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25 i W F fi] 384 (transcranial  direct current  stimula-
tion, tDCS)J&—FIIEFR A 1 7E Sk B e Ao R A 2 IR
VR L9 R R T R B JE A TTIE S R, TRJC R 4
ZEUTIE A AR A PR R TR R A IR YT T AR B T Tz I
Y. BRTE A WFGEIESE, tDCS X2 N ik S
RGP NEREE )50 SO SRS A e L DL I A LR
PSR 2 AR AR E N AMIFSE Y IDCS FE 2
G2 hRe Ty I A IO — 8 MR, i F AP A
TR BFFEEE ARSI o 38 B A EE A S5 A AT 2 T
TBMI XA AR AR BRES R E R R M DAL R,
o B L SR B A RS | A ORI . AR SO tDCS AE A5 Tl
P B AL ARG Hh % g FH R LA FAPLR A 20k

1 tDCS X HASHIR M
1.1 PA4FRJH(Parkinson's disease, PD)

PD [ A TR AT E R R T TE S KRR K
ARFG MG, BEAE W 1E B 7T B tH LR Z5 A8 Bk
SR RN PD BB W AT Y,

111 4 tDCS IS A B52 0 : Valentino F2E471 T
i tDCS XF PD 8 # 4 Jf th 1 AR A5 L A IS TES 7R Al
TE 10 Bl PEA R4S A 1) PD B W92 8l B i (primary  mo-
tor cortex, M1 X)#E4T BHA% tDCS(anodal tDCS, a-tDCS) ]
W A5 R B S AT e AL B (stand walk sit, SWS)HT
W20 GG RS D A R AR R it )i /b, H %2
DFFEL T 1A o Lattari ESE9X5 17 4 PD B85 47 1 BEAL
28 SRS, 78 A M ST A% M FZ )2 (dorsolateral  prefrontal
cortex, DLPFC)¥E47HLIR a-tDCS il ., i Berg V-l 5 3
(Berg balance scale, BBS), g4 845 %(dynamic gait in-
dex, DGDFE 1T EM R (timed up and go test, TUGT)
PEATPEARL & 308 A 19 P10 R D BB Bl RE 800 IR i3 .
Dagan M Z:5% PR [a] 1] 438 M1 X A1 ZE 0 DLPFC J& , & 7E
FREEE AT R, TUGT B[] 253 Al Stroop T HLAE 55 (52
5o H Al AR BT ) B, LR HL

S IE M AR B, AN B 233X 1) 14 44 FR S S
FITARER A SO M2 1E i B0 TS T
1.1.2  tDCS Rl 5z Sl 245 5 % T2 A 59 52 : Costa-
Ribeiro A SFERL G278 A0 AU ZRTT 45 74 W2 50 IX. (sup-
plementary motor area, SMA)a-tDCS #il i, & 38 52 56 41 2l
S 55N RELFUA L G W 35 22 57 AFUIZ K B A A0 R 4 i i) B PR
HERA(ED 1A, I AR Z R B RAZ
ELEZ I . SR Kaski D 5877 S A T8 hill Zhnd 457k
B S HR a-tDCS R, K UHAE AP0 | 6min 224 T35
(6-minute walk test, 6MWT) M TUGT B[] 4 B E 474z 5l
Y Zrel st o o 25, (A .4l tDCS Hl e 1 8 5 T P9
B, Yotnuengnit PEEUHEI TSR] RECHE 200135, I
a-tDCS Jli#t 518 By 1156 G sl s iy T, B89 mT 2 15 PD S 3
W25 A, BEARGE — A 42 #R5 PF 2 it 3R (unified Parkin-
son's disease rating scale, UPDRS)f34), HZE /D548 [,
1.1.3  tDCS HXT AU AT 45 Bf 25 A5 540 « PD AR AU 7L
AT 55 I 23 5200 £ DA TR S (XU, i 2P A B
i, Swank C45"'7E PD 3% UM DLPFC 17 tDCS Hl# (4
U BAAR , A O B AR ) , S50 20 4 % 1 WU AT 55 TUGT B ], 5
TR T PR S . HSCIR IS T TUGT & 82 IE 4
BT BN 50—100 BEALEL T F- 45 FF Uk 3 {51%5) . Schab-
run VEEUNT PD BFE AT NIA 3 M1 X a-tDCS JFHEC &4
NG, kIR 2H K % BE 20 1] Big 3 PD AR 5 P T X E AT
G5BT A P OB W) S 2 SR %%, B E D
2212 JE SR SIS AN T TUGT b 72 Hp i) (LA E 71
Tk )BT (181 £ 3) Y IE A i) £ it . Mlishra. RK SEP7E
TR AT 55 1 [ B 7E 42 il DLPFC AT a-tDCS L, 5258
HAERBEAS A5 15min(WEAE) A 30min L # PR, 5543407
IR EOE 2 INAUE R M 8 sE . 72 PD B E P ilkfT
tDCS R B LR 1.
1.2 % (cerebral stroke, CS)

