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i A R R | e B R B R M & R
Gy, e EOR ECR AR ERE IS = KRR R, A
Ja BEW G ek 2Rz shhe ), afE B NG TESIRe ) OF
BEREATRE ST o IXEERE T A R R A B A AR TG A B
AR At AR T BE T e A TR N PR BRI 5 A
WP R AR R T B RO BV 3 S TR s T
— BRI,

G2 v )5 2 B T Re R i 19 DU AT F B E 5 28
PR 2T BT A LD R 28 F R L AR S
i HLgs NI Gk L 0030 52 I 2R AR DL e 248 s ik
SV, TR SRR T T B, 4 9 R (transcranial
magnetic stimulation, TMS) & —Fl JCA iy SR A
B AT LA X )2 TR 38 2 Y, S TR FINA YT A gk
FI T RE RS SRBT I ik . E R 28R (repetitive tran-
scranial magnetic stimulation, rTMS) W] DL it — 4R 1Y
HEBLRERNHCRA 3 KN & A= i 2 T SRR AR A Il I RP AL
FERPZ AN FP RS — g PR, Zead B9, A
5 R R T 4 B Bk il 38 (theta burst  stimulation,
TBS)", X A o AT K H M TMS. 20 %8 30min A RE K %
S8 TR e 1—3min 3 58 I, BAA AR 0 IECR .
TBS Hl s = S AR 4 SO0 (] 2 75 A7 26 ] B 2 oy i 22
P TBS (continuous theta-burst stimulation, cTBS)Fl[a] &K1
TBS (intermittent theta-burst stimulation, iTBS). cTBS j*
Az ZEARR B R I R0, B A FPA B S22 A i £
TBS 1 TR A8 R T /NG B J2 s U] DA 7 A 2 AR B 7
HERRPRCR o SOPIRINECRT LG AL R R )23 04 i 2 ] e X
i A S IR IR R B SRR A, — T DRy & b
30min™,

AR A RIBR A AU BRI 35 4 B8 A 3L
FHAP- " 52 S TR 2 TMIS i M 2 r 5 i 28 T S RN T ety
I AR BT AE =AY A AR rh ek
T ) YRR — AR 0 I 2 v R 3 0 R e U1 A AN T 2 )
Bro DRI, Gy B e 2 ) P Y A P i AR i R i O
Z s shiRe e B R F I E A .

T B2 T i TBS BT Al BE A o (5 2 sl S REK
SRR , A SCH ATBS B LT T 2 T, 485
T A BB R IS J

1 iTBS#EXHMHHE

A EE TG00 r TMS 038, iTBS Jl sk =X 7 e 4 1Y
I [50) PRy Xt I e X 5 8 SR ok ol 3 -5 2 AR =
B 4T KO R O 2T AR e R Y
MNP, LE 5 3 BE % o 4 M T A2 36 7 B 49 5 B A 8K
R, R, iTBS AR e R AR T T IR RIA YT 3%, B
HIBTEL T35 . 5 10Hz B 45 ' TMS A Eb L iTBS 76367 I
R A R L ELA AR 7K, TR e HL 2 4k S i 2
PEo TEDCIERE L, B i TBS B Kby 1 iR 45 i %
PR i B SRR R) B AGIR YT BUAS 5 TR B G " X
5 AR AR T AR TR AL, i TBS B L AE R 2
ZoPR AT e R R R B T LA AR, WIS AR
FE A R AR LA P TERE S . AR E T AR BT
HCEAR St = 0 r TMS FINTBS 7E3R Y7 Ik 4 v 5 12 s D Be e s
D7 T A2 5 AH TBS 19 5 8501 AN 28 T A 2 A SR AR I IR
R TR WS .

