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£ AR AS 8 PSS RERGNANY meta 51H7

kB O A E OE KRR F oz
o7 e R e 3 ] R AE R A E IR 3R, 2017 AEFR [
7 B A R A 2 ] BT RIR 6.3%" . K2R T 62%1
FEEAELE T G2 ShTh AR a2 R IBYT IS0 18% M i
ARELATY, 2By L (transcutaneous  electrical acu-
point stimulation, TEAS ) J&:# if — & 451 % | 5 J 114 FL 3 X 7T
DA TR IETT ik S 28 i 28 B )4 (transcutaneous
electric nerve stimulation, TENS) 57U iRIF IS 4& . BT
AN TEAS VR Y718 B D REBR A 197 SO M AEAE 25 57
HBAHIFIE 78 TEAS 15 40 B iR YT oT LLalE— 2 BEAIC T B
25 SESRLIIP N, i Johansson™ AR T 58 & BE TEAS X g
ZE P G AR Y75 5% TEAS FOX FRALTC B & 2 55 i
J4F: Sharareh 'Y RGEFEAN A 28 B2 FHRRBRT LA R T BT
REJT AR T TR AREREE . AN SR G U PRy ik H o8
SR R ARG TS I AHEBRARIE , X TEAS I FH F iz
Ja N BOEF N RERERR I SCESEA T4 SO, #5E TEAS (Wl
RIGTTRCRE AETE TEAS FEMR A< H e & STk i A

1 #&B5HE
1.1 SCHRGIA SHERR bR

WEFERTT - A SCHR R BEALXT I35 (randomized con-
trolled trial, RCT), JGit s 75 BB 2 S ¥ 8l o0 Be B .

AT G2 < BT R i A< Hp B3 A4 SCTik & e sl [ Py ok
IAAT AN AE HRZ TR, TR 223 CT RTMRISE— 2012 ; i
BAEATIRIET RS, BIERE A N GS S D RERR AT s A A
A A A R BR

TP - %o B2 AR TR AL AT 25 03R 7 sl A A 1R
TEASIRYT , T WAL 72 HE &2 A3 | 25 9038 97 JL ik 1 38
TEASIAYT

2E R iR bR - DR ZE 8 bR - 0 R Ashworth 5 3 (MAS) (45
B L(CSS) ; @iz 3 N AEFE 5 : Fugl-Meyer T iz 5
Yitg i % (FMA-LE) (&7 -7l (time up and go test,
TUGT) A4 T B

/{531,2,3 i /@%,1.2,3,5

HEBRARE : OIRYT 4B AL 7Ry it A & LA
A FEL I ; i 2o 45 U 3 AR AR AR IS0, SR AR IR B
NAI SCHR s BBRZ AR N 925 SR 46 47
1.2 KA

1E T A BRI AT RGEER R, 45 PubMed, Web of
science, Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials
(CENTRAL) \EMBASE , ' [ A1i- % Ji & % (China Nation-
al Knowledge Infrastructure, CNKI) | 4% H SC Rl 1 1) 2
C K % 2 (VIP Database for Chinese Technical Periodi-
cal)  J7 I B4 (Wanfang Data) o SCHRAS 242 11 ) ) JA 2
JEF]20204F 1 T, HBIAAN ASCERIN S5 300k T8 5 g,
P,

5 2R ML FE BN T TR e g 28 3 = ANy i, 3¢
KRS (“fA< 7 OR “MiIM 4" OR “#Z” OR
“IZEHYIRE” ) AND(“Z B/ LI OR 48 e i 22 )
P OR “L il )AND (“BEMLIL” OR “BEHLXT L
9857 ) 55 B SC K R IR AL EE (“stroke” OR “CVA” OR “spas-
ticity” OR “motor function” OR “motor recovery” OR
“walking” ) AND ( “transcutaneous electrical acupoint stimu-
lation” OR “acu- TENS”
nervestimulation” OR
tion” OR “TENS” )AND ( “RCT” OR “randomized con-
trolled trial” )%,