IR Ry e YN 2 S e N PR B s [ S e R =
SEERG AR ILEIN 2 — B 697 TS, RE25L
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Valentino, 1041 BHA : M1 2mA 20min 5K ¥ A UGS TRES A R BUL R ]
20144 XIS FIAR  XeF MIHEE I b BRI AH
Kaski”, ] BERR - 3k Bz rpr g 2mA 15min 2% H a-tDCS A3z Bl 25 He He At 28 1) 25 25 A

20144F TN 8 1] FAME - oM 58 ir e 71 i
SRS
Costa-Ribeiro,  ELJI3 11 4] A% : SMA 2mA 13min 10X A S ZH R B A [R] 438 5 R s ) B e FLBE R
20164F B 11 451 [ - SR AMHE |
Swank!"”, 1044 FAML : 2l DLPFC ~ 2mA 20min 2K o TUGT Wi [] 4 46 JC b 251 3 S (HE3% T TUGT
20164F LA A - 47l DLPFC AR AT S5
Schabrun"", FUA 8 4] FEAR - 2= M1 2mA 20min 9K H BH B 03 TUGT Hot) BRam] sl 80 1 ff i 1o, 24
20164 {58 8 1) IR - A5 A HEE | XA AT G
Lattari®, 114 FA#% : Z£MlDLPFC ~ 2mA 20min 27X o F A DLPFC A i - A A AE TG shik:
20174F LA FHM - A HE I
Dagan®®, 20 15 M1 X KA DLPFC ~ 20min 31K G () ESF SR8 T LA/ VR A S U, OB TS
20184F 2 SUHGE ZhifE
Yotnuengnit™, TLA % 20 4] A : Cz 2mA 30min 6K H JiAT 5 B ARG 3 2l , UPDRS 1543 %
20184F FURIEON 22000 BAAR L IE - i, 20588 JH
A% 20 B3]
Mishra, 20 14l [HA#% . ZZMIDLPFC ~ 2mA 30min 27X o ZE 0 DLPFC 438 T A8 WCEE AT 55, I HLfil 3
2020 4% L XAFGE AR - A IHE L ZE S 15min A FWE(E

A TC 8 3 H B AW AR (2647 KR, BATR T
tDCS FIRE 5 e N 4e i 5 A5 A R 25 S AN A ]
1.2.1 XU DCS R A5 : Tahtis V45 fd IR
XU DCS(dual-tDCS) R FE X I 2 ME N 4 H 8 2245 1
SR, >R FH Tinetti -7 15 25 25 5 ¢ (Tinetti performance ori-
ented mobility assessment, Tinetti POMA), TUGT 317 #F
fiti, SCH 20 78 TUGT HY 5¢ W38 B B W] 2 2% , 1 7E Tinetti
POMA J7 1 JTCHH 2. 24055 , #2271 dual-tDCS REAS i35 M 4 o AR
FHALAS . Klomjai W &5 —J5 BB 22 LIF5E,
R BRE  PE ii A e FH B dual-tDCS RIEE 7512 3§ 7
e, AT LI I M S I A 5 IRk Ak 37 K B (five- times- sit- to-
stand, FTSTS)ZFH, TUGT A i) A7 Bl 3% , {H 55 %) B 4 =[]
[EZERTE Sy