2 BEVRIEHXHIFHR
2.1 iTBSHHE EGzsh ke

AR E N ITBS s L IGE ST R TR % . %
W AR SE T 16 N 2 b S A (1—6 S 1) I
e 10 10 L BE AL 23 S BN A (OB e th 701, 7 4R i
55.62+14.55 ) ANAB A CA L 7: 1, FI4F 1% 53.75+10.77
%) o WS GO 2 AT Ry 3 2 SR SR R i) 20s Bl e
J5i (primary motor cortex, M1)[iTBS 1, 345 & & HiHE
SIRTT 5 ORI A HA T 3 R 23R 9T - TESE ML 10 T T3
Jo I B FIGE 3P RE R 3 (Fugl-Meyer assessment-up-
per extremity, FMA-UE) iz sl Mgk A 1 2 (motor status
score, MSS) . Barthel #§ %% (Barthel index, BI)Z [8]JC &
P25 IR, A A H A E s 3 D RE R
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% (Brunnstrom 40000 1 . T 1) , ¥ o qe S F a9 25—
B 8] WL 53 2132 8015 & HL A7 (motor evoked potential ,
MEP). BLIRHFGY 57 B4/ NOWFIEREAS , R REXT iTBS A7
s RO

BT R R G TR, 42 BN 2 R R B
BLAY 14 3T BEZH (B4 [ 1202, P H4E IS 55.57£9.43 %),
13 SR RIS (5B Lo e 1122, S 4E 1Y 55.85+6.71 ) AT 15
BRI (B Lok 123, 345 51.60+12.78 %) . 341
SEE AL W R IR TT 0 [, 0 8 20 4552 A F B Exb
SUARER I, AR AL 37 FR A ML A TBS T, 25 R A B,
HRAXZH Y FMA 5 BIAS 550 B2 A HL A7 A S Pk 22 5 (P<
0.05), 24 B Ashworth I3 (modified Ashworth scale, MAS)
AT IRE AR SHN A fEEREEES . R
BAEZIUR G, IR TR R ER AR AL R ML X 5 &
MEP , {H FR RIS 2 B AR iE T A v B ) G2 3ge
A

Chen 254 22 (51 B R k2B LN T A v (8 P 1 A8
B RS R A (B Ao b 704, -2 4% 52.6+8.3 % ) il
RIS, WHRIGH (B L 7:4, 4RI 52.911.1 ) 7EH
FIRRE A IR B FERE_ T TiE SR 10 KIAITBS filil. HBGHA
FENTAER KL G M1, 25 R bRl e B Ashworth I %
i 3¢ (modified Ashworth scale upper-extremity, MAS-UE) .
FMA-UE. & i 3h {E #F 5% £t % (action research arm test,
ARAT) &3 (box and block test, BBT) .izzhi s H
& (motor activity log, MAL). 553 & B, 5 5001 3 241 A1
Et L IR BG 41 MAS FIFMA 125 20035 (P<0.05) . IEAFoR 45 -
FW,iTBS gt A 0 L s $E mAg atiz sh e
DRI 5T 25 A BT e e P i 2 o R 19 R D BB A

WAL, IZAFST 2 2021 4F & R B R R T 1TBS Hli#
R EE G IS T4 BAT RNt 2o 35 E I Rg
SERT . 23 Bk 2e o g GRIe 4L . B Lot 10+ 1, SF3545
1% 54.36+10.56 & ; XF FEZH - 2o b 20 1, 349 4F 1% 48.95+9.63
B2 5 T kBN ST, T8 RIS A EAR TBS
T, B H AT — R BRI 4% A AT I 2R, A% 151k
TBIT IR 0 BT Re AR Ak o 6 SR FH Y 3 B2 R 4R AR AL 3
FMA-UE Hl MAS-UE ; IR 45 J5 #8 A1 4& ARAT .BBT . JUAL
ETHINIR (nine hole peg test, NHPT) MAL FIZS 50 &
7 (stroke impact scale, SIS). TEJFFEZE SRJE , U4l FMA-
UE ., ARAT #8144 B . 2035 (P<0.05) , (HAX AT iTBS 41 7
MAS-UE(P<0.01) .BBT(P<0.05) NHPT(P<0.05) MAL(P<
0.01) .SIS(P<0.01) L3I M T &1 . FEF,iTBS 41
# MAS-UE .MAL F1 SIS J7 [ [ e 35 3 4 i 25 (P<0.01) . %
WF5E B, iTBS A 25 & BB A 42 B 174
AT LA G i A v (B BRI 3R L R RE A H

WA IE SIRE ST .