1.3 SCHRIHBE FORMZICAN ADFFE A BT R IEA

1.3.1  SCHRIRE S TORMZ I STERFZIRC: D2 44 8778 A%
FRSCHR 2 ORI A HERR i, X BT ER Sk 4 H A g
TR0 B 352, BEICRI A0 A 5 A AR UE 1 SCHR 5 aF— 25 ) 132
G3BT A, AU R AN AGAE S I BR 2 SCR A DR 5 3 L)
ASCHRIGHEA TR

1.3.2 A KBS PEAS « FH Cochrane fi A XU PEAG 23 Al 48 A
WFFER T R i, DA ) 8 2 9 243 - OBEHIL AP i 5
Q&SRB 1) 58 M s B4 Ty 2 el s e R4 5 o

OR “transcutaneous electrical

“transcutaneous electrical stimula-
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5 OR H Ik @A ek 4
14 Hit=ath

ST A3 ML R 5, R A 24 & LB WFSE F AR
[ Eieg A 2 i A Y S 9 RO [EicA Oy QLB Y A e 1
meta 43 BT, I FH 50 5 08 (1 (R {E R bR o 22 ) St Al 80
i, AR R P INAN 34 %0 2% (weighted mean difference,
WMD) A 8 b, 45 8500 35 DL 95% CL Gk , K g /K ifiE Ay
0.05. HIFFE R0 i () S P T AR Q K 06 A PAG I , A
I AE S B (P<0.10 85 P > 50% ) ) R BEH LS N AT, I
T 35 VA A3 AT B U A B SR S R R, I 2 A5
&) HAT [ 3 (P> 0.10 8% P<50% ) , I P [ 5 R A 5

2 H#R
2.1 SCHRR RS

LR 2R FAH OC SCHR 1254 5, v SCSCER 191, 9 33k
1063 5 , SRR 52 % 26 SCHk 574 55, 1007080 A J% %52 I S0 1535
ik 586 i , 4= S T HEBRANKF 45 19 Sk 81 5, e AW A 1355
RCT. SCHRIfE AR R 25 SR L 1

1 XEIF R TR

T 2 K PR R FE AT A DG SR
PubMed(n=347) .Embase (n=159) .
The Cochrane Library (n=525) .
Web of Science (n=32) . %l ¥ (n=
82) Ji )5 (n=74) 4 (n=35)

SRR & Sk
(n=574)
[58] T2 SCHR AR A RN 2]

(n=680)
HEBR Sk
(n=586)

5] 52 42 S0 A A

(n=94)
HER: SCHk (n=81) : U EF 2 27
AEESC B TC AR IR LA A
% ARBEHLAT IR 057
WANBERSTE

29 A meta 53T 13 55 ‘

2.2 AW ARSI

AR AT R 1,
2.3 AAWRSE Y SCHR T A

FEYA 13 5 Sk L 8 e SCHRT T H T HARIY B AL 7
6 i SCHRU Pt LA IR S BC By 22, 6 s SCRRS 1
TCHL AR TEASTRYT AT Z IR E I 7 s SCHRE 1%
WA H R E , A SR B S8, OBt 25 51 1
T SCRRVA A SEZR A B T RE ™ A B ey . A ABIFSE IR
R iTAh 2 DL 2,

B2 MAHRBREEXRE TS

#) | Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(#) | Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

%) | Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

) | ®) | Selective reporting (reporting bias)

Other bias

2.4 meta/Hrgh

24.1 MASEgZ LA ATHF5ET 1 B3t 160 55 .
AL IR HAT R Bt (P=0%, P=0.9) , [ ROW AR 4 T4
I #r , WMD= - 0.44,95%CI( - 0.67, — 0.21) , TEAS 4
MAS R, 2250 BE =S, LA 3,