1.2.2  tDCS Hill i 546 Wy 2B AT VN ZREs 5% 2628 1 72 1) - Dan-
zl MM 4R B tDCS FEES 5328 Shill Rl 18 I 2 v £ 3
Je PSS R DL HEVE T AR T B H A AL P S HEi2
g4 (locomotor training with a robotic gait orthosis, LT-
RGO)Hij 45 T tDCS Hl 3, & B 56 40 2H 7 D R 1 D A7 = 3k
(functional ambulation category, FAC)J5HiiaEA o &=
S, 10m 21715 (10 meter walk test, 10MWT)AS A3 |
TUGT ¥ 8] & I 2% o 52 i [H] & & 3 (stroke impact scale
16, SIS-16)15431E 5L 46 2H it T W b (H A W 5k .
Seo HG 5" TEME Vi A6 v J 5 HE AT AL 2 N B 254791 5
(robotic-assisted gait training, RAGT)H] %5 T~ a-tDCS Hil
RIS LAEIRTT 45 A 4 5 FAC P43 S 6MWT 54 71 1
BB B PERE L. Manji A ZEUTE SMA SR 7RI 25 Ak
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B 1714 (body weight-supported treadmill training, BW-
STT), KBS ER2H 10MWT &3 A TUGT i [] B 8 2l 3% . 4R
Ifi Leon D.Geroin C Z&" 5% vp & P £H ik 3% =22 [a] 3 3%
EERTE (-9

1.2.3  HABHFST : Chang MC ZE"% I Sk ki 7 HR B 44 T
a-tDCS WA ES & K Iz 3971 , 5285040 Fugl-Meyer T RGZ3)
HETEE F £ (lower extremity subscale of the Fugl-Meyer
assessment, FMA-LE)F1 T~ i%iz 3l 71§85 %X (lower extremity
motricity index, MI-LE)PE4rBH & st , A2 & 5 l(tibia-
lis anterior, TA)M¥iz 5J)15 & B {3 (motor-evoked potential,
MEP)AR 140 50 I s, AR P2 A0 A A a5 R 2
25 PR T 10 W) LLCE2 3l Bz J2 24 PE R R (AN
M 25 A AP . Madhavan S 253 R O 855G TT 32 80
T RIS SO IR Pk i A v B AR TR ER DG T 18 Bl 2
BY IR 45 T 32450 M1 X a-tDCS Bl , & B0 S 06 20 7R ey
Pt J5 1T ke LR, HLAE R Smin BUR BL% . Satow T
FCUHGE T 141 62 % L 1S M s i M I A R R T3
J& tDCS Fl4f 22 LA L 0B 536 97 )5, 10MWT  TUGT
AT ks . A A Hh SR R T tDCS RIS Hi i 25 4n
2,

1.3 HAhym

1.3.1  JERERE (cerebral palsy, CP):90%CP & JLH TILA
SN - oW I S E ) = 3 et KA ) S TR AT TR o €
1%, Grecco LA ZEPERGHES JLIAATRIAEALIIZIT 25T 10
R a-tDCS WK , K IR SEgG 20 20 3 2P M 254 R Rn 2 841
JE 7 #(gait profile score, GPS)IATHI o3, HErsk T2
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Fz2 tDCSTEMZEEA BE N ARNRIBSH