R H PGSR IR E — U BT EIRIT T
A v A A RN A, oL TR A R IR 5 A X B,
FHAiTBS il 2 i R 5 (0 M X ] DLAE — GE R E Bk iR

B S BERIRE o (DA FR 45 0 2 R e A —BZ Ak

FIRE FR T R S5 i o I P BA 1 S MRS IR T ATBS IR YT
BOR T RE R B BT AREAS LA/ XE A M BRI v 2
5. Hensel % PVA T —HUREAS B A K A 78 TR 9E
iTBS X} F W) RE M HE5CR | AT 9 J5 S B 5 (LA I R T
VR M . ARIFTE I Z A iTBS - FUXH o] i 475 7
NN RGN E e o SN e M BN S AN
W BETEE
2.2 iTBSAE T2 8hThER

VLA B ERAF e — 8RR BT it BB 705 , 3k 2
WL T BN RERER . C AT BT SR A B T R AL
MEP 5B i TR 2 )2 (5 A AR SRR, 2 AR R STk
X T iz sl J2 T B 2 R T BBk PR R 56
BRI A TR 2R . T R O R AR X ) o
B BB AR B LR O\ FIE LR X B )2
A RIBEORSCR AR A ST e B i 30

Lin 250t ]\ F IR 2R BB 10 10125 rh SR 3 04T T K3k 5
JEL S R R A 3 IX A iTBS 3, PR T Berg V-1 3
fE & 3% (Berg balance scale, BBS) .FMA  Biodex “V-ffif & 4t
SRR TR IR E &S Rde bR . EIRIGALN , B4R = I8 bR
FET WA G ¥4 BT (S BRI A L, e T
BRI AR RE R B R R E AR
Xt F N RE 3 He 2 9 1TBS B A AE — SE G AR (] A
T, Lo iy o 22 e AR A0 R F Rz J2 0 SR B o] A ol
HETE 2R 1 A ) 5

BR T TMS & 55 H B A e R B, B 42 4 o4
122 St B TR RS 8h B 2 i e R R . Katagiri
PGSR ITBS U5 R SZ1E T G 8l Bz )2 i e] 9
PEAETE S B AR AR St o iR 98 A 5L 0 N 2R P X 1 2
BT T 600 Aok i il , 08 FHAE TR 2R REVTAS TR
B2 F RIS s . BARITBS Al Bz sl 24
Fe X LA PE R K 24 30min , (HALAT 27% 103218 2 30
TR g0 W R RGE sh T REXT T el Ao b B o
BT RE R R AR TS R R E G EE . Bl P ML &
AKX TBS T WS A IRAT BRI 4 1, AR 5T
7 2% BH A A0 RDRS v S 6 T ML RS T o o i B A R
SR B A S 2R B

3 BEHEMAXMEXAITBS R
iTBS B 1 BB VA 1400 9402 B iz i BT 0T 32 3l Ad i
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ARPEAT TS, 38T LV 5 HoAth 532 Bl OGN X Sk e 3212 5y
W85 15, 414 B3z 3 X (supplementary motor area, SMA) . i¥
3z ZhTiT Kz )2 (dorsal premotor cortex, PMd)%5 4 FHIZ 5 AH
FAs B S PHE, &AM FT% AT (dorsal lateral prefron-
tal cortex, DLPFC)—JBIA KAl AR NI RE , 43 Bh T [A]
AR HEZ B DI BEM RS o 3K Lk X TCHRAG M g X —
FEAF 3] MEP S5t , PR3 o SR F PR 10—20 REETE B 1Y)
S TR THT S T S DX %) 13 50 2 62, 5ol FHT 428 Pl
AT FR G0N SRR P 0 DX AT 8 1 £

SMA X} #oe iz 2 A5 B AR R R B M, it
TG DX A A 2 T 2 AE SR kAR T SR B B D RE R R R LA
WAERINED . Bai S5 R I, X HE B9 AE O S5 BR ) i
Bz Xt iTBS JlE vl LA ERFF45 mt dE . (HaxX—
MG M RAEA D BE PR BB

