PHAAG AL 20234F 384 53

cé;%iio

RifsE LA e A A RS TRy i RO E e e

A B Ewem pERE OB H B2

2 o (stroke) J&—JHA R E R F i BukE
1R BT 2R L RORE S I A A Y SR L P2
(American Heart Association, AHA)EFR™, 75 3¢ [E FF 4 K
24 700 7T NSRS SR B AR 20 2.5%—3.7%, ST
FEDR 1K 280423500, FREIRA T IR R, IR rh e =
40 2 N R B K 124207, HURAR A T R B0k I EE
M E R . PEIRIE , 298 75% M B2 P 74 5 A AN A
TR T G2 3h BacC &5 5 TH PR, AR, H AT
X G 2 v A 8 R IR YT HORAE R TR . T B PRI
(galvanic vestibular stimulation, GVS)J&— Il A | faj 24 |
G TCRIFPSRIT BRI E H TR EE (X A SR E
P K PR R T E 55 1) P BB IR AL S AE R . I 4E SR GVS
o TR A v S T RE R A, (B IR T R AR LE TR I I
PRI FHAE A, T R BE R AR, B Z AR UE SO, i T AT
HPE— R R AR SO GVS 7E G 25 Hh B 33 IR YT
o FH AT BEMLN 2R 40 F o

1 BIRE BRI A

17904F, Volta A" E YRR T 45 LA B A T e b 2>
FEAL SR AN G AR I, 3K T BB ph TR EE 2R G2 3] H
2%, Cohen BEEE I T X HiJE M £ 1Y 543 LA THL
JRE, AT A B AR T M IR K2 51y, 1 G V'S 4
R B —AEHERERM, M5, Day BLE 3L T
GVS EAA B THUAGRIE B AT, B —FIRTT HTRE RS
SRR . T JUAR BEFE AH DG SRR A IR IR 1A S B
AWITRA , GVS Bl 120 4 1o 1 F #o ZaR A7 M2 5™ L I A5 1 T
SRR TERE A RE LG SR B ITRYT o 1999 4F , Rors-
man [ZE"E RHGEE GVS AT o3 [ 25 o g8 1) B0 23 1] 22
LB T GVS FEMZE b 5 R ISR Hr )73

GVS Ji 2 F £ /il 1 3t HS il 4 (transcranial direct cur-
rent stimulation, tDCS)F & tH 11— Ff 57 8 il a2, 18 20 il
B E 7L 0 ARSI I L I, DT ST R 1 A B
ZHTNE R ae B e GVS B ARG IS (R R 1 A

Fro— AR R E A R R AR B TR RFLR
Ak, B A AR A U SU B | F B — A Wt
FEAL] , BIRR R 2 o e M B0 R T A AP, R 2 AN
SWIUINE W9 GENEOE L EZEa 4 R E @b e s EREa: )
Ao DI, STETEH A ZHRRAS ISR GVS, 774
FIRT A 20 JR A S A ] PRI A

2 HIEBRIBERESERERTHEA
2.1 FHIIRERRG

P R AR AR 2 P R R T IR RRE , 29 86%I1)
B G SEAEE A AN R R B TR AR Y, S 3R AT
A B EEAE AN E PR S )R, ™ L
HE AR . e MR ZE =AM S5 AR
B HITBE S LA S 5 B PRI R A (G B S,
CER IR RO ot o) PR S < P O Bl P A G
Xof 40 151 25 v J (e B SRR I, 45 SR 0 R i i A 3 R
BT A R AR, 300 B A (g R A8 3 Ak PRI JEE i 15 UL Y
RE 73245085 g I ) i JE i o AR Ty L B R
YERT o DRI, TESGE I A v RSP R A () R ) > AL i
BEDIRERIIRIE , GV SAEHE AT LI 12 v I 00 DR s A v i i
FRAR B ATRE I RE , MR 2F SR P IR -