242 CSSHFR LG A ST, Gt 197 Bl .
Y ABFFE ) HAT S B (P=71%, P< 0.01) , BEHLEUN AR RI&
FE43 BT, WMD= - 1.27,95%CI( - 2.09, — 0.44) , TEAS 41
CSSHFFMET X IR, 2R BEE L, WE 4, %R
FRUEAT VAL 43 H7 , bk 9 A B 53 0045 [R) 5k (P=0% , P=
0.87), TEAS 11553 I% X BEAH 5 VK 52 W58 80 A S o (=
54%,P=0.14) , TEAS 204553 T RE2H 5 5 dst i AL AN A 1
FFSE , TEAS 21 -5 %) BEZH TC i 5k 25 5, LR 5

2.4.3 FMA-LE &3 dbg A 4 T@Fggie 5 Bt 152 4
B RS RLEA TRl R (P=0% , P=0.6) , [ G R0 AR 4
HEAT A I 43 BT, WMD=3.96, 95%CI (2.73, 5.19) , TEAS 41
FMA-LE B850 T4, 258 BEE X, WK 6.
244 TUGT: S8 A 4 TRFSET 7, BT 137 Bl a9 A
THZEIALEA R BTV (P=0% , P=0.42) , [ 2 #50n B 3ES -4 3
A3 HF, WMD= - 2.56,95%CI( - 4.39, — 0.73) , TEAS 2 5 i
TUGT B[] /bF X R4, 22 5 2 3 3, LIEL 7,

245 PATHE OB 2 TAFR G IR, BT 1L R
YN BIFFE I HLA 6] (P=0% , P=0.76 A% X153 ), [ 2 30
METY AT B 9540 B, WMD=8.40, 95%CI1(0.58, 16.22) , Ji |

TEAS 44T iR A R4l e, 22 5 AT B s S, T
FAX——] 8 o
3 i

25 B Pl 22 o, 3R 20 1122 70 4248 i Long 1 Shealy &
R B 3 ) et LAJERCHE R ()3 B S b R 4T A LAY T
PIRC. F 80 4FEAL LK TENS 7825 rf AR oh BE HE 2 P 15
BNz PR EE A B TENS EAT 285 RIR0M ™, R
TR 2F 4 TENS HUMRBCE T AT AR 28 2 5 A
W AR OO R AT IE ULRT TENSIRYY
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R1 MNFROEREHE

1% FEAFAE 56 2H X HE 2 ST Sagn
IR IR AR MR () R THE — TEASHTEE  THuSE Ja fibx
Deshmukh 15 15 40—47% - - TRTAMES PR 100Hz,3%4:  TRTAMESY) 5K/JE, 1.MAS
MK JPIEINTEASIR U, LIBE T BTk 5/ 2. TUGT
2013 ¥T (£ 60min) i 37 Ry i (60min) 3.DGI
Hussain T"" 15 15 5524 18/12 473 TEAS(30min)/ill 100Hz,i%%: Bobathfi R 5K/, 1.MAS;
2013 Bobath £ A& WSS (15min) L4 2.10mWT;
(15min) 2—31% 3.Brunnstrom;
4. ROM;

