge Al H & AR
T 16 30 BE 1 197 200 R A B A R E, FATTHE
PMS I FH il 4 v e 2o bE b R R AR, 9 L
i FH UL-FMA . BI fil MAS #4797 504l , 0 PMS 7£
i 2 S I R I RSO St TR . BRILZ AR, TR
T FE FR R BT PE 5K PMS 5 iR R 4 7 1 bl
HLXT R, 4558 W A [ 0 ) 3 90 =X i IR 7
BCFAT B AL . ZEFRATRE G, nDULER 2 5 X
HEZH AR HE , 765 HLIATT A Rl b 38 Jin mf i w4
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