A Ty b R e R SR BN IR R ) s (center
of pressure, COP)f ] f@ il H. #2428 34 Il 1) S AR AE , #E 3l #
0 (1 R TG S & COP AL S8, 24 COP S E %I 13 Bl
IARXS S T i RB ) 4R A5 T 38987, Inukai Y %45 26
PABERE S 5 8 BEOL > M BRI L B AL 2 R 3 i R
H(nGVS), 254 /R nG V'S ZHAE R 8] K U5 | 381280
WA H S-SR | PS4 A LA T
B2 ) COP Z40TC 1o PR i 2 | 3X 2 GVS W] LA axt 44
SRR I 2 YRR A A R AR ST A R AR T AR
X H#F. Bonan IV ZMIHIE T3k — WA K GVS Rl
A3 S0 R T I A v R 3 RSO ) Y COP -2 B 5 1k
ISP 24 7 5 1) 22 {8 26 X B Ol COP (i % 2 8, 4 R Rk R

DOI:10.3969/j.issn.1001-1242.2023.03.021

LA H B K [ IRRIA LS H (81860409) ; VTV &4 8 /75 A3 H (GII190125) ; VTP 4 1 AR il 2% 5 2R3 H (20204202) 5 1754

vp 2 25 R R T H (2019A117)

1 7B RS — IR B G A B 24} M BT, 33000652 il iRAE

S—1EE TN BRI, L, SRR S A s WO B 191:2020-08-02

www.rehabi.com.cn 403



Chinese Journal of Rehabilitation Medicine, Mar. 2023, Vol. 38, No.3

GVS 5N # 2 [MAEAE ARG, BICIS 22 kil &
A 2B AR (1 A B RS SLORO AR FR Y B S
A7 £ 35 (1) COP (N B AE Ak K 249 S A I 78 R 1Y) 2 435
VLI GV'S FF eleat A o A £ 3 1M B s X s R B

[t =z b, Babyar S 252 10 44 (1 va 0l {6l £ 3¢ (Burke
lateropulsion scale, BLS)TF-43=2 43 %) it 1 P Ao 25 i 3 F
FWRSE , A F 5T GVS tDCS B AR = FiG 97 %,
45 5L R tDCS F GVS IR YT I B & 1 A6 07 fol 5 1 g v
(COP-X) P fill s #4735 BRI A A HE , GVS VAT 15min
J M AR AT Sk 2 A3, adE— 20 3R B G VS X e ik 2R
EIERG R ARG AL RIVER o X T GVS 7R 38 R FR
A HA RRL A0 X — [, A 243 R nG VS HlE S
30min 1 Th 25 5 A AR K 3 NP 4200 8 1 I 8 00t
{HnGVS Fl L A BRI 2 AR HAT 25 22 57, JCik i e
GV'S HI I 28 340 o35 2 DR R R 0 DT 3 22 > 30U
U, FARBESE B GV'S AT LA ik A< b - D e A2
8 AR A A A R AN AT Rt — P I UE SR -
2.2 FRANZS ] 22

5 (8] 240 (unilateral spatial neglect, USN)/Z:38 B4
oo kX 0] (s Ay ) B4 8 IS 7 B g AR A, R 4 v
SR WA B 2 — | R Rk 82%. IRy
BE RN AR E O 1/3 B2 & R Bk AR 1E
K H R R P A T BB AP B R X LA 22
(AR UL R B3R T I A R e RS I BRSO  RTRE R A
rTMS S5, Ji JUARE, F AN &R 43 2= #8001 T GVS 1E 5 2
W& HATSE . Christophe™ LR iR T GVS X fisi A< i
H LN s ) 200 HAT 2R . Wilkinson S8 P06 52 41 ik A<
w2 2 18] 221 £ 5 0 BE B ATLUDUCR S5 44y 3 4, 41 2
58032 11K 5 I 10 IR I EE B A7 FAM A2 FEAI (R-G VS)
BT FEIRYT R — R ANGYT AR K AH F Barthel $5 £ORIA T4 14
BIMEBIT) AT, 455K BoR 3 4L A 19 BIT W1
PEE L BN T 20%, H 14N RSG5, BB E Z GVS 1]
DLt A v R T SR 00