lEaaxy ik % (VA= PN IES bII[E 4
Geroin"”, >124A FLRI 1041 BEM - g M1 1.5mA 7min 100X £ WA 20 0 2 ) TG 2
20114F BRI 10 1] [ < X | 5
Madhavan®, >181H 9 4] BHA : il M1 0.5mA 15min 37X A 2 LR ML X R
2011 4 (XY R - XA I LTI RE )
Danzl, >12M A LI S 1) FEHE - M1 2mA 20min 127X A FAC W i (3 , 111 LOMWT
2013 4F BRI 5 14 B4 - HE_| TUGT S35 E B 5= 5
2B F R
Tahtis™, 2—8 J FLRI 7 11 FEH : S M1 2mA 15min 17K ¥ SsSB4 TUGT W) B i
20144F Bt 7 451 BRI « il M1
Chang!?, 730K L% 12 41 PR - F8 AN TA X 2mA 10min 103k A WA B Y S AR
20154F B3 12 451 R - SHHE I S A 25 A ]
Satow®", 14 1451 BHMY : T A5, (Cz) 2mA 20min 15% G e ERY NN I I
20164F [ - ZEHEE I UG RIS
Seo!™, >61H ELfI 7 1) BEH - B M1 2mA 20min 10X A S 41 25 U5 4 8] FAC,
2017 4F fof 7 491 [ - SHHE I 6MWT A1 71 25 B g i3t
Leon"", 2JH—6 H % 9 171 B - TH035(Cz) 2mA 20min 20X A T LH U 2 ) G 2
2017 4F B 23 B A - A5 MHE | 5
Klomjai, <6 1H 17441 PR A M1 2mA 20min 2K sl PN AT 7 BRI T
20184 (B SUAF5Y) B - A M1 itie , ABERCGE L )
Manji'”, P2 3045 BEM : Cz Rl ImA 20min 2 J# H S B
2018 4F (3 XHFFY) A « KL A2

BUASH o TR DCS HE, 3R e OR R 2 i R A
1 20min®™. 7EZ 5 19— F e B LR se i A
tDCS 5 UL U225 &, & BLSE B A bk T 78 Bk i A5
B 7R 7RSSRy L B T IR s
1.3.2  Z Rk (multiple sclerosis, MS):MS 2 L)L A Hx i
2R G0 AR PEIBE BRI AR S A AU A B e b
TR NS WLRITE J) ATAE ML S Y i ) R 28 5
ZFP R ZA K, Workman CD 5P T i i tDCS 1w 19
BF IR, BEHCT 12 (5 MS 3 3 LB 4, 43 5 7 6MWT Hij
(2mA, 13min) fl 6MWT(2mA , 6min) i 2 FF 45 T a-tDCS Hil
B BIFSE K Bz Sl A B BN, 38 Bl 4 A4 T I S
A G5 R RAEIZ B AT R4 T (DCS HI AT AEFE A AL Pilloni
G 4525 T K T2, SmA , 20min) it &35 iz 8, 25
RILEAGANEICA B 3 B H LA ML T 10 ORIH
Jei  RINSEBG AR AP A0 KA T 1 #0A4T B e
HEEERCR B/ DRE 4 A,

1.3.3 4 §EH (spinal cord injury, SCI):SCI{:A: S84
3795 Bt LA JRC A P™ B 1 D) RE R A, AT 3 B0k A TR R,
Raithatha R ZE®Vl T 1EAL tDCS iz shill Zh i 45 A4 715 RE{E
HEARSEA SCLIR H LA MWK BUR . 7E RAGT Hi %5 T tDCS
JE L BB 2 AT BT B R st PR 1OMWT
6MWT FIBBS A k% . Kumru HZE RN 24 ] A 52424
B G BB U4, 7E Lokomat®E 2SI a1 45 T M1 X
ELPE AR tDCS il , o k I 2H 19 R 1z 31343 (lower

extremity motor score, LEMS)FIAATIREISA Mz , (H
1B 22 550 B & P . Yamaguchi T Z5V45 4 a-tDCS #i
¥ (1mA, 20min, JI2 B 755 L M1 X) 5 58 5 B fill 3% (patterned
electrical stimulation, PES)(LPA%E 2510 YK 100Hz ik il 15 fHE
JARRZE 20min), & B SCI 11 28 Ml A4 il 55 4 v OR 3 22 fink
TR B A G, 340 T B E SIkEk. ERIE
—IiptgE h, Simis M 45k B A a-tDCS 5 RAGT AJ L)
W BIRIR G TR R AL IR R B IR T RE R
R LA I RE AR AL VS A bR s )