5 AETF WU
Kumar C'" 10 10 5495% 13/7 37 TEAS(60min)Jill 100Hz,i%4: EHEPFLAYY SK/E, 1.MAS;

2014 EGFIAYY W, LURE R (45min) 4 2.DGI;
(45min) 52 0 3.TUGT
Ng Ss® 21 20 573% 33/8 534 TRTMITEASIS 100Hz,i%E%: TRTNE 5K/H,  1.CSS;
2007 J7 (% 60min) W JERBE N TEAS(4% a4 2 AT,
2—3 4% 60min) 3. RIANLHBE
Yan T 19 19 70% - 92K TEAS_iéﬁ  l00Hz. MM WEAT SFH. 1.CSS;
2009 (60min) JiNEESZ W OLUREA EAT Je3 2. AL A
P rrayy ‘m;ﬂ,%‘;ﬁ (omimf  (MIVC.CR);
RS e EAS(60min) 3.TUGT
(120min) i
Y 21 20 67.1% 2318 1957  REEIRITN 100Hz,i%E2:  HEIRIF(1h) 5K/,  1.CSS;
2015 TEASIAIF (%, LA 43 2 FMA-LE;
60min) i 32 F 3.BBS
IMETS 24 24 499% 35/13 18.95 R INZm 100Hz,3%E%:  FEEIIZm  1%k/K,  1.BI;
2009 PN TEASIHYY WL LAVEER] PNF(45min) #4048 2. FMA-LE;
(25min) MIPNF 1532 R 3 3.BBS;
(45min) 4.CSS
JEEIIET 16 16 582% 27/5  6.52)8  REEIIZ 100Hz,3E%:  FEEIIZ: HEEI4:  1.mFMA-LE;
2015 (60min) I TEAS 3, LLEET  (60min) i i 5K, 2.CSS;
YT Bomin) i Z AR TEAS(30min) 6J4; 3.wr-MBI
TRT(60min) fin TRT TEAS/
(60min) TRT:A:H
IR sk
6J#
g 16 17 59.9% 29/18  66.6 K mEFEEMIEST  100Hz, #s:  BEEGITGs SW/H, 1. FMA-LE;
2016 (60min) N TEAS %, UBHT  Zyrdns  1L4)8 2.HoldenjRE]
V497 (30min) Z RN J7) (60min) ATy
3.MBI
bRl 35 33 63.5% 3329 177K SkEEHMEAR 100Hz, i%2:  HWHUAEN (B &H1 1.10mWT;
2018 (BEH1—20)0n P, LUESTH % 30min) WL 2B
TEASIAIT ZNE HJ TR
Ng SS™ 26 23 56.6 % 41/11 474  TEASIAITIN 100Hz,i%E%:  TEASH  SK/JH, 1L AATHE
2009 TRT(4% 60min) I, BEEGE  TRT(5% 4 (GAITRIite) ;
[ 2 1% 60min) 2.6MWT;
3.TUGT
MK 17 16 70.0 % 1717 92K WHN&TIWRIE 100Hz,#s:  PEEETFIVRY. SW/RE, 1L ERmLHRE
2007 JTINTEASI®T U, LUBRET  JRTIRTEAS JAY7 308 (MIVC.CR);
(#-60min) Z RN (%-60min) 2.CSS
FREF 40 40  42—83%  47/33 128 REMEPRICEEE iRk 1—  KEEMRICE BH LK, 1L.MAS;
2005 A 6h) I TEASIAYY 10Hz,Bk3% %1 6h) HEE15 2. MBI
(20min) 4 50us, fix FUTRE,
KT Hy oy

40W
1 TRT AT 55 1 AL 25 MAS : 2R Ashworth 538 ; CSS: 552 22 13 s DGL: s A P15 80 TUGT A v A IR TOMWT : 10m 251 i ;
6MWT:6min 251 1l ; BBS: Berg Vit 3¢ ; MIVC : LA RSF K /1 s CR: (LR WpFIA4E% s HFAC: Holden I REM: 251 1434 ; MBI U2 Barth-
el $5%1; Bl: Barthel #5410 ; FMA-LE : Fugl-Meyeriz s RE £ N we-MBI: 21 TAISCAYEC K Barthel $8%5; MUAP : UL 2 2 7 sh R .
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3 WEBTTEMAS 2R BRI meta 517

TEAS group control group
Study Total Mean 8D Total Mean SD Mean Difference
2013 Deshmukh 15 220 07000 15 270 05000 — & —
2013 Hussain 15 200 0.7600 15 247 09900 ———=——
2014 Kumar 10 1.50 0.4900 10 2.00 04700
2005 fFER 40 185009300 40 2.14 1.0800 i
Fixed effectmodel 80 80 ‘ e:lzzr} ‘

MD 95%-Cl Weight

050 [0.94;-0.06] 28.4%
047 [110; 0.16] 135%
050 [0.92;-008] 30.4%
020 [073; 0.15] 27.6%

-0.44 [-0.67; -0.21] 100.0%

JR R T BEJE: 2 e AT SR A B R AR R
P22 3 R, A B AR Y CSS iR
3400 IR I B A A H B
FRAE(CSS<743) , i FE A IE M BF 3R A
BT R R (CSS>1043) . AR
SV 2H 53 BT 4 4% 2H A B SCRRES R 27>