Zubko OFFFIN 2 112 Ry 7 v B 2 W R A T T
5d R-GVSIAYT, 23 BT Hl38 3d /i .56 1d .55 5d . 3d Jg i id
BEAUR RN BRAE 55 AT AL fB 3 Z WS RE IR I RE B, PPAG IS s
2 %% 55 N Z W RERAS 2 T Bl H 3d SR BT
o GVS XM 205 1 A Pt B REICU T A AR AR it
IR R AR R . — B R AE SRS
TR T AT R A H A A2 2 (1) 22 £ 3 e BB AL o
% R-GVS  ZE IR /AT BHRR GV S(L-G V' S)FIME il = il il
P, WS 10min A1 20min ST IEAGTFAL, 455 7R L-GVS
il 84 20min Xof B BN 220 W R SR AR R SR T E E G TG
GVS 55 HoAth 5 P67 B 20 H 6] FEBI S, P ie i+

404  www.rehabi.com.cn

FA RS I A T e — PR
23 RZEAAE

iR A 1iE (pusher syndrome, DL FR pusher 255 5 1iF ) J&
Jii 2 o 5 R ) — R RR IR AR AT . AE A RO, I
S B URARRERAT 10 1 RRE O Bk, G — D 2 L
W4 his 3™, il A B3 pusher Z8 B AIE I R A2 K 29
10%—15%, 7E R 6 1> Pl T AF7IH &  (HE 335
AR B AR KURS: 1 i, BR A RCRREAR . B ETE X2l pusher 25
BAE FB R IG T T B B NS ALE I 2 R
FAINLREES, WA B GVS FH T2l ik 26 1 J5 1) pusher
LRAAE AR S JE IR Z — . Krewer CEMINFSEER
WA GVS AT LG pusher ZRGAE  ARCRIFA B3, 2014
HE—T5 ABAB HLZE BT BN , %6 4T pusher Z5 A 1E
i 26 B B 45 T GVS BRI HLAYT , R A BLS At
MR 22 (SCP)EA TIFAR , 45 L /i J5 1) BLS HI SCP ¥
ST GE UL GVS 255 W BINA YA 0 pusher Z7 G 1E
A FAE I, Oppenlénder K ZECWE 24 435 200k | BAM 47
2 pRAR Hp B 2312 BE SR LA HE 36 E (subjective visual vertical,
SVV) il 3= Ui fih % & B (subjective tactile vertical, STV)AT TG
ZA N IE AU, WAL R AE = RN R R AN
AR 2 B \R-G VS \L-G V'S, V- 557 sl 3 v i 5 B2 A
0.7mA, #F£% 20min, Z5 R 7R 45 T A2 (I GVS I 3 SVV
IS H R E RRAIR, STV HTE E 1228 MY A Ay
Fs /b o T 22 B0 AR I A v i 3 L I pusher 5512
B SVV HI/EL STV s i 2™, Rt SVV I STV 15
FIKCEHER GVS A MR HENN A i 2 2 pusher ZEAAE PR E .
2.4 CICRERG

TR R i 2 v R B LI S BE R AR 22—, 24
7 45.4%™ . 04 TIRE— H A2 08 S 3808 E 1 R R K
B EAT AR T EAZ I . HETE X e B R i B E T
TF-B FE IR NG, PR R R R
AR . AN, A28 2 GVS is il Tl A s
RERE AT P . Wilkinson D &5 %— {5l 47 2 BR A v 1
H T GVSIRIT G , R BUILX B 5 19 & dil Fiic A2 fig )1 155
THRE . UGN T E KB (the parieto insular ves-
tibular cortex, PIVC)+2& 15 {C A2 4H 56 i) ki BZ 5t X 38 . Hilliard
D I HE 2R 45T GVSIAYT LB, GVS 3% T PIVC
FRBUTR - 22 8] ) 2 58 e, 9T R e b s L 25 )i g M2 3T fig
1, SR GVS Wt A r 5 38 A I g B2 5T X s e 12 2
S UIREPEME TR . FH LRI UL, GVS XA I A R IZ g
FATABIAIRIRE Lo