PMd 732 B R FnELAth AR sl VR () 45 iy T 21 T %
HEEH , iz 3 R GRS B 2 1) PMd i 4 97 5 DL T HEHE B
IR — i A v i 38 B AT 55 AR IV LE T IR
Meng %% B, 31 iTBS + 7 PMd 1] L i 2 WA Ji 1] B 2
J5i N 3 (short intracortical inhibition, SICI) , 2 ¥E M1 JZ
FT R Ia B o O — S S A i AR rp AR R A
TMS Tt PMd B3RS RCR™  (EATIR WL ITBS AYHIGE .

AR KA 7S (B 2RSS XT 8 3 R G0 RN R SE
TXREH5G T B 32 BESRIRTT D7 A, SRS N 8 25 k5
R AR B R, 25 A A B s A AN 2R
iz B R IR B, Cao &Y AIF ST I BH 38 0 )
A M DLPFC W] D g3t 2 v f0 35 s ) Z0 % 1) 1 00, oK ok
P BIFR FT LAAE LG BE Al b X6 2l 24 vy JR 35 1432 3 B R AL A
N RS

P B S 5i2 95 B A N IX O S A5 B P
R AT, RO RE 5 45 A 1TBS fIlBAZ I8 H L g gk 4
RS F IR AN (AR (AR

4 RE/NEEIFR

BB TN /NIRRT REFliz sl 1
i A 2 AP S AL RS ORI B2 N A Tas Bl AT
0 S 5 5 ) B S A AL, BRI IR
etk iz S I RE RIS BIFFE K B/ NIk — e i — B S B
S RIS B AR D RE Y EE 25 M R s B 1
Gifr is i o NS A DRI AL B A 5 T kA A
FHG BT X AN M R T AR 2, BAT TN AT DL i
XN TR 2R B R 1B B S BE T AE—
SERERE EAE BEAS o (B B B IR I8 S N RERG IR ™, e
A P DR RE s AR TNk e S RE TS S K A 3 T
Ba g It I RIS Sk e
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4.1 /NIITBS XPAr e B0 28 e

T R U A T — TR M AL BRI AT, N OG
H T AR RS IE /M TS J5 A IR e . 30 418
B R PIAL, %F B (B o L 32, -1 4F 1% 55.4048.10
) B2 AR ATBS fili , IR 2 (L kb 41, 39488 51,53+
9.22 4 ) F Z AV R 1 BRI /N () iTBS il . W23
£ TMS Jl5 S BRI T T8 A BAYY o RS R4 bn
035 BBS 4K T 11 15 5 %% (trunk impairment scale, TIS) T
55 FMA FIBL. 7EiZIURG Ay 52 5 e gl i1 s o)
FEhE s e, 7EME TS , PIALA BBS PR
A BEM(P<0.01) . HEEHRELHA L, X554 1Y BBS 74>
PR oW, B M 25 7 (P<0.05) . TIS .FMA F BI
R TE P AT B 22 5 (P>0.05) .

IR A S Koch S5 & FMWF 8 45 AR — 3. AT T30
55T 36 (A A BEALA /MK ITBS AL (B & 1 201, °F
PIAERE 63211 27 ) AN B2 (S £ kb 1107, 4R 8 65+12
) o BT BB /NN I TBS BUE AR s M B4 Y7, +F
2 3 JE AR Ia] . 45 R 46 f 05 BBS .FMA MBI, 7EIRYT4E
H5 /Mg iTBS ZH 11 BBS P43 A L AR R B 241 (2 & 42 =5 (P<
0.01) ,{H7E FMA I BI b VAT WAL 125 5 [RIE, /1M
iTBS Hl A W] LA 25 i/ INAR v £ 8 R R 1 28 8, 3k AT
FIF A T BR8], SR S e o ZWF eSS
SRR B 1M A v R R A R