1.3.4 (RN AT X T2 25 ARl b [T DCS X
JERRERSE T RE AR N 2 /) Yamamoto S %55 10 fil g
S 22 38 80 7 JZ 054 7B tDCS(cathodal tDCS, c-tDCS)
F, BRAIR T 323038 e 2 AR 1A o B L, L% 5 9 ) 0 T
F IO 22 5, 45 1 2R 0 DCS H) 3 T R Y A2 R R R .
Rostami M S5 g A A M1 IXFEAT %25 5 K a-tDCS
I, KB AR WA O I T O RE R o, B
/L1 . Tseng SCSEPINI R B 1) a-tDCS Hl 3 25
GRS IE BALATINGR, R IAE TSSO 30min 2547 S I B
[ S/ . A A TR AR a1 T (DCS HIE SR
g5k 3,

2 tDCS1ERAHH
2.1 BZIfER
tDCS B RPZIVE ] £ 222 i i A . BHAR R T 5 [k
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*3 tDCS 7 E s B M A RS 5

1E& Ay W4 LA Vil eES FIIEES ZhIRL
Grecco™, CPEJL BEMR : Bk M1 ImA 20min 10 el SEIGAHAEAS  GPS K I H I B ok,
2014 4F L 12 4] RFIAR « XoF AEE I EVRUSE Al
38 12 451
Grecco?, CPHEJL A - 8Bk M1 ImA 20min 1K 7o S AR AR A G AR
20144F FLII 10 41 R < XHIE T 3 20min
B 10 451
Greccol, CP#EJL FERY - 54734 5 M1 ImA 20min 107K el SCRAA AR AR LR Bl lsE
20154 ELfIE 10451 R - SHIHE I A
B 10 651
Raithatha®, SCI#E#H BHA : M1 2mA 20min 36K 7 SCERLH AT LT B e, 2
20164F ELf 0 1] 4% - HE_F- A PTG
K% 6 1]
Kumru®™, SCIiE % BEM : R M 2mA 20min 20X H PALAA T R4 B3, 22 0] G 2
20164 U 12 451 RFAR DA I FMaR
A H38 12 451
Yamaguchi®", 1B SCLiE & FEME : HARTAXHIIMT  ImA 20min 13K G ezt T B s
20164F FAM : HAREMIHE -
Workman®, 12 6 MS 8 # (3¢ LWF - PHAR - i i M1 2mA 6/13min 17X el B30 2 Wi T tDCS A Bk L 1EIE 3
20194F 7%) AR X AIE | TR TR AL
Pilloni®”, MS H# BA : M1 2.5mA 20min 1% e} PR AN RE UGS BB LA
20204F FUR 9 i) R < XHIE T
{538 8 41
Pilloni®”, MS ## A% - M1 2.5mA 20min 10X A S A A R AT A
20204F T 9 1] AR « X MIHE |- st B/DFS 4
IS 3% 6 151
Simis®®, 394 SCI % BHA : M1 2mA 20min 30K H B Hi ¥ 1T e a0 15 28 A T R
20204 [ - SeHHE FIPRE B A= ks s
Yamamoto"”, 10 5l fi B N (38 AP etDCS: iz sh 7 )2 1.5mA 10min 2% Jc e c-tDCS Hl 2 o) 17 )2 e 17
20204F %) B2 K - Y TR AL JEE A B )
Rostami*™”, BN BER - Z2fm ML ImA 20min 57K I SCIRLA A T BT B RE G
2020 4F ELf 16 151 [FAR « X MIHE |- IFHE RS 1
K 16 651
Tseng"™, RN FEARZ - PIZRF M 2mA 20min 1% i a-tDCS Bk G ML IE IS Bl TYIZRRERE
20204 U 10451 % - [ I HEE I A TR0 B ]
ABHI% 10 451

5 AN N ORRE  T Ak Bl 2T 24 s B
W AT 5 A 2 oA BEACR Z T 24k . AW
< B B U 5 g - 3, o {607 A6 3 L9 ) SRR R I (-
narizine, FLU)®] LA BHAR Hl 5 0 20, BHELIT i, A9 o 754
38 T, U AN T 38 G RE A R R S T F (carbamaze-
pine, CBZ)JIW] 584 1B FHAR RS S |2 1) 24 A PRI , {H
N G b G RO 2y v S C ARSI b
22 SR