3 GVS{Rifthuzsf 5 ThRE e & K AT REAE AL
FIRET X GVS (e Rl 25 b s D REIK S 14 H 1A A BEATL ]



PHAAG AL 20234F 384 53

AT A, AT REDY MO P AT 2 i ek T A 42
4% R I3 e A RIS, BRI AT = ] BRAIL A R4 T R o
3.1 GVSXIHIZTT M2 BT

WFFE B, B GVS AT L s 412 1 2 fih i 5 4 20 R 119
TR A 2870 77 2B SOE ALONE , AR 5l J i 1 43 248 55 N-
FH - R 44 R (N-methyl-D-aspartate, NMDA) ) 45 &1 £ |
ET S0 T 2 fih ) WEAS 88 7 i Ko Rl BAA GVS AT L
{5 y- 2 3 T B2 (y-aminobutyric acid, GABA) B B LI />, A
T B ARAI TP Ao 22 T A% o A P AR N OIS RIS 1) 2 4 55
BB ST R FE R RE-IRGE B, GV'S v i IRRORI AT L35
SEHTRE-HR S (VOR) MR ZE T A L P 1445 2 138 2, T3S 58
AL ZE il ) A A LA, S IR R S ik T k. H2Y
I FH NMDA 52 (R 541500 (7- 56 PR W5 e 12) 11 AMPA 32 /R 5471
FI(CNQX) BH 543 2 iR RE 1T 2 6 41 M 28 fil % 3 i, & R GVS
{hREIS S HE L AL AEM R S50 B HE SR TR T4
3%, BT GVS 7| B 11 56 4H LRI BE A5 AL 4 1) 26 A e i
SR T A B B AR A P

H T, C-fos £ [ A 2 1A 7K P2 S b 28 ST TG MR/ IN iy
JRFEFRERY, Holstein GRAFYMH I IE 53X GV'S HIRB T i - 28 Jek
P 2230 % | R BAE R AR AT REAZ B2 5 A KA 1Y C-fos R 1 2R
4B U A A B REAZ FRTRE A%, BB GVS #
T - B SRt 2530 856 v A R ¥ YRS el 28 TP E . AT
JiE - B, Keywan A SERIBFIERET, S ORISR AR 1L
nG VS IAY7 2H 3 1ok AT T JEE -5 08 S S ok 22T R R A, 4
T2 IE TR S AT 2%ar e, (T RE N AR b 2
R TR B 0 B R RTEES S o R, Wuehr MAEPHIIA
H GV'S S i) AR 2 -5 6 S S i 28 0 1) Ay R (R R A 4
BN HTEE (5 5 A . itk — 2 BT GVS X GABA I ff:
JH ., Samoudi G SR IE F /N BRI 6-F2 5 22 T e i S IR i 4
AR /N FURE TR0 368 2o AR A R AR it o RS SRR Bt AL T e P
(stochastic vestibular stimulation, SV'S), £ Il Jin BH AR il i ,
XAt o BFIAR AR, 45 SR S s TE 7N BRI AZ 453/ BRUA) 0
JEH GABA 435 M 2 T BT GABA 4310
Ao BEAR B WFIE RN GVS BT AR HE B 2 D) B K BRI
PR HIREMR I , LA FIBLT AT BES2 AL 2E 1 ST e P AN A et
22N A AN G A AR, 25 SRR G VS R L
BT BRI B 283 I 11 430 A 8T 1) 247 1 DA T 34 5
PR AR RIS PE | 14 5 s rp S T REIR KL B AN T 45 o
3.2 GVSXRIGTIRE XI5

GVS AN AT LA E H2 5 Wi SUI 7L 28 il F Al PP 4o iy
S fiuh HEL Y B0, 117 HLIA AT LSS 5 R X Bk 28 JTAH DG i 221
T B8 X3 3 AP R T BB L 4R i £ (functional magnet-
ic resonance imaging, IMRI)FIE B F- & S P13 ML WAL
(positron emission computed tomography, PET)$% R4 1=