TSR AR S — IR S FH B T 36 B R B BENLAT A
iTBS 21 (B4 1k 1315, FIAE A 52.3548.62 % ) FAER il ik 41
(B 11:7, F R4S 54.41£7.01 %) 454 5 M 3G
PEM /NI ATBS %R 2 sh D RE A B BB i sgm . 110 2
JEG , W2 =2 18] 10 KA1 7 (4 s (A1 477 i 3 14 25 5+ (P<0.05)
iTBS T AL FERS 5 . %I aG 2R B, X/ NI ) iTBS T
AT R4 i A rp SR A A TR B T — R

YA BP9 4TI RE AT LARE K 2 T 26 o 3 0 2 3%
Jiit o A L AFEIRATANE K B, /MR o] e S X —Th
RESRTHAY B T T A, X TR A B R R B 1A &
4.2 /NIKITBS XFia a2 > 52 R

Bonni 21X} /NI iTBS & 75 A8 18 32 5 et o S8 4 1 AL bE
BB IAT THRE . AT/ N 2= 218 2 3
e A 2R E I, R R S SR o — IR, 8 flAE
HREBEI T T H SR, 7R B TBS Z I 2= Rl k T 1 AR
], 25 SRR, SRR L, iTBS 4175 2] [ B FF
T L A B 1 1% 25 Ul A AR A f 3 (P<0.05) o X R BRI
4T iTBS FI AT AHE T R AR5 —i2 shid N AT 55 1 4%
B, X FZ B2 2] (0 R0UY AT DA 4ERF 2570 30min,  HLARIX
—REVE R REA R /N (n=8) , (H iTBS SR ALIZ 5 S RE )
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80 5 Koch S5 R HE AR P AT 48 SRAH— 2

AN g — AR S B2 >] BE ) A HE s BAT AR
BFTEANEL, R IS — A AR iR R iz 32 )
REJT AT RET A AL iz S D BE A 3

5 iTBSHIMERMFITHAR
5.1 iTBS X Rk fi J5t o 2 g A FATL ]

iTBS HHOIC I FE A e A Hh s ik A b (838 A AN
[Fi) A 11 2 S W DR A 3 I 7 343 T i iTBS A FATL I
BOFERE b, S R X AR A

Bai 5555 1 18 4915 4 , F) 1k iy [#] (electroencepha-
lography, EEG)¥E5Y T iTBS X AN R i f7 JZ2 2 i . A5
HRR IS T A ZE X M X EF T iTBS J#4U5 , N 100 3%
WG BT 5 19 TMS 75 & Fi A7 S 35 B A T, Al il gk 3kt o
o A N100 i i A9 A5 A6 /T LA, iTBS Al BEFFAIK T M1
T GABA A S ISR T A . Leodori™ [mA: 1 F N F8
FIRFZE T iTBS FEA A H B S 9 SR B 23
B IR B 1) B AR AR S MR RE I T iTBS (1A b e n] ¥k
FEA, IRIHA 32 21 TBS T Hi M1 X B IR fiE 1R Ding
SEUH] H EEG 2 46 v AR &2 3R, iTBS Hl 38 T R i 154
HhE AR R A2 1E A I 2 T R B KA TH T Al > K 1)
LI REE HERBCR LA A %

Diekhoff-Krebs 2 HZE T 14 /18 kIl 25 3 O e 1
AERL ) AN 12 e RN, 38 2 2 i 1 AL 4R AR 14 (functional
magnetic resonance imagine, fMRI) Flfij BT S 1EHE &R
ITBS TEM A iR 5 Z [ 1 25 Sk o 25 SR R 3, 24 R K g
SMA X M1 (A 1 TTRREE , [a] i 2800 M1 X A0 M1 30
Tl PRSI T, B B AT BEE iTBS Ji 8 B0 AL i 1 T30
BEDE % . (A5 A&, iTBS T AT 1Y MR K 2 w8
W TF-12 2 O B 47 B, AT ML KRN AS B 47 1) N O
PER S . XA RIRAT], FE— B R IR B A N e M 2 1Y
A T AT 815 ) iTBS R = R 132 3 k3% . Alkhasli
SECI ] R A T R SR IRIR S T iTBS X2 5 R J4E 55
[T I —SOIR A I 4535 SR (s . 45 3B, X DLPFC Jiti
I (4 iTBS A AT AL 4 R0 1 iU & —S0tk i
MTReE Y . ST —SCIRIK R G FFES 5 352 s
Tz I FEA R T AR N 204 1 iiGs g 3%
B, X —WF9% 45 9 5 Tang 255 fY TMS-fMRI BF 58 45 3 —
o REURIGRIFFEA L, KNG M1 S AEZ B TBS (1Rl
JE R AT REEE T2 IR X A b R N X 2 [ ) 3 S
5885553 T B 23 R MR B R SR T ISR R SR 2 A
KT EA R 2,