Heterogeneity: F= 0%, “= 0,p=090

T2 R JRCRIE B U e RS AY meta 43 220 2206 FRL 35
FETL ARRIRITVE R, B SO T4 G2 shS gl & F
43Hr . Mahmood™ ik 55 5 B A ES ZE 1) meta 4347 F B
AT T TEAS PR, ABALEN AL TRIESY , 510 /D ml 5
ARSCAN A 13 T5 TEAS FEHLRT BRI IS, R Bz Ze iRz 3l
YIRE R TN AR TP S TEAS X F iz shiohse e S VEH .
3.1 ARG T
i 2 H i B R R 28 2R R A R

J et IE A AN A 1R SCR , I TP R
CSSHR W LA HTE5 R

TEAS [i] HAR 4 A Bz J5R 838 K238 43
B AR E B R Bl R S TS R
B POK AR R I AT B H TEAS IR YT 1S I
TREA £ -5 0 % 5 8 XL 3 S, 6T KB F 4 R B B A, A By
THEFC X LA ™, wiHA T 5% A0 B B AAGZ 3h T B i Pk
255 28 0 3 A 2%, Hussain 8 BF 25 " 8 7R TEAS U /b
Brunnstrom 733 £ 22 B (W I ], (R oy 58 sl B, AR

iz s P B s, R B ML LSk

- : i N B4 WARITE CSS 2R LLEAI meta ST

WK, RAEHETESR 5 B H B e 2

S Et‘,m,‘z;A S — ?: 3 A A ‘jg\/ﬂ\/u ! TEAS trol

H:# s :L—Zjﬂ;%it ’%‘TV* Eﬁg%/{k‘h 4 ﬁ‘% Study Total Mean gm:s TotaInI:I;ar: gro:g Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl Weight

s Th S A S R A% 1 o

HIs B RERIL . TEAS NI SE ) | 2007 Ng 22 11.00 14000 22 11.20 1.7000 — 020 [112 072] 21.8%
s \ ; 2015 54 21 75015000 20 10.20 18000 —=— | 270 [372168] 206%

F1%7 FEL R 8, s S 1 UL DAY A 3 Wi e 2009%:5; 24 79600500 24 891 10500 : z 095 [152.-038] 262%

o e o 2015 BEAT 16 00614800 14 10.57 18600 —&— 151 [272030] 18.1%
5F R ZE HATIR TR HMLEIA R E  so07 st 17 76017000 17 870 31000 ——=—— 110 [278 058 134%
S S D RN ATE 2546, 3098 Random effects model 100 97 - .27 [2.09; -0.44] 100.0%

Heterogeneity: 12 = 71%, 12 = 05970, p < 0.01

X2 WLPAY ) Sl B ] 5 52 ELAM R, B

3241401 2 3

FEREAR LK Sy et S50 2 3 1o H
L PREE FR & P TEAS F&IE T 25 LA

ES5 CSSEXRITASH

FyL[EIc 428 (CR) , Ng 259 % 31 TEAS [
RCI 2 LA 1 e R A A s 6 1 938 T
TV ST o A SCH 4 RS0 58
1t MAS # RPN BRI ILK T, 5 Wik
Y0 5 CSS R PR T R ZE A
B . meta 43 BT % W] TEAS 41 2% i 225 1
SR T X IR, AR MAS RN AT
FEZBIA I S T, (2 17 Sk
AT MR (1—10HZz) TEAS 454 %1,
HA 4% TEAS (100Hz) 5 HER 167 M
ghA  ATRERZ I RIS IR (S . CSS %
FIRIFSE Z 0] HAT B S5 ok, AR Rtk
T4 53 Bt ), 45 3 B 7R TEAS X &t
B WS ) SR AR 2R AT O O TS
TOAE PR AR NI . B AR PR AR
s AR I RIS R SR,
TEAS T W REA syt Ze , B Fiz dh
IheEE g . WKW 2 B e i AE Sk,

TEAS group control group
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl Weight
AR
2007 Ng 22 1100 1.4000 22 11.20 1.7000 —i— 020 [1.12, 0.72] 21.8%
Random effects model 22 22 == -0.20 [-1.12; 0.72] 21.8%
Heterogeneity: not applicable
e
2015 B4R 21 750 15000 20 10.20 18000 —==— 270 [[372,-168] 206%
2015 EHAE 16 9.06 1.4800 14 10.57 1.8600 — -1.51 [2.72,-0.30] 18.1%
Random effects model 37 34 = -2.15 [-3.32;-099] 38.7%
Heterogeneity: I = 54%, 12 = 0.3815, p =0.14
218
2009 #MEE 24 79609500 24 891 1.0500 . 095 [-1.52;-0.38] 26.2%
2007 FreEat 17 760 1.7000 17 8.70 3.1000 = -1.10 [2.78; 0.58] 13.4%
Random effects model 41 4 i -0.97 [1.50; -0.43] 39.5%
Heterogeneity: P 0%, &= 0,p=087
Random effects model 100 97 = -1.27 [-2.09; -0.44] 100.0%

I B B R R

Heterogeneity: 1> = 71%, ©° = 0.5970, p <0.01
Residual heterogeneity: (2= 9%, p=0.33

32101 2 3

N = ;
BEl6 WHAITIEFMA-LE R L meta 547
TEAS group control group
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl1 Weight
2015 E4R 21 3140 75000 20 26.60 68000 4:—‘7 480 [042;918] 79%
2009 MEE 24 1418 41200 24 912 41300 — 506 [273,739] 278%
2015 [FFAIE 16 17.06 26400 14 13.35 2.7300 — 3.71 [1.78;5.64] 407%
2016 fRal 16 21.56 3.1800 17 18.76 4.1900 4‘—?* 280 [027;533] 237%

Fixed effect model 77
Heterogeneity: e 0%, = 0,p =080

75

I
=

3.96 [2.73; 5.19] 100.0%
.
5 0 5
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7 WAEYTTIE TUGT L&) meta 2347

AR meta J3 AT 49 A BT ST AE X IR 2
BB AR 2 5, 13 TFFE rpou) B 1Y

TEAS group control group

Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sD Mean Difference

2013 Deshmukh 15 2090 36000 15 2340 3.1000 12—_%1_

2014 Kumar 10 3260 29500 10 34.32 3.9100 & -
2009 Yan 19 30.00 13.5000 19 41.10 27.9000 -1
2009 Ng 23 1870 97000 26 26.20 21.7000

Fixed effect model 67
Heterogeneity: = 0%, 2= 0,p=042

70

| Y I I R
20 -10 0 10 20

250 [-490;-0.10] 58.0%

AT G A E BT e
TRT. Bobath £ ) Ml 1077 ™ %
B S S (ST O TRT
AL 12 LR, S0 R
AT I B T AT F
S OSSR . A

MD 95%-Cl Weight

172 [476, 132] 36.3%
110 [2504; 284]  1.7%

750 [16.74; 174] 39%
-2.56 [-4.39; -0.73] 100.0%

B8 WARTRESITEE LR meta 347

WFTEUE S A (8 5 O F 22 Rh D e

TEAS group control group

Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Mean Difference MD
2018 B 35 56.90 18.8000 27 47.90 16.3000 ——
2009 Ng 26 66.60 32.5000 23 80.60 29.7000
Fixed effectmodel 61 50 e
Heterogeneity: P 0%, = 0,p=076