FTHHR GVS TERK SR i H2 Jy 1E VR IBLE . FAAE 1998 48
1 EFR GVS AT LLSE A ZE K i s i TP v i R LA
KTz AL A IR DI RE DX 3, 76 2R A S sl v i e X3 Y [+
PR IX 73 512 Brodmann 3a X .2 X DA K PIVC™. i, A
2 BB AR S 5 E A s BN GVS J& , IMRI g /R H
Mk Rolandic DX Al H ot 55 /NI 22 ] (9 45 & o0 B (degree
centrality, DC) i 35 Jh /51 , $&/n 7EER S 2SI M 25 7, GVS 1] LA
HE K% Rolandic DX A 5k 58 /NIy 5 LAt i DX 22 [11] 1) 3 42
Fidt , 11 Rolandic DX ok 55/ N 2 K Jke b 32 31 X 26 Hh )
TR R BCIESE , B b 85 e o 4 B i)
ST IA BN N 28 TN RE I H A2 A, PRI GVS AT e i )
R IR IE By K SR AT E I, PO e A 112 BT BE -

A, GVS I8 AT ARG i H Al I Mg 19X 24 DXl i) B g e 42
BN AE MO /N 555 [ 22 6], A2 8 - S AR I 5ER% /N
i =22 1, 2 v dgy i S5 R ] EAR R J2 /NI =2 [B] LA R A )
55 [l BRI R 22 R 34 D S AR RN E 2 S g
MR, 5L [A AT, Macauda G %1441 & B GVS B}
EMIRT 735 53 I 60 T3 55 R B2 Jo0 ] 8, A A i 2 Ak 3
T RE R GE R PRI RAZ O B T X3, B T iR X3k, AF 5t 2R W]
I JEE FEL AT A0 A2 Sl DXt T e G , 2 X AT RE X g T
5 R 2 5% Brodmann 6 X (1 I M AEB , 76 sh ¥ 52560 b 2L 48
WETSZ KB FHIE RN BT, 534k, S IAa A Gy h &
B, GVS FInGVS J#IE T 58 15 ki I 4% 35 4% (pedunculopon-
tine tegmental nucleus, PPN)AITHT /N 22 [i] 1 3% 38 14 , 17
PPN 1 K 122 T B AE R 58 1 R ER 43, % AR LERF RS-
AL AR B EY, ] I, GVS W REE A E S
A KR AR O A I T RE DX I, DT & 4 e T A v fe 1
i Keac iC T ReAE
3.3 GVSX ki i p 1y

i 24 v 5 3y R e i 28 1A ki 2H 2T i R A AR 1t
AN T GVS AT B 04 42 b T0C R /N | Iy 4 5 i e
T fi& %% Y1) AH 5& Mg X3 4 G 1L 9% 4 (cerebral blood flow,
CBF), MMl 2l GVS fi il 2 v 2 35717 S o\ 1 BRI 2 24
€ T LAl . Becker-Bense SZFUSfifi {— {4 {k PET/MRI %} {ik
S5 E A3 GVS J5 I I I3 o RS B E Tk gT , R
GVS J5 2 5 1A T 5 i 037 35 3 e A aG  , AH L
PR U T /NI iz o 0 1005 5 A 19 Ml i 3 0 15, B 35
I, HLURAE A A EC A | 55 1E A Ee s R [m] g e |
IS 1] 7 5T A S S Iff A e A B, O GVS B I A e iR
E A A RN 7 (17 2 15 i < | 0 4 N Y Sl 4
1, 50U 2R T AR EE , GVS BCA W FL 25 WG 7 /g
of i JR] P11k o A A A B Uk 5 RV 2l ki i 1 P
TR, DATITAG 80 P 4 v DR AL P AL 1, 3 T e P D e

www.rehabi.com.cn 405



Chinese Journal of Rehabilitation Medicine, Mar. 2023, Vol. 38, No.3

4 INEE

GVS i THHA S THRAE ARA Tof] AR B2 FL
Fe, DR T2 RGP I RE R A ) HEAZBFFE T, AR
FIRIFE Y R DL GV'S A il A i 2 RE R A 1Y) B4 SCRiR A1
IE HE AN 250 2 R GVS AT HE ik A b 8 1 D B
PRI, TR I GV'S A 52 Ay i 46 v A8 35 R R B A2 A A 1
Feo ST, H AT T BRI 5T A7 L — L6 ()8 (DGVS
VR IBL A A 5 42 B, BARBIFE & C e i 223 T i
DREIE He K 1L 3 8 25 212 X GVS BAE AL BT T
WIS AEE AR AL 2 o) (AR AR A it — P05 @
K GVS A i A v J B ST B AR I A A k2 /L, L
AEEWFFEEE R A TE — e BT LR REL UH &
HRRREAS S EA TS ; @G VS RIS B Z 58—, Bl an Al
AN [T R R P RIS | P R P I (o B S I R
JITECAN R Y 7280 2 — A A

B2k

(11 T8 s XV, 5 . [ N AN 2 h R A T R S S e K R
WFFEHER ], o E iR e 4 A4, 2019, 20(2) : 139—144.

[2] Benjamin EJ, Muntner P, Alonso A,et al. Heart disease and
stroke statistics—2019 update: a report from the American
Heart Association[J]. Circulation,2019,139(10):e56—e528.

31 (P EEA P BIR R 2018) %% 5 21 . T = A Hh B T i
R i A v B VA 4R S 2018) L[] T (R 7 PR 2%
,2019,34(2):105—119

[4] SRS, AT, MR T5 BB, 55 i A o A D R R R IAY T B9 SY
HEREI]. P R B 5520, 2016,22(10): 1127—1131.

(5] JakFAh , BREIL, BRI, S5 /N0 M 7 i i T2 RAO0T A P
AP AT SE B R (9] AR BE 2 R 22 AR, 2019, 32(6)
531—538.

[6] Cohen B, Suzuki JI. Eye movements induced by ampullary
nerve stimulation[J]. Am J Physiol, 1963,204:347—351.

[7] Day BL, Séverac Cauquil A, Bartolomei L, et al. Human
body-segment tilts induced by galvanic stimulation: a vestib-
ularly driven balance protection mechanism[J]. J Physiol,
1997,500(Pt 3):661—672.

[8] Khoshnam M, Hiner DMC, Kuatsjah E, et al. Effects of
galvanic vestibular stimulation on upper and lower extremi-
ties motor symptoms in Parkinson's disease[J]. Front Neuro-
sci,2018,12:633.

[91 BAOLHE, B W], BB, 55 A EE d RO I P i S8
IR RERZ R[] B0 PR 252 B 241, 2014, 33(2): 128—130+
135.

[10] Pasquier F, Denise P, Gauthier A, et al. Impact of gal-

vanic vestibular stimulation on anxiety level in young adults

[J]. Front Syst Neurosci,2019,13:14.

Cobelji¢ RD, Ribari¢-Jankes K, Aleksi¢ A, et al. Does

galvanic vestibular stimulation decrease spasticity in clinical-

[11]

ly complete spinal cord injury?[J]. Int J Rehabil Res,2018,
41(3):251—257.
[12] Rorsman I, Magnusson M, Johansson BB. Reduction of vi-

suo- spatial neglect with vestibular galvanic stimulation[J].

406

www.rehabi.com.cn

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

(23]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

Scand J Rehabil Med, 1999,31(2):117—124.
Utz KS, Dimova V, Oppenlinder K,
minds:

Electrified
transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS) and

et al.

galvanic vestibular stimulation (GVS) as methods of non-in-
vasive brain stimulation in neuropsychology: a review of
current data and future implications[J]. Neuropsychologia,
2010,48(10):2789—2810.

Stolbkov IuK, Tomilovskaia ES, Kozlovskaia IB,
Galvanic vestibular stimulation in physiological and clinical
years[J]. Usp Fiziol Nauk, 2014, 45(2):

et al.

studies in recent
57—76.

HSEEBH , B Ay, ARV i 2 o A (S A8 K PP 5 TR AR ST JER (],
o A B2 4, 2020,35(2) :248—252.

A28 R, [ 2L, 45 R R e B o i 4 - i RE 7 114
SEM[)]. Hh E EA HE S S, 2011, 17(10):983—985.
Nooristani M, Maheu M, Houde MS, et al. Questioning
the lasting effect of galvanic vestibular stimulation on pos-
tural control[J]. PLoS one,2019,14(11):¢0224619.

Inukai Y, Otsuru N, Saito K, et al. The after-effect of
noisy galvanic vestibular stimulation on postural control in
young people: a randomized controlled trial[J]. Neurosci
Lett,2020,729:135009.

Bonan IV, Leblong E, Leplaideur S, et al. The effect of
optokinetic and galvanic vestibular stimulations in reducing
post-stroke postural asymmetry[J]. Clin Neurophysiol, 2016,
127(1):842—847.

Babyar S, Santos T, Will-Lemos T, et al. Sinusoidal tran-
scranial direct current versus galvanic vestibular stimulation
for treatment of lateropulsion poststroke[J]. J Stroke Cere-
brovasc Dis,2018,27(12):3621—3625.

B, BRI . 28Tt L TR A R S 220 5 v £
[J]. PG B 4545 0o I 5 24 7, 2020, 18(4) : 587—589.

B SRR, A NS ] 2200 A RS AT R[] v [ R
IS5 52E,2020,26(1):59—61.

Christophe Lopez. The vestibular system[J]. Current Opin-
ion in Neurology, 2016, 29(1): 74—83.

Wilkinson D, Zubko O, Sakel M, et al. Galvanic vestibu-
lar stimulation in hemi-spatial neglect[J]. Front Integr Neu-
rosci,2014,8:4.

Zubko O, Wilkinson D, Langston D, et al. The effect of
repeated sessions of galvanic vestibular stimulation on tar-
get cancellation in visuo- spatial neglect: preliminary evi-
dence from two cases[J]. Brain Inj,2013,27(5):613—619.
Kita Y, Ikuno K,
stimulus parameters of galvanic vestibular stimulation on
unilateral spatial neglect[J]. Neuroreport, 2015, 26(8): 462—
466.

Bergmann J, Krewer C, Miiller F, et al. A new cutoff

Nakamura J, et al. Influence of the

score for the burke lateropulsion scale improves validity in
the classification of pusher behavior in subactue stroke pa-
tients[J]. Gait Posture,2019,68:514—517.

Nakamura J, Kita Y, Yuda T, et al. Effects of galvanic
vestibular stimulation combined with physical therapy on
pusher behavior in stroke patients: a case series[J]. Neuro
Rehabilitation,2014,35(1):31—37.

XUPULE, A, TR, 55 BRSSO R (). R P B
2019,34(11):1315—1320.



PHAAG AL 20234F 384 53

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[33]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

Krewer C, Rief K, Bergmann J, et al. Immediate effec-
tiveness of single-session therapeutic interventions in pusher
behaviour[J]. Gait Posture,2013,37(2):246—250.
Oppenldander K, Utz KS, Reinhart S, et al. Subliminal
galvanic-vestibular stimulation recalibrates the distorted visu-
al and tactile subjective vertical in right- sided stroke[J].
Neuropsychologia,2015,74:178—183.

Stamenova V, Jennings JM, Cook SP, et al. Repetition-
lag memory training is feasible in patients with chronic
stroke, including those with memory problems[J]. Brain
Inj,2017,31(1):57—67.

Wilkinson D, Zubko O, Degutis J, et al. Improvement of
a figure copying deficit during subsensory galvanic vestibu-
lar stimulation[J]. J Neuropsychol,2010,4(Pt 1):107—118.
Hilliard D, Passow S, Thurm F, et al. Noisy galvanic
vestibular stimulation modulates spatial memory in young
healthy adults[J]. Sci Rep,2019,9(1):9310.

Gensberger KD, Kaufmann AK, Dietrich H, et al. Galvan-
ic vestibular stimulation: cellular substrates and response
patterns of neurons in the vestibulo- ocular network[J]. J
Neurosci,2016,36(35):9097—9110.