5.2 iTBS X/ K R i A FH AL
/NI 5532 B2 2] BE 1B UIADG , W] LATEL AL/ I A= 11

IR B SR RN SARSE I TBS MR 2 e A,

Koch ZES0I 1 /NI iTBS Fl38 i 22 5k 22 v A 5 br
A8 1k , A2 45 MEP ., SICI. & J 5t N #1114l (long intracortical
inhibition, LICI) % JZ Jit AR i (SICF) o At A1 & BEXT /N i
HEAT80% AMT B iTBS il 3 o] LA %5 15 X6 K i M1 X
I LICL A 28 BRI, BEAIR 1 41 1 B < (LICI=100ms) , 1fif cTBS
D5 R T MR S FHACR o VR HE DN /I R ML X s
2646 35 GABA (B) B2 J5i P4 81 B AR5 19 28 HAE T L JF HL
AT REAFAEAN TR 04 /N — i — 7 o 3 %, 3300 T iTBS Al e T-
BS B A [REIBUR . Spampinato 25538 15 /)N [k I 411 61l (cere-
bellar brain inhibition, CBI)#E—485% T /MNxi—M1 Z [a]
BN [ 42 0 4%, At AT ] % BRI ) 170 (AP-) Iy L 375 % 1Y
MEP W fR ] L J i 7 1] (PA-) 19K 2—3ms. X — & B
B SEA PSR SE/NI —ML 45 BT ANl 32 shi Tl
AR BTRR

R WIF 5T AT LAZS & D RE I I 21 71 63 (FNTRS) B9
EEG®" fMRI %5 F- Bt , i — 058 A [ /N — K I 1l 28 34
e IE ShhRe R BIAE R, A rh B3 1 iE sh i Re
PRI AR BEEAT R T R

6 FTESRE

2 PR S VE A R RN T A2 v BB R M B T
i FHiTBS J397 12 sh DI RERE IS 048 50HE , I 1A 3t 5% 5
FHUTITBS Je—Fhifi 32 vk R AT AR T R A RN R %
A BB H HIG RIS A E R, H R i AR 25 X
FiTBS VA7 I 4 v i s s a5 (75 9% . /NI iTBS (1)
G S Sz punaa 0P NS R LR (ER S N I PN 2 N
V1R 28 SR S5 3 BRI/ N ) i TBS S 858K A5 i adk—
AT,

H T8 1 iTBS 1577 L F R RERE AR BRI A7 FE 55
RO 2 Sk, R S 5 ] i e TR AR B 1 B it s
14, AFLAR A 5 A 2 56 00, g o R A58 497 R 8 T BB A v
AR A« AR T L W 0 7 T B kAt 0 R EE R 4 T
BSTTALZ ]I , 0T AREAR A IR D7 1 7F 75 4 BT
TBS 2T+ R iz s RE AT AL

B M1 X AR, Hofth 4532 245 L A ik DX RN i 4R
LA (R ok (8 38 SRR T B ROV I B A (. Rk m] LU
&8 EEG . fNIRS . fMRI %4 AR IR ATRST iTBS X A [l il
0 g5 R HLE B DX e A b 2 SRR A L AR ST O T A R
BB S REMK I B M E AR FIAL]

7 NG

iTBS 1 S — Rl iR A0 v A5 r TMS ) 354 3 o2 78 fa e AT
R AR FRON B AR T IR G IR A R AR R A T
TYREMIRER . ATLAE E , SR 850 48 i g fil e =X
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