20 0 0 10 20

meta Z3 M4 A B9 ST, A 4 TR 5 F FMA-LE &t
TR T GZ Sh U RE ;2 W 5T 20 H A T BE 5 4 T
FTO T TUGT PN A T RE ) o 3% = IFRAR PN T I
TSRS ), 45 3 W] TEAS 76835 T IS REFIAE1 75 T
FPAC S T X REZE . HJE TUGT A5 7 8B 58 =2 1]
SRICH] B 5 Bt (H AN A9 85/ B A BIFSE [ 178 22 5 T i
SIS A T e — g I R S B, S 4 RS A5 BE o
15 7 35 09 02, AN UK meta 43 BT MAS 5 2 1 % 0 &
[WMD=-0.44, 95%CI (-0.67,-0.21 ) |74 i5 2 5 /N Ife R 4
FE, TEAS FEARER ST LS I A9 AR SO L 2 . MAS
EFJENG IR e Al A B ZE T /3, 2 o plshiz
Bl A 6 BEL D 1 3 R A S PR JE A, PR ARG e 3 1)
S ) B ERZE AR A R BRI R T 23 R ma I g A5 AL, JLN F A
A ENE ;I H MAS RS0 B M2E B CS RO
KR ZE (R A Ak AS B 4 T (AR B0 B ke b 22 O R 5 & o S
MAS P B AR DA R s o BRAE X I 2 v s 280 hE A (>6
A ) B E RS R FMA-LE 58 248 5 6 40 A RERILIA
FPRCR  (E TR [ M 2 BT R |, 5 OCRR FMA X R i
19 F5e/ NI R BCGEE 9 3.31 43, A B m B INAE B2, IR AR Tk
meta 73 M7 FF TEAS X FMA-LE 52 3 {9 82 55 AU 2500 1 [WMD=
3.96,95%CI(2.73,5.19) i & BLAT I IR L . FMA fE 3%
Xof e AGE Zh I BE R PEA HAT R A1) 93— s TRNAUE R
I SRR N HEAR (12 S U RETE M AR YR i 4e
R Z BT RE PN IR R 2R BEAR T I SR A9 T L
PRI, QIEEZEF CSS \MAS &R ol # B A FRFS b, BRI RE
# FMA-LE #3% .TUGT .DGI A 308 45 , & BUE RIEHy
M 22 A Ja BT A E [, R RPN AT W i
ZAE B PN FE R o
32 RN ER BT

802
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9.00 [ 02517.75] 79.8%
% 6.00 [1142;2342] 202%

8.40 [ 0.58; 16.22] 100.0%

3 AT 55 2 A A Z-5 TEAS AR5
FIFCE AT, RERG IR B A AR, HR
RG4S PR AT Tk R A A AT
T e 02 F BERE AT (R 5 K45 R 3K 2% L LA
B UM 53 AT FAR TG RE 1 , T B — R
W AE X 4] 5 WAF g S A R
TEAS ¥ ZiX & H , SR 7E TEAS X 32l % % B A — & 4
PRPES TEAS 7EIRYT o2 H BUUL A W4 I8t 52, R LA
TEAS X Zi A MELL B IE R . [RNA V9T BR A 125
HIfetk & i 45 AR D R O B R ™ 5 TEAS I F
AREERZ

IRITLH TEAS WIS HOE B A TE W 22 5, 8RR
BB TR TS Bl i o 1 O ¢ 8 712 <y TR N1 8 0 )
100Hz , 33 J2& 5 | B IR #2021 2k D47 e FR A%, A0 1 S
"k 1—10Hz, Pitcher 85" MJF 53 A Sy H 1O A Mk 24
AT A A 28 A B 1 VR T BE R AT AR 1Y | Liepert 47
F6 HH AR A 28 22 G0 Hh R 8 5T O A T RE R RS AR 1)
JEDR AT 10HzZ A HL 30038 rT L 247 RN b i) 24 0 T IR g
(GABA) ¥[8 , DTS Bz Jo 5 oh ™ A= 30 il FE DA T ok 2
25, {HJ2 Garcia (19120501 5 7R A [ 45138 H o) 06 28 197
SRR IR YaukT SIS BRI A E I,
100Hz 1) = A5 H, ] 38475 J2 78 i IR Jie 22 0 4k 15 10 36 97 5
B0, XFF TEAS BIBRUGRYT B, 7 HFSE TEAS BLIKGA
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