Gorev NP,
matostatin- induced catalepsy in aged rats: specific change

Ionov ID, Pushinskaya II, et al. Cycloso-
of brain c-Fos protein expression in the lateral entorhinal
cortex[J]. Brain Res Bull,2020,159:79—=86.

Holstein GR, Friedrich VL Jr, Martinelli GP. Glutamate
and GABA in vestibulo- sympathetic pathway neurons[J].
Front Neuroanat,2016,10:7.

Keywan A, Wuehr M, Pradhan C, et al. Noisy galvanic
stimulation improves roll- tilt vestibular
healthy subjects[J]. Front Neurol,2018,9:83.
Wuehr M, Boerner JC, Pradhan C, et al. Stochastic reso-
nance in the human vestibular system-noise-induced facilita-
tion of vestibulospinal reflexes[J]. Brain Stimul,2018,11(2):
261—263.

perception  in

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

Samoudi G, Nissbrandt H, Dutia MB, et al. Noisy galvan-
ic vestibular stimulation promotes GABA release in the sub-
stantia nigra and improves locomotion in hemiParkinsonian
rats[J]. PLoS One,2012,7(1):e29308.

Shaabani M, Lotfi Y, Karimian SM, et al. Short-term gal-
vanic vestibular stimulation promotes functional recovery
and neurogenesis in unilaterally labyrinthectomized rats[J].
Brain Res,2016,1648(Pt A):152—162.

Lobel E, Kleine JF, Bihan DL, et al. Functional MRI of
galvanic vestibular stimulation[J]. J Neurophysiol, 1998, 80
(5):2699—27009.

Helmchen C, Machner B, Rother M, et al. Effects of gal-
vanic vestibular stimulation on resting state brain activity
in patients with bilateral vestibulopathy[J]. Hum Brain
Mapp,2020,41(9):2527—2547.

e S =N S o i VA i) L R A e
2y L I REIE AL S W RS D], o R B AR R 2 2k, 2017, 32
(6):607—612.

Helmchen C, Rother M, Spliethoff P,
brain responsivity to galvanic vestibular stimulation in bilat-
eral vestibular failure[J]. Neuroimage Clin,2019,24:101942.
Macauda G, Moisa M, Mast FW,
mechanisms between imagined and perceived egocentric mo-
tion:a combined GVS and fMRI study[J]. Cortex,2019,119:
20—32.
Cai J,
tion (GVS) augments deficient pedunculopontine nucleus
(PPN) connectivity in mild Parkinson's disease: fMRI ef-
fects of different stimuli[J]. Front Neurosci,2018,12:101.
Becker-Bense S, Willoch F, Stephan T, et al. Direct com-
parison of activation maps during galvanic vestibular stimu-
lation: a hybrid H2[15 O] PET-BOLD MRI activation study
[J]. PLoS One,2020,15(5):¢0233262.

I A ETE , E 55 A THEE H T B ) PRI S A e R
N FRCR AT I]. B2 5T 247, 2015, 44(11): 81—84.

et al. Increased

et al. Shared neural

Lee S, Ba F, et al. Galvanic vestibular stimula-

Je T I RETELL LML IR R A I S LA B sk
B)ZRERLTIR R SE 0 fE

e

'ORg

I A e — Rl R UL BT T e BRI,
X NS IR A i e RS B 1 B R A U . B A R 2 1 A
A R B2 IR 2 v i (R B AR T SERAPATRE . kg, B

Bl B A — T B BB P 0 5GBS AF R
JEHETE R AR . SR H TN PR L, 58 T Rfs Skt fe /1
BZ VAN AR . AR, THREMEIRZLA OGS HOR

DOI:10.3969/1.issn.1001-1242.2023.03.022

FILATHH 2021 WA DA RN TR -3 H (2021KY959)

1 BT BE 2 R IR B2 B , B BE2 Bt T T A N 17, 3100535 2 WV TR B 70 I DR EEZS KE B R BERE ) 3 aliffEH
B—EH T B, Lo W F oA s UsoRe H I :2021-09-09

407

www.rehabi.com.cn