tDCS 5| 2 1) J5 S2 3300 1] e 2 28 i 8 98 5 | i), X b
SR BB 24 M b 8 350 T A R B A il P ol 22328 5 y- 44
T FR(gamma amino butyric acid, GABA)A5 3™, il
¢ fili I FLU 1 CBZ J & PR tDCS HI3# S BUF S 15 2%, iF
W1 tDCS S 280w 2 R A AR K, Nitsche MA
SRS AT N- FH 3 - M- K 24 5 R (N-methyl-D-aspartic acid,
NMDA) 3z 7 4% 5t 7 47 35 Vb 2% (dextromethorphan, DMO) g
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RELWT tDC'S BHAR 35 B AR 5 2 1) 24 A5 S il 800 , 17 NMDA 22
PRBL SN d-35 22 & 82 (d-cycloserine, CYC) R HELE K FHAE
FARHEPT. Stagg CTZECT& B tDCS BHAR A1 BAAR 3 4 RE S |
HS GABA W FEFEAIG .

X RSN, 5 0 A AR s T R R R A G
Nitsche MA 5% LA AE H AR LR X T332 2 2 )2, B
e AE R MR HE 1 (a-tDCS)H, B0 T Bz o 4 5 31 F- 119 2%
etk . AR, YA Fiz g ik 2 BB A FHRIE I (c-
tDCS)A, FEAIE Tk Fh 24 a5 . tDCS Ji S8 i Ast 1] 55 3 %
FHELIH A4 ¢, Nitsche MA 5% B 7min F 301805 | 5 22
BN RS R AN B A Smin, 7 13min A4 3150 E X i 5 2258
S S 18] ZE K 22 90min, Jeffery DT 2“5 a-tDCS X F ik
M1 X2 a5t ] % BL4A T a-tDCS(2mA, 10min) 5 , 38
JT R ML X MEP, 542 1h, i fe 56 532560 5 1mA 3
PR BEAT A = N UL MEP )0 .
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2.3 ket

tDCS Bi 1 51 AP 22T HL G s 41, b w] LU 5 5 )
P DX BEAH S ) RN 00 28375 8 , A 2280 I 28 Em%%ﬂ‘]
SV AT RE HC BRI 28O0 U™ Kim CR Mgl 2
FAN T G2 3 )2 45T tDCS R, i1t o0 zﬁ‘ﬂf,\ﬂﬁ(fum-
tional MRI, fMRI)&FUEN T 1] SAM #i , e Ahid B
TAEN MY X R 1R E] A g b e g
[\ ) AN IR P S B ST 25 22 5 R )G o Lang N 25
Xof il RRE D A I ML DXEA T SRS, e 1 v 7 R S T2 1
(positron emission tomography, PET)M%X Hi{sﬂwmm@(re-
gional cerebral blood flow, rCBF), %5 H /R I&4E 12 5
W2 A AMIE S AT 2 SMA RUFIAT HE 2 BT K TR /e
X3 rCBF (380, I AA & B0 T A i 8 i 5z )23, Al Tt
IR AR 8 55 SN rCBF R4

3 NG

AR F (DCS VE I T S EEiG B o B it £, A
SCEZEIR T (DCS X ZRige st B 10 A0 AR B AT 1 52 e, 230000
B UE R T DCS X146 AR A8 AL A BEAT A 1A A
TEGRE 22 RAEREAL BB BT 45 Z R B iR DR R e
P53 T BHEZS S ARG T I & R 3 I F R 45 SR AR R A
I, 76 A A 5 B0 2 B IFSEIE A tDCS A 2 ik 7 vp R o 4
ARG A R . TR RN I T 2 R 2mA ELIE AR
BRI B AR ROV, TE T 2mA L H I
M At BRI I ML X R I T AR
W ﬁﬁﬁl(%ﬁDLPFCE%E&:.U%}ﬂﬁﬁ%j} INHUE 55 3%
Mo A T A MG IDCS S BERG iR T S TR
.4 %TH&MI X Z 5 4E 20min 1 2mA B 7 R 2SS
18 B PIEN T A S AT A 5 FEASR IS
KT DCS FeAE RIS E A B KT T AT R A
IR ZURE . ILAh, TSI R DCS A
FRe A H A A FEMLTR , H5 tDCS B T 5 2 5 805 AS i 1 9
